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EDITORIAL

A Too Long Delayed Resignation.

A strong anti-democratic influence was elim

inated from President Wilson's cabinet when Sec

retary of War Lindley M. Garrison resigned. As

a miltarist and imperialist his proper affiliation

is with ex-President Roosevelt. It is unfortunate

that his resignation was so long delayed, and still

more so that he was appointed at all. Though he

failed to lead the administration as far from dem

ocratic principles as he wished, he did succeed in

leading it much further than it should have gone,

and to his influence is largely attributable the

recent reactionary trend which has marred Presi

dent Wilson's fine record. Now, that this malign

influence has gone, there is cause to hope that the

Administration may again turn toward democracy.

S. D.

{} {}

An Appeal to Reason.

The settlement of the Lusitania question is a

brilliant triumph for American diplomacy. Not

that the United States secured all that it de

manded, or that Germany yielded all that she

should ; but that the dispute has been settled peace

ably, and in good feeling. It is true that the

exact status of international law is still undefined:

but this is a poor time to discuss points of law.

Germany has promised not to repeat the offense,

and when the war is over, and the nations of the

world meet to restore order, there will be a re

statement of the laws of nations. One nation can

not make international law. The United States

maintains one thing, Germany another; there is

nothing to do but fight, or call in a third party.

To fight would not settle the point at issue; it

would merely decide which was the stronger. And

the weaker would bide its time till, by the aid of

other countries, or its own greater equipment, it

could inflict its will upon the earlier victor. Had

Germany claimed the right to keep on murdering

American passengers on merchant vessels, it would

have been our duty to continue the protest, and
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if necessary to resort to such physical pressure as

we might deem best. But since the offense has

ceased, we can raise the point of law when peace

has been restored.

§

How much better could we have handled our

case had we been “prepared” Germany was too

angry to yield to threats, and would have defied

us, as she has defied the rest of the world. We

could have added our forces to those of the Allies,

and at the cost of many thousands of lives, and a

vast amount of property, we could have helped to

decide the European dispute. Is it so unlikely

that that would have been the result of our pre

paredness? Knowing that we could fight effec

tively we should have been less patient with Ger

many; and the inevitable asperity on our part

would have increased the stubbornness on the part

of that country, which would have led to a speedy

breaking off of negotiations. People talk of mak

ing the United States a world power. The United

States is a world power. It has had more influ

ence upon the minds of men than any other nation.

Its achievements are not to be found on battle

fields or in naval engagements, but in holding

aloft the standard of human rights. It is possible

that we can surround that standard with guns and

fighting men, without swaying it to this side or

to that; but the danger is very great. Had we

a navy surpassing that of Great Britain we could

not have won such a victory as we have achieved

through an appeal to reason. S. C.

§ {}

Practical Pan-Americanism.

Sound and practical suggestions regarding the

proposed Pan-American treaty framing conference

have been offered by Roger Sherman Hoar in a

letter dated at Boston on January 11, as follows:

The Society, to Eliminate Economic Causes of

War at its annual meeting held Saturday, adopted

the following resolution:

“Resolved, That this society is of the opinion that

whatever Pan-American Treaty is to be submitted at the

;) resent time be framed by a conference of delegates from

all the American republics, rather than by any one na

tion.”

As you know, President Wilson has just submitted

to the other American nations a treaty providing

for political independence, territorial integrity, set

tlement of boundary disputes, arbitration of all

questions, and non-assistance of revolutionaries.

The plan stated in the resolution may perhaps be

in some respects preferable to the President's for

the following reasons:

First, a conference is more consistent with the

dignity of the other nations. Instead of assuming

the big brother attitude and drawing up what we

think is a good treaty, for them to accept or reject;

we ought rather to give them an equal share in

framing whatever is to be adopted.

Secondly, a conference is more consistent with

the precedent established by the A. B. C. and

B. U. G. conferences. The good feelings engendered

by these conferences may be jeopardized, if we de

part from that precedent.

Thirdly, a conference is more consistent with

general international usage. Most treaties and

conventions, involving more than two or three

nations, have been framed by a conference of dele

gates from all the nations concerned.

Fourthly, a conference would stir up much more

popular interest in Pan-Americanism. This would

have the following threefold good result, i. e., popu

lar interest in a closer union of the American na

tions, better personal feelings between the citizens

of the American nations, and (most important of all)

popular support for whatever treaty is evolved.

Fifthly, a conference holding public sessions, is a

more democratic means of treaty-making, than is

the closets of diplomacy. -

Sixthly, a conference would afford an opportunity

for Pan-Americanizing the Monroe Doctrine, which

reform has been omitted from President Wilson's

proposed treaty. This reform was suggested by John

Barrett at the recent scientific conference, and ap

pears to have been hailed with more approval than

even the President's suggestions. The Pan-Ameri

canizing of the Monroe Doctrine would not only re

lieve us of the great burden of supporting this

doctrine alone, but would also accomplish, at one

stroke, a greater amount of preparedness (and with

less menace) than any other single step which could

be taken.

Seventhly, a conference would afford the easy

means for the accomplishment of more international

reforms than could otherwise be accomplished in

a generation. For instance, the bar could present a

Pan-American full-faith-and-credit clause, together

with a plan to enable the arbitration tribunal to pass

also on international claims of individuals. Business

associations could present plans for international

standards for products. Military men could estab

lish a system of efficient co-operation in case of war,

etc.

Eighthly, a conference would go further than any

individual nation would dare to go. It is probable

that we all underestimate the extent of Pan-Ameri

can union to which our people would assent. The

debates in a conference would be open and would

be covered by the press. Popular sentiment could.

thus be accurately gauged and followed, with the

inevitable result that a closer degree of union would

meet with popular approval and would be adopted,

than any administration, fearing popular disap

proval, would dare propose.

Remember, that the conference which ended in

framing the constitution which united the thirteen

sovereign states of North America was called

merely “to consider how far a uniform system in

their commercial regulations and other important

matters might be necessary to the common interest

and permanent harmony of the several states.” Thus

a treaty framed by one nation will be limited to the

extent that the administration can be sure of popu

lar approval, whereas a treaty framed by a confer
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ence will be limited only by popular approval itself.

This fact is the most weighty of the eight afore

Inentioned reasons for preferring a conference. Pres

ident Wilson has alluded to Pan-American union as

"something that America has prayed for for many

a generation,” and has expressed the hope that “it

may serve as a beacon to light the rest of the world

along the same way.” Ought not the conference

idea be adopted, as constituting a longer step toward

the desired end ?

{:}
-

And would it be too much to suggest or hope

that, included in the treaty, would be a provision

extending through Pan-America the system of ab

solute free trade that prevails between the States

of the Union? If that should be done the perma

nence of peace would be assured. S. D.

{} {}

Profiting by Disaster.

How is it that men in belligerent countries can

increase their wealth during such general destruc

tion of property One can see how merchants of

neutral countries might profit by selling to the

warring nations; but how, in lands that have

forced their citizens into the armies, can they re

frain from also taking the wealth? Chancellors

talk of taxing war profits; but how can there he

any profits when a nation is fighting for its life?

Is it not as rational, nay, is it not more rational

to commandeer wealth than human life? And if

it were known in advance that the property of

the rich would be taken with the lives of the poor,

is it likely that there would be as many wars in

the future as there have been in the past?

S. C.

§ {}

An Easy Hold-Up Scheme.

The threat to increase the price of armor plate

failed to prevent favorable recommendation to

the United States Senate of the bill to

establish a government armament factory.

But the manufacturers need not despair.

They already control considerable iron ore

deposits. Let them get possession of the

rest and calmly await building of the gov

ernment factory. They can then make as good

profit in holding up the government for raw mate

rial as they now make on the finished product. Or

they can refuse to sell ore at any price to any other .

factories than their own and thus continue to get

their own price for armor plate. Of course the

government could block such a scheme by putting

an end to monopoly of natural resources. But—

just now at least—we do not happen to have that

kind of a government. S. D.

{} {}

Mercantile Mortality.

How is it that no near-statesman has proposed

a law providing for minimum profits. According

to Stanley a Dennis in System (Chicago, Jan

uary), of the 250,000 corporations in the United

States, over 190,000 make less than $5,000 a year,

and more than 100,000 make nothing at all. With

out vouching for the data submitted, it may be

taken as indicating a general condition, and

prompted the investigation that was made in what

was considered a typical, normal town, Waterloo,

Iowa. Waterloo is a prosperous, growing city,

where business failures are due to their own weak

nesses, and not to the town. Of 33 factories, 19

groceries, and 7 wholesale establishments doing

business in 1885, only 3 factories and 2 wholesale

houses remain today. The nine original dry

goods stores are dead. Of 25 stores started in

thirty years only four have survived, and only one

of these is more than fifteen years old. Much

other data to the same effect is cited by Mr. Den

nis; and lest any reader should fail to grasp the

significance of these figures, clever diagrams have

been devised to appeal to the eye.

{}

Noting the close parallel between the business

community and the social community, Mr. Dennis

believes that like effects will be produced by like

causes. As education and sanitation have helped

to overcome typhoid, tuberculosis, and other dis

eases, so the commercial death-rate, he holds, can

be lowered by the application of scientific meth

ods of doing business. University specialists are

studying the hazards of business, and gathering

statistics, and men with the scientific viewpoint

on business are ready at the call of the embar

rassed business man. Mr. Dennis believes that

business men fail because they do not properly

analyze the needs of their customers, carry the

right stock, and proceed with right methods.

{}

This is but another manifestation of the uni

versal disease that is sapping modern industry.

Labor feels the drain. Unions oppose the admis

sion of more men to their trades, which are al

ready overcrowded. Toilers of all kinds oppose

the admission of immigrants to glut a market

already overstocked. Philanthropists put up cheap

hotels for working men and women who cannot

afford to pay their own way on a commercial

basis. Tender-hearted politicians propose min

imum wage laws, child-labor laws, and various re

strictions looking to the relief of those who do the

work of the world. All this is done with the idea

in mind that the employers of labor must be

profiting by the exploiting of their employes. Now

it is apparent that these employers, the manufac
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turers, wholesalers and retailers, are even worse

off than labor, for they do not even survive. Cer

tain employers who have been able to ally them

selves with monopoly, or privilege, have pros

pered; but they have prospered as monopolists,

and not as employers.

§

This is a remarkable state of affairs. Labor

protests that the cost of living is advancing faster

than wages; business men are unable to keep their

heads above water; and each is accusing the other

as the cause of the trouble. This condition is not

due to crop failures in Iowa, to floods, drought,

or blight. It is not that Iowa is growing poorer

as a State. The State is, indeed, growing richer.

The value of farm land more than doubled in the

decade 1900 to 1910. There were no more acres in

farms in 1910 than in 1900, but their value had

increased during the ten years 123 per cent. Is it

possible that there can be any connection between

this increase of $1,545,000,000 in land values and

the failure of mercantile establishments? It is

not unlikely that the value of city lands advanced

even more than farm lands, yet businesses estab

lished in a growing city could not maintain them

selves! By all means let the experts teach the

merchants and manufacturers greater efficiency;

but it is to be hoped they can spare one of their

number long enough to investigate the relation of

falling business values to rising land values. It

might be valuable also to know what effect greater

efficiency of labor and capital would have on land

values. S. C.

{} {}

The Cause of Crime.

In several Chicago dailies there has appeared

the following letter from Mr. A. R. Martin, presi

dent of the Distillers and Jobbers’ Association of

Illinois:

The United Charities, in sending out an appeal for

aid for needy citizens, showed that only 3 per cent

of the 30,000 cases enumerated owed their misfor

tune to intemperance. This should be a sufficient

answer to statements in anti-saloon literature that

it is the saloons and liquor that fill our jails, asylums

and poorhouses. The United Charities certainly

would not minimize the part that liquor plays in caus-,

ing destitution. When they state, therefore, that in

only 1,150 of the 29,985 cases enumerated did they

find intemperance as the cause, they are knocking

out a good deal of exaggeration. The 3 per cent at

tributed to drink looks small beside the nearly 13,000

caused by unemployment.

The report indirectly contradicts another exag

geration of the “dry” literature. It is idleness, not

drinking, that leads to crime. The 13,000 in Chicago

who are destitute because unemployed are the ma

terial from which criminals grow. Judge Harry M.

Fisher of the Boys' Court pointed this out. He said

that 80 per cent of those who came before him had

been unemployed at the time they got into trouble

and that they would not have committed offenses

had they not been idle.

§

The facts may easily be as Mr. Martin pre

sents them, but he has forgotten something. Un

employment is due to certain conditions created

by law. These are the laws which place control of

opportunities in the hands of a privileged few.

To abolish unemployment and resulting evils, re

peal of such legislation is necessary. Naturally

any move in that direction has the opposition of

privileged interests which have—in many places

—the hearty co-operation of the liquor interest.

For instance, the liquor interest of Nebraska as

sisted predatory monopolies in fighting the Initia

tive and Referendum, and did succeed in prevent

ing its final adoption in an easily workable form.

Nor has it stopped there. State Senator Laurie

J. Quinby, a libertarian in principle, said, in a

letter to The Public in the issue of April 2 of

last year:

The liquor interests are a menace not so much

for any particular harm they may directly do, but

because they are the silly goats for the Interests.

He then showed how members of the Senate,

known to be controlled by the liquor interest, had

deliberately blocked progressive measures, among

others a resolution for a constitutional convention.

º:

The same is true in other places. In Ohio the

effort to cripple the Initiative and Referendum

through the so-called stability amendment is

chargeable to the liquor interest. In Indiana to

day progressives working for a constitutional

change, to make possible an effective attack on

predatory privilege, find the liquor interest fight

ing them. In Illinois the liquor interest is trying

to take from women the right of suffrage. And

there are similar tales from other places.

Unemployment and poverty are prolonged by

these tactics, because democracy is necessary to

enable the people to overcome the power of Privi

lege. That liquor men should make a direct fight

on prohibition is natural. They are within their

rights in doing so. But when they try to destroy

the rights of others they become a menace to lib

erty. However little liquor itself may be respon

sible for poverty and crime, the liquor interest

must be held responsible for the consequences of

the aid it gives to the forces of predatory Privi

lege. If it would escape that responsibility it

must change its policy. S. D.
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A Square Deal For Industry.

An Oregon paper makes the following appeal:

Let us, by our actions, show industries and capi

tal that they will have a square deal here, and in

this way open our doors to receive our share of the

tremendous industrial activity that will spread over

this country in the next five years.

That is good advice. But Oregon cannot give such

a square deal as long as she levies taxes on indus

try and as long as she allows land monopolists to

levy toll. There is no reason why industries and

capital should believe that they can get a square

deal in Oregon when propositions to relieve them

from such exactions are ridiculed as “freak” legis

lation, misrepresented as “attacks on the home,”

denounced as “confiscation,” and voted down at

elections. This has been the case in Oregon here

tofore, and among the papers which have fought

against a square deal is—strangely enough—the

very one from which the quotation is taken. Under

existing conditions industry and capital are as

sured of a nearer approach to a square deal—

though by no means as near as it ought to be—in

Pittsburgh, Pa., or in western Canada than any

where in Oregon. Some day the situation will be

changed. But that will not be until the majority

ceases to be influenced by the papers opposed to

Singletax legislation. S. D.

§ {} -

Houston's Object Lesson.

It is nearly a year since an unfortunate court

decision compelled the city of Houston, Tex., to

abandon the enlightened policy of exempting

money and notes from taxation and assessing land

values at a much higher rate than improvements.

Compelled to return to the general property as

sessment method, it is not surprising to learn that

the city's former prosperity has materially suf

fered. In 1914, the last year under the former

progessive policy, building permits amounted to

$5,526,200. In 1915 under “equal” assessment

they fell to $2,425,533. The cause is explained

by Tax Commissioner Pastoriza in his annual re

port. He says that

Many men who had intended to build refrained

from doing so because they realized that they would

be taxed double.

§

Houston thus furnishes an object lesson of the

injury and loss inflicted by taxation of improve-.

ments and personal property. That drop in build

ing activity in one year of $3,000,000, or 57 per

“nt, means a corresponding increase in number
of unemployed, and a corresponding falling of in

lºsiness of all kinds. And what has been gained :

Nothing except a better opportunity for a few

land speculators to wait for unearned gain, and

to hold up the people. Every other city under

the general property tax must be suffering the

same way. Is it worth the price? S. D.

§ {}

A Sound Principle.

. The following from the Chicago Tribune of

February 15 contains more statesmanship than

the present Congress can appreciate, better polit

ical economy than many professors of economies

impart to their classes, and more truth than either

of the great political parties has so far dared to

put into its platform: -

For years millions have been spent out of the pub

lic funds ostensibly for the improvement of naviga

tion, but really for local benefits. There is no more

reason, as we have said before, why the nation should

contribute to the improvement of private lands

along the Mississippi than to private lands on the

prairie, except as artificial conditions have been per

mitted to be created. Certainly if the nation is to

spend money for turning swampy bottom lands into .

valuable tillage the nation should retain control over

the result and receive a return upon its investment.

It is very pleasant, doubtless, to buy a hundred

thousand acres at $1 an acre and have Uncle Sam

spend a few millions to make one's land worth $200

an acre. There are ardent hopes of this nature, but

if congress does its duty they will not be realized.

The principles are plain and they should not be

ignored because influential committees of citizens

or popular members of the house log roll for favors.

Local interest should be expected to pay for local

benefits and the nation should not pay one cent ex

cept as there is a national interest. Furthermore,

the government should see that the whole increment

in higher land values created by the expenditure

of national funds upon works of flood control or

reclamation, whichever term is used, should not go

into the pocket of land syndicates. If the national

government has an interest in reclamation it is not

that of a few capitalists who will sell the land to

subsequent agriculturists at prices so high as to

doom the venture as a legitimate agricultural un

dertaking from the beginning. The government

should see that this error is not repeated either in

the west or in the south. Reclamation at public ex

pense isjustifiable only when public interests are

conserved.

There are projects for land reclamation along the

Mississippi involving an estimated extent of from

15,000,000 to 20,000,000 acres, along the Missouri of

500,000 acres, and along the Sacramento of 1,000,000

acres, besides other smaller projects in several

states. These enterprises should not receive govern

ment aid except on the principle of public conserva

tion. -

Congress should bear this same principle in

mind in regard to all public improvements, in

cluding the proposed new postolice building in

('hicago. And local governments which spend

public money for improvements should remember

the same. S. L),
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The Handy Anarchist.

As was to be expected the poisoning of a num

ber of guests at a recent banquet in Chicago is

being used by the police to create an anarchist

scare. It is by no means certain that the poison

ing was not an accident due to criminal careless

ness, or it may have been done by a lunatic, or a

conscienceless person with a private grudge

against some one. But the opportunity to put

the blame on a favorite scapegoat of the police,

the anarchist, is too good. On the most flimsy evi

dence the newspapers are being given stories of

plots, the absurdity of which are evident enough

to any one not scared into hysteria. In the pres

ent case the alleged poisoner is declared to be a

member of local band of anarchists which the po

lice have claimed to have long been watching, and

to have observed in all its movements. If that is

true, they must have gone to sleep while the sus

pected man prepared the poisoned food and es

caped.

{}

About 20 years ago Louis F. Post wrote in the

Cleveland Recorder a comment on a similar scare.

It is worth repeating today. A part of it follows:

When such outrages are laid at the door of an

archists there is great nervousness among that class

of rich persons whom Sydney Smith described as

“old women of both sexes,” and opportunities for

the police to solidify themselves with those well-to

do but timid folks whose conception of the anarchist

is derived from the horrible cartoons of the comic

paper, are multiplied. . . .

If the public can be stampeded against anarchists

by murderous incendiaries . . . it will be easy for

the police to dub as anarchists men who have dis

agreeable opinions and express them, to break up

legitimate meetings and interfere with peaceable

agitation.

A coincidence is the fact that for a long time

illegal arrests of street speakers of vareious kinds

have been made by the police. The speakers have

been invariably released by the courts, but the

arrests have continued. Among other statements

in the scare literature about this poisoning case

is that the alleged poisoner had attended these

street meetings. Perhaps this will now be urged

as justification for more anarchistic police inter

ference with free speech.

§ {:}

Storing Up Trouble For Their Children.

The right of self-government, as expressed in

home rule, must obtain from the very nature of

things; but a people exercising that right must

accept its responsibilities. Used to establish jus

tice, this power makes for peace and progress;

used by a majority to oppress a minority it begets

S. I.).

strife and retrogression. This is the unvarying

verdict of all history; yet there are ever some who

refuse to believe fire will burn until they have

thrust their own hand into the flame. This would

not so much matter were it not for the ties that

bind mankind, whether they will or no, into a

common brotherhood, making it inevitable that

future generations will have to right the wrongs

of today.

{:}

St. Louis is the latest to open Pandora's box.

In that lovable old town, which is North by head

and South by heart, the question of segregating

the Negroes is to be put to vote. The question

may carry, for man is apt to be controlled first

by his heart. Afterwards his head extricates him

from his difficulties. It is a bit discouraging

when all America is protesting against the Rus

sian pale to have our own cities establish a color

line, and so give the rigidity of law to what cus

tom has already established. It is to be hoped

that the people of St. Louis will heed the words

of that valiant democrat, William Marion Reedy,

whose Mirror is uncompromisingly opposed to the

proposal. It is as senseless to say the black race

is all bad as that the white race is all good. To

place within the pale the Paul Dunbars and the

Booker Washingtons, and to leave at large the

miserable specimens of the white race is to do an

injustice that future generations must rectify.

§

A Negro champion of his race says in Reedy’s

Mirror:

It is not for social reasons that we voice objection,

for as a race we subscribe to the doctrine preached

by the dead Tuskegan: that in all things social, the

Negro can and will remain as separate and distinct

as the fingers, but in other things economical, indus

trial and the like, we should be one as the hand. . . .

We oppose segregation because in every city in the

country the Negro “segregates” himself, and here in

St. Louis the unwritten law applying to this question

has not lost any of its effectiveness, nor is it

threatened.

It is one thing for a people to segregate them

selves from choice; it is an entirely different thing

to do so under compulsion. If left to move about

freely they will always adjust themselves to cir

cumstances and conditions; but, if they be arbi

trarily compelled by law to abide in certain places,

there is immediately aroused a spirit of bitterness

and resentment that, though cowed by force, will

persist, and in the end will inflict as much evil as

it has suffered. Let not St. Louis further stop

our protests against European oppression of sub

ject races. - S. C.
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Measuring the Great.

Seldom is man or woman justly appreciated by

contemporaries, and rare indeed is the obituary

that holds level the balance between achievement

and opportunity. Deeds that are magnified

through tears later become commonplace when

looked at dry-eyedly; and what was once glorified

by personal regard melts ultimately into the uni

versal order. It is only as time recedes, and other

objects come within the range of vision, that a

proper sense of proportion appears, and a just

estimate of the departed can be made.

§

It is still too soon to measure the worth of

Catharine Goggin. The extended accounts of the

accident in which she met her death betrayed the

keen interest of the press in her as a public char

acter; the lying in state in the Council Chamber

of the City Hall marked the civic recognition of

her work; the symposium of tributes gathered

together in the memorial number of Margaret A.

Haley's Bulletin show the appreciation of friends

and associates; but nothing of all this, remark

able as it is, quite equals the individual tribute

heard from time to time when a Chicago teacher

has opportunity to speak her heart. Miss Goggin's

work in behalf of the teachers will long be remem

bered, but the influence of her counsel and ex

ample will be longer felt. It is a fine thing to

discharge creditably the responsibilities of a post

of trust; it is finer to do it with a bearing that

becomes an inspiration to all who come into con

tact with the personality, and to those yet farther

removed whose souls are enkindled by the spark

passed on from one to another. No personality

is without its influence upon others; and just as

that personality becomes an example, a hope, and

an encouragement to fellow pilgrims, does it ap

proach true greatness. Measured by this rule, few

will be found to surpass Catharine Goggin. s. c.

INCIDENTAL SUGGESTIONS

RETAIL MURDER AND WHOLESALE.

Philadelphia, February 10, 1916.

A short time ago a man in Albany, with a pistol

equipped with a silencer, shot four inoffensive per

sons, killing one of them. The criminal was a poor

man without much education. While some ingenu

ity was shown in the equipment of his weapon, he

had probably not spent more than a few weeks in

contriving it. Its power was small for a heavy over

coat stopped one bullet fired at short range. The

assassin makes no profession of being a Christian.

He is probably insane and for some fancied wrongs,

long brooded over, takes this method of revenge on

society. For his crime he will, if sane, suffer death;

if insane, be shut up for the rest of his life to pre

vent a repetition of his Offense.

His crime has aroused universal execration. From

all over our land come demands that steps be taken

to make such crimes impossible in the future.

For eighteen months past we have been reading

of other murders and the victims are numbered by

millions.

The men who plan and contrive these murders are

highly educated at the public expense. They have

unlimited funds and every resource that man's in

genuity and skill can devise is placed at their dis

posal. All their life long they plan murder and con

trive weapons whose sole purpose is the killing of

their fellow men. They drink toasts to “The Day”

when the slaughter shall begin. They pray for its

coming and conspire together to bring it on.

They have immense guns so powerful that they

can hurl a sixteen-inch shell, filled with the highest

explosives twenty-five miles. They have rapid-fire

guns which can discharge hundreds of bullets a

minute. They have airships which in the darkness

of the night can rain down on sloeping towns bombs

of such a terrible nature that those which the An

archists are charged with using pale into utter in

significance. They employ submarines, which un

seen and without warning, can send to the bottom

in a few minutes the largest vessel afloat with all her

cargo of helpless humanity. They scatter mines over

the seven seas, sinking peaceful merchantmen and

drowning their crews and passengers. Their deeds

on the ocean make those of the worst of pirates of

the Spanish Main seem mild in comparison.

With bomb and shell and other devices they

spread poisonous gas over the face of the ground

and whoso breathes it dies. They still use the old

time killing weapons—the sword, the spear, the dag

ger, the pistol and the bayonet, but they have added

to these hundreds of others so diabolically ingenious

as to fill us with wonder at man's inventiveness and

horror at his fiendishness.

They ruthlessly destroy noble works of architec

ture which have stood for centuries unharmed, the

wonder and admiration of all men, and which can

never be replaced. In a few hours they batter into

ruins peaceful villages whose once pleasant homes

represented the toil, the thrift and the loving labor

of many generations of men. They turn smiling

fields into waste places and trample into dust fruit

ful vineyards. They cut off food supplies from whole

countries, starving to death their peoples.

Their on-rushing battalions, without compunctions,

drive before them in affrighted confusion the young

and old—the maimed, the halt and the blind. It was

of such a scene that Southey wrote—

And many a childing mother there

And new-born baby died.

To them murder, arson, piracy and lying are com

monplaces. In all the long category of offences

against God and man there is not a crime which

they do not commit. In the carrying out of their

plans they stop at nothing.

They are not executed for their misdeeds nor even

confined in insane asylums. On the contrary, they

are, if sufficiently successful in their murderous en

terprises, honored above all the men of their time.
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Titles are conferred on them, and large pensions, and

these go down to their children's children. They

go on the pages of history as among the world's

greatest men, and our children are taught to honor

and revere them as such.

Many of these men are professing Christians and

actually worship Christ. The nations which employ

them are Christian nations whose rulers habitually

call on God to aid them in slaughtering their

brothers. Christians of every shade of belief, with a

few honorable exceptions (alas! how few) support

them with voice, with ballot and with money. Two

thirds (and more) of the revenues of the great

Christian nations are spent, directly or indirectly,

for the support of the fine art of murder on a whole

sale scale. Were this sum used for works of mercy,

for deeds of kindness, and for acts of justice, it

would go far towards making these lands an Eden.

And we all execrate the poor insane man in Al

bany, but cannot see the blood of our brothers drip

ping from our own hands.

§

THE REAL DANGER.

Louisville, Ky., Jan. 16, 1915.

There is a danger that menaces our country—not

immediate probably—but none the less real, and of

what grave moment perhaps not even the Washing

ton officials are able to plausibly guess. It is the un

concealed contempt for our form of government, for

our political ideals (I should say, our professed po

litical ideals), for our stubbornly irrational conceit

that we have a well-rooted sentiment of devotion to

a common cause as worthy to be called “patriotism,”

as the readiness is of any other nation to arm in re

sistance of foreign aggression. In truth we have

not a common cause and are not a national union,

but are a bundle of factional interests, and drifting

farther and farther away from the ideals of a common

cause. Worst of all, resentment and scorn have

been aroused for our twenty years' record in co

lonialism and brow-beating of weaker nations while

blatantly warning the world of our Monroe doctrine

and professing loyalty to the world-brotherhood sen

timents of Washington and Jefferson and to the

home-brotherhood sentiments of Jackson and Lin

coln. Such professions are found to be exasperating

when preached by a government and a people whose

actions have belied their words. Set our imperial

istic deeds and belligerent Rooseveltian strut by the

side of our democratic theory and words and who

can deny that the contrast is disgusting and the in

ternational import of it deeply offensive 2 These

things account for fear of foreign aggression when

ever the time is opportune, and no one should be

more alive to the fact than the Roosevelt jingo and

the stand-pat upholder of special privilege—the

American aristocrat. There is hardly room for doubt

that the great majority of those who dwell in the

house of “Have” are as sincere in their alarm over

the danger of foreign aggression—if we do not adopt

a policy of competitive armament—as you are over

the danger of internal war, if we do not adopt the

principle of equal rights in our laws of property and

methods of government. They simply do not see

that by fostering an American aristocracy we are

bound to breed antagonism abroad and strife at

HAROLD SUDELL.

home, and that the seeming necessity that confronts

us now of pitting force against force is the logical

fruit of our political infidelity; they simply see the

danger; at what moment it may become a menace no

body knows; but they ask sincerely in the name of

what they think is patriotism if we who believe still

in democracy and practicability of the Golden Rule

are going to carry infatuation to its utmost lengths

and deliberately invite subjugation of those who

would be glad to snatch from us even territory that

is rightfully ours and make us eat dirt in the bar

gain.

If we cannot give an example of justice abroad

that will appeal to the respect and conscience of

mankind, nor an example of justice at home that

shall unify us in a common cause and win the ad

miration and sympathy of the outside world, then

the program of competitive militancy is the only

rational one for a nation that does not intend to lie

down and be walked over.

But if we prove by our deeds that the Monroe

doctrine is not a hypocrite's cloak for jealous greed,

but the expression of a sincere respect for the rights

of others, and part of a national policy that con

templates generous concern for human rights at

home as well as abroad, we shall not only have

ample reason to rely in confidence on the wisdom

of disarmament rather than armament, but we shal!

be well content with the absolute physical guaranty

of safety that is within our reach. We can make

our shores impregnable to foreign attack if that

should ever become necessary. If we awaken to the

immediate and deadly danger that threatens us–

our economic and military aristocracies—and set

about to unmake the perils we ourselves have cre

ated, then our isolation from the rest of the world

alone warrants us in presuming that we shall fur

nish no such temptation of geographic convenience

as that from which Belgium has suffered.

But just as the benevolent rich are willing to do

anything in the world for the poor except to get off

their backs, so the patriotic American aristocrat is

willing to do anything for his country except con

sent that our government shall be founded on equal

ity of right and real brotherhood. And as there are

none so blind as those who are not willing to see, We

must not be surprised that many a stand-patter

should be unable to see hope of safety in mere fair

dealing and the generous policy of “patient waiting,”

rather than in military “preparedness.”

President Wilson has still to show, if he can,

wherein his policy of militarism differs from the

belligerency of Roosevelt in other respects than that

it proposes a definite limit to the new “prepared

ness”—a limit, however, so extended, so convenient

for the boundless ambitions of some “man on horse

back,” so conducive to further imperialism, and so

full of peril to democratic ideals and institutions

that we must hope he will modify his program.

WALTER H. BEECHER.

º; º;

THE REAL ISSUE.

Toledo, Ohio, February 5.

In response to a call for suggestions as to the duty

of the clergy in relation to the capital and labor ques

tion, the following was written:

The real issue is not between the employer and the
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employee; it is between the legalized privileged and the

unprivileged classes. Both the employer and the enn

ployee, as such, have one common interest—that of pro

ducing and distributing wealth and receiving a due re

ward for their service. Usually both belong only to the

privileged class.

The privileged class are those who have an unjust

and unequal share of the earth and its natural resources

from which wealth is produced by brain and brain

labor, and for the use of which they are privileged to

extort from the laborers all the products of their labor

but their bare keep. Thereby they are also enabled to

own all the tools and machinery of production and dis

tribution, without which no man can earn a living.

This privilege is granted by foolish or corrupt legis

lation, instigated by privilege seekers, and can be cor

rected only by legislation. Legislation gives to foresee

ing men and their heirs lands and land sites, together

with their growing increment of value which justly be

longs to the public whose presence and industry create

such growing increment. This increment the people can

and should redeem to themselves by just legislation.

The effective field of ministerial educational work—that

of the clergy and other teachers—is to teach both the

employer and the employee that it is for their mutual

interest as well as that of humanity to unite in an effort

to secure this legislation.

Redeeming this increment of land and land sites to

the whole people will open millions of acres of vacant

land, now held by land speculators, at its present worth

to land workers. And in cities and other centers of

valuable land sites it will furnish employment and homes

to thousands of unemployed and homeless men and

wonnen.

This method of settling the capital and labor question

is immediately available. An attempt at anything short

of this is a waste of time and energy—is abortive. If

the clergy would enter into this educational campaign

they will find sufficient material for it already at hand.

Of course such a campaign will impose a heavy cross and

heroic sacrifice upon clergymen who rely for their sup

port upon the privileged class and privilege seekers.

What does Jesus say about doing or not doing for His

little ones? What does He say of people who say “Lord.

Lord, but do not the will of the heavenly Father"?

GEORGE CANIDEE.

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, February 15, 1916.

Garrison Resigns.

Secretary of War Lindley M. Garrison resigned

on February 10. His letter of resignation fol

lows:

War Department, Washington, D. C., Feb. 10, 1916.

—My Dear Mr. President: I am just in receipt of

yours of Feb. 10 in reply to mine of Feb. 9. It is

evident that we hopelessly disagree upon what I

conceive to be fundamental principles. This makes

manifest the impropriety of my longer remaining

your seeming representative with respect to these

matters. I hereby tender by resignation as secretary

of war, to take effect at your convenience.

In accepting the resignation President Wilson

expressed surprise, but added: “I would only be

imposing a burden upon you, should I urge you

to retain the secretaryship of war while I am en

deavoring to find a successor.” Assistant Secre

tary of War Henry P. Breckinridge also resigned.

The immediate cause of Garrison's resignation was

refusal of President Wilson to declare publicly

against the Clarke amendment to the Philippine

government bill and against Congressman Hay's

opposition, as chairman of the House Committee

on Military Affairs, to the continental army plan.

This is evident from the following letter sent to

the President on February 9:

Feb. 9.-My Dear Mr. President: Two matters

within the jurisdiction of this department are of now

immediate and pressing importance, and I am con

strained to declare my position definitely and unmis

takably thereon. I refer, of course, to the Philip

pine question and the matter of national defense.

You know my convictions with respect to each of

them. I consider the principle embodied in the

Clarke amendment an abandonment of the duty of

this nation and a breach of trust toward the

Filipinos; so believing, I cannot accept it or acquiesce

in its acceptance. I consider the reliance upon the

militia for national defense an unjustifiable imperil

ing of the nation's safety. It would not only be a

sham in itself, but its enactment into law would

prevent, if not destroy, the opportunity to procure

measures of real, genuine national defense. I could

not accept it or acquiesce in its acceptance. I am

obliged to make my position known immediately upon

each of these questions, in a speech Thursday after

noon upon the national defense question and in a

communication to the house committee having charge

of the Philippine question. You will appreciate the

necessity of timely knowledge upon my part of the

determination reached by you with respect to each of

the matters, so that I may act advisedly in the

premises. Sincerely yours, Lindley M. Garrison.

While the President, in his reply, agreed with

Secretary Garrison in his opposition, he said that

he would not oppose the will of both Houses of

Congress. [See vol. xviii, pp. 1027, 1211, 1218,

current volume, pages 3, 12, 30, 33, 85.]

{} {}

Consideration of Brandeis' Appointment.

A hostile witness against Louis D. Brandeis

before the sub-committee of the Senate Judiciary

Committee on February 9 was Railroad Commis

sioner Clifford Thorne of Iowa. He objected to

the appointment on the ground that during the

hearings before the Interstate Commerce Commis

sion on the matter of allowing a five per cent

rate increase, Mr. Brandeis, though opposing the

increase, had conceded the need of additional rev

enue, which he held should be obtained through

greater economy and efficiency in management.

Mr. Thorne's views were dissented from by Lieu

tenant Governor John M. Eshleman of Califor

nia, who had also been connected with the rail

road rate case. He said that he was unable to

account for Thorne's feeling against Brandeis.
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A similar statement was made by Joseph N. Teal

of Portland, Oregon. On February 10 commen

datory testimony was given by Thomas C. Spell

ing, who was attorney for the Freight Payers'

League. [See current volume, page 106.]

{}

In an address at New York on February 7

Judge Samuel Seabury of the New York Court of

Appeals said in part, concerning Brandeis:

The country is to be congratulated upon the nomi

nation of Mr. Brandeis for Associate Justice of the

Supreme Court. It is a most welcome nomination.

His appointment would result in a benefit to the .

country and to the Supreme Court itself. The char

acter of the opposition which the nomination has

aroused is itself valuable testimony to its excellence.

If some distinguished reactionary lawyer or judge

had been nominated, the element that now criticises

would have commended the nomination and praised

the President. . . . The nomination shows that the

President is alive to the needs of today; he ap

preciates that unless the Supreme Court is itself in

harmony with liberal ideas no real progress can be

made. Mr. Brandeis in character, ability and pro

fessional equipment is in every way qualified for the

office for which he has been nominated. His oppon

ents cannot attack him upon any of these grounds.

This is a most fortunate circumstance. It leaves as

the only issue and only ground of attack the fact that

Mr. Brandeis cannot be relied upon as a servant of

monopoly and privilege. To read the violent out

break of criticism by the monopoly element one

would imagine that they regarded the Supreme Court

of this Nation as their private preserve, into which

no one not agreeable to them should be permitted to

enter. If Mr. Brandeis had devoted his abilities to

their service they would have nothing but praise for

the nomination. As he has not done so, their abuse

is unrestrained. The Philadelphia Press denounces

it as “an almost ludicrous misfit.” The Detroit Free

Press asks, “Why not Dr. Jacob S. Coxey 2” Mr.

Prendergast, once unjustly suspected of progressive

tendencies, is quoted as saying, “This is scandalous.”

Mr. Frank S. Whitridge, President of the Third Ave

nue Railroad Company, who, so far as I know, has

never been suspected of liberal views, says “I don't

know the gentleman, but I do know that he bears a

very unpleasant reputation among the members of

the bar.” The New York Sun thinks the President

has violated all worthy precedents in making the

nomination. Mr. C. S. Mellen, former President of

the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad

Company, is quoted as saying that the appointment

is an excellent one and makes the sinister prophecy

that “even if he (Mr. Brandeis) has been a radical

before his appointment he is sure to become a con

servative after he is sworn into office.” Thus in Mr.

Mellen's opinion the only way in which a judicial

officer can keep his oath of office is to be an apos

tate and conserve the evils against which his prior

activities were directed. The list of hostile critics

might easily be extended. Considering who the

critics are, their opposition is itself a very handsome

indorsement of which Mr. Brandeis has a right to

feel proud. The critics are hard pressed for reasons

when they are called upon to particularize. Thus

they say that Mr. Brandeis upon one occasion actual

ly criticised the court to which he has been nomi

nated, and that the criticism went to the extent of

characterizing a remark in a decision as “inadvert

ently” made. This criticism and the fact that Mr.

Brandeis has fought for his convictions completely

demonstrate his “furious,” “unjudicial,” “intemper

ate” and “passionate” temperament, which is said to

be the opposite of that temperament which is often

extolled under the ambiguous phrase “judicial tem

perament.” Moreover, it is said that Mr. Brandeis's

convictions relate to social and economic questions

and that therefore he will bring to the bench pre

conceived opinions. No man at all qualified to dis

charge judicial duties can avoid having opinions and

convictions upon the social and economic questions

which are profoundly influencing the thought of this

age. It is interesting to observe that when the ju

dicial mind has preconceived notions favorable to

monopoly and privilege, this fact is not considered by

these critics as an objection. If, however, one un

derstands and appreciates the social and economic

forces of the present day and the humanitarian im

pulses that are impelling men to action, he is a dan

gerous radical, totally lacking in judicial calm and

judicial temperament. The opposition which Mr.

Brandeis's nomination has aroused is in all respects

most creditable to him; thoughtful men and Women

throughout this country who want to see a liberal

and human application of legal and constitutional

principles will rejoice at it.

[See vol. xviii, p 36.]

§ {}

Congressional Doings.

The Senate Committee on Naval Affairs re

ported favorably on February 8 the bill to appro

priate $11,000,000 for a government armor plate

factory. Three members of the committee, Pen

rose, i.odge and Smith of Michigan opposed. In

opposing the recommendation Senator Penrose

said that if the bill were to pass, private manufac

turers of armor plate, realizing that their plants

would be reduced to scrap, would decline to

make armor for the government for less than at

an increased price of $200 a ton. The

Keating child labor bill, which has passed

the House, was referred on February 9 to the

Committee on Interstate Commerce, of which

Senator Newlands of Nevada is chairman. The

House sub-committee of the Judiciary Committee

voted 4 to 3 on February 9 to recommend report

ing without recommendation of the Susan B. An

thony constitutional amendment for nation-wide

woman suffrage. [See current volume, page 130.]

{{?

General Nelson A. Miles testified before the

House Committee on Military Affairs on Febru

ary S. He condemned conscription, disapproved

of the Continental army, and declared present

coast defenses to be equal to those of any country

in the world. The guns of battleships, he said,

are powerless against land fortifications. He con

siders an army of 140,000 men on a peace basis
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to be sufficient and that there are enough trained

men in the country to expand the army to more

than a million men in case of necessity. He said

further:

Over-seas expeditions, such as we are told would

succeed against the United States, are expensive and,

as a rule, disastrous. If subjects were ordered by a

European country to cross the water to America, I

believe they would refuse to go because of their

fear of meeting a liberty-loving nation of men de

fending their own homes. These over-seas expedi

tions spring from the minds of men writing about

preparedness who know less about preparedness

than anything else.

Rear Admiral Victor Blue, chief of the Bureau

of Navigation, declared the American navy ready

to meet and fit to do battle with any possible

enemy.

§

A statement by Congressman Kitchin of the

House Ways and Means Committee regarding the

cost of preparedness is being circulated by the

Anti-‘Preparedness” committee. The statement

is as follows: -

Both relatively and absolutely the proposed in

creases in our navy and army budgets are enor

mous. At the expiration of the five-year period for

the program this country will then be expending on

its Navy and Army more than any nation in the

world in times of peace ever expended on its army

and navy; more than England, with her navalism,

more than Russia or Germany, with their huge mil

itarism. At the beginning of the European war Ger

many was expending for past wars and preparations

for wars (on its army and navy) 55 per cent of the

total amount of revenues collected, Japan 45 per

cent, Great Britain 37 per cent, the United States

over 60 per cent. With the proposed military and

naval program enacted into law the United States

will be expending over 70 per cent of its total reve

nues—that is, out of every $100 collected from the

people over $70 will go into militarism and navalism,

including $22 for pensions leaving less than $40 for

all other functions of our government and for all

other benefits of the people.

{} }

Reactionary Organization Formed.

Prominent Chicagoans organized on February

13 “The Sound Government League of the United

States,” the object of which is declared to be “To

resist vagaries of government and governmental

forms which are fundamentally unsound.” The

announced intention is to organize similar leagues

elsewhere. The sponsors are Rufus C. Dawes,

banker; Joseph H. Defrees, lawyer; Charles M.

MacDowell, manufacturer; H. H. Merrick, man

ufacturer; Harry R. Rathbone, lawyer; Julius

Rosenwald, president of Sears, Roebuck & Co.: A.

H. Sanders, publisher; Francis T. Simmons, job

her; B. E. Sunny, president of the Chicago Tele

phone Co.; Harry A. Wheeler, banker; John E.

Wilder, manufacturer, and Lessing Rosenthal.

lawyer. The specific object announced by one of

the organizers is to fight the Initiative, Referen

dum and Recall.

§ {}

Tax Reform News.

In his annual report, published in the Hous

ton Post of February 6, Tax Commissioner Jo

seph J. Pastoriza explains how the order of Judge

Read compelled abandonment of the Houston plan

of taxation. Under this plan land was assessed

at 70 per cent of its value, buildings at 25 per

cent, and money in bank, notes, household goods

and much other personal property exempted en

tirely. Mr. Pastoriza shows how, in spite of the

court’s orders, the attempt to tax cash and notes

resulted as follows:

A few taxpayers assessed their cash and notes, but

afterward inquired whether or not all of the cash and

notes in the city of Houston were assessed, and were

told frankly they were not, because we knew that

the bank deposits ran between 30 and 40 millions of

dollars and we had only about $250,000 assessed. We

knew that there were many million dollars of notes,

and yet there was less than $1,000,000 assessed, and

we stated this fact frankly. They insisted upon hav

ing their assessment of cash and notes stricken

from the rolls, but as they had voluntarily made their

assessment, this office had no legal right to do it,

and therefore refused. This created great dissatis

faction and a demand from all sources that the city

of Houston discontinue its effort to assess cash and

notes. The demand is so great and general that your

tax commissioner is inclined to recommend that cash

and notes be not assessed by the city of Houston.

In regard to increased taxation of improve

ments he says that many taxpayers refused to

assess their buildings at as high a per cent as

land, so that to secure equality he was forced to

reduce the building assessment of those who had

made a full return to 50 cents on the dollar, the

result being, in spite of the doubling of the rate

on buildings, a new “Houston plan of taxation,”

as illegal as the former one. Under this new plan

land is assessed as before, buildings are assessed

at 50 per cent instead of 25 per cent, and notes

and cash remain exempt. The effect of the in

crease in the building tax he shows as follows:

Building permits in 1914 were $5,526,200, while in

1915 they dropped to $2,425,553. General depression

of business, no doubt, had something to do with this

reduction, but in my opinion the drop in building

activity was due almost wholly to the abolition of

the Houston plan of taxation, which brought about

the doubling of the tax upon buildings and a tax

upon notes. Many men who had intended to build

refrained from doing so because they realized that

they would be taxed double. If they bought a home

on credit, they would have to pay the tax on the

home and be liable for the tax upon the notes which

they had given for the purchase price of the home.

There is no doubt in my mind but that this was

the greatest contributing cause to the reduction in

the building permits during 1915.

|See vol. xviii, pp. 260, 571, current volume,

page 60.]
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The Judiciary Committee of the South Carolina

House of Representatives has reported a substi

tute bill for the joint resolution introduced by

Mr. Rush, proposing an amendment to the con

stitution so as to exempt standing timber from

taxation. The substitute, however, provides that

the “General Assembly may classify property for

the purpose of taxation or exemption from tax

ation, and all taxes shall be uniform upon the

same class of property within the limits of the

authority levying the tax and shall be limited

and collected for public purposes only.” This

substitute would also repeal the sections of the

Constitution providing that taxes shall be uniform

in proportion to the value of property.

§ {}

Canadian Taxation.

The proposal in the new Manitoba Budget to

impose taxes on mail orders and incomes was op

posed by F. J. Dixon of Winnipeg, who said in

part: -

I join with the provincial treasurer in deploring

the manner in which the late administration wasted

the public domain and also in the wish that the

province may soon obtain control of the natural re

sources within its boundaries. It is to be hoped

that the present government will profit from the

horrible example of its predecessor and, when it ob

tains control of these natural resources, that it will

conserve them in such a way as to provide that all

the people shall enjoy the benefits to be derived

from the use of them. Little indeed will be gained

unless the government preserves these great re

sources from the clutches of greedy speculators and

hungry monopolists who are always seeking means

by which they may exploit the workers. . . . The

condition of the people in Canada shows that the

question of taxation has not been properly studied—

especially by our legislators. We sometimes speak

boastfully of prosperity while a large proportion of

our people are below the poverty line. The increas

ing demands upon charity organizations, the pallia

tive legislation which is constantly being passed by

legislative bodies to alleviate the condition of the

workers, and many other things indicate that there

is something fundamentally wrong with economic

Conditions.

The fundamental wrong lies in our system of taxa

tion which encourages the monopolization of the

land upon which we all must live and from which

comes all the wealth which is necessary to sustain

human life. When we levy taxes upon food, clothing,

or shelter, we increase the price of those things and

make it more difficult for the workers to secure a

sufficiency of the necessities of life. If, instead of

this, we would levy taxes upon land assessed at

its unimproved value we would open up opportuni

ties to labor and stimulate the production of wealth.

So long as vast areas of land in this country are held

out of use by speculators we shall be confronted by

the problems of poverty and unemployment. The

object of speculators in holding this land is to reap

where they have not sown. They know that every

increase in population and that the expenditure of

public money in public improvements will add to

the value of their land, therefore, they forestall the

bona fide settler and demand a large slice of un

earned increment before they will make way for the

wealth producers.

If the government would appropriate that value

which attaches to land owing to the growth of the

community, and which is not the result of the labor

of the owner, it would do the greatest thing in its

power toward solving the problem of poverty.

Income taxes and mail order taxes will only ag

gravate the condition. The income tax would simply

put a premium on lying. Those whose salaries were

known, school teachers, etc., and those who honestly

declared their incomes would feel the full weight of

the tax, while the crooks and deceivers would es

cape. Furthermore, if a man earns his income hon

estly he is entitled to enjoy the full benefit of it.

If he derives a large income from some sort of

special privilege, the remedy is to destroy the priv

ilege, not to take part of the fruit of iniquity by taxa

tion.

The proposed mail order tax is a little protective

tariff. It can have but one result, and that is to

compel the consumer to pay more for his goods. I

am opposed to it because it is an extension of the

vicious principles of indirect taxation with which We

are already too familiar.

Perhaps I may be permitted here to say a word

about another relic of antiquity which is being

talked of nowadays, namely the poll tax. Some per

sons are demanding that those who pay no other

taxes should pay a poll tax. These persons must be

economically blind. Every person who eats, drinks,

and wears clothes pays taxes. Every roomer pays

taxes in the rent he pays to the landlord.

There is a proper basis for taxation and that is

that a man should contribute to the public funds

according to the benefits he gets from the com

munity. This benefit is registered automatically in

the value of land, and if revenues were raised by

the taxation of land values every man would con

tribute his fair share.

ºf ºf

Mexico.

The heavy taxes on mining property, against

which the United States has entered protest, must,

according to Consul Silliman, be paid at least

till July 1, the end of the fiscal year. General

Villa is said to be planning a campaign against

towns in Sonora. He is reported to be determined

to provoke intervention of the United States. [See

current volume, page 134.]

§ {}

European War.

Extensive fighting has occurred along the whole

western front from Ypres to Belfort, but it has

not been of sufficient force to result in any mate

rial changes aside from very heavy casualties.

The actions were localized between Lens and

Arras, where the Germans have engaged the Brit

ish and French ; and in the Champaign district.

West of Tahure and in the Vosges Mountains the

Germans claim small sections of the French first

line trenches. On the eastern front the Russians

appear to be increasing their offensive on the
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Riga-Dvinsk line, and in Galicia, where they have

crossed to the west bank of the Dniester River a

short distance north of the Bukowina border.

This advance is threatening the Austrian com

munications in Bukowina.

page 133.]

Roumania appears to have been much impressed

by the strength of the Russian advance, and is

supposed to be nearing the time of joining the

Allies. Her mobilization is said to be complete.

Bulgaria appears to be in dread of an invasion

from Roumania, and hesitates to make further

advances against the Allies at Saloniki. The at

tack on the Allies appears to have been indefi

nitely postponed because of lack of reward for the

Bulgarians, and the threatening mein of Rou

mania. Bulgarian troops are reported in the

vicinity of Avlona, Albania; but their advance

and that of the Austrians consists of forces in

sufficient to engage the troops at the port.

{:}

Italy has closed her frontiers to all imports

from Germany and Austria, which is interpreted

as a move to compel Germany to declare war.

Vienna claims small gains from the Italians on

the upper Isonzo; but no material changes in the

situation are reported.

|See current volume,

Russia reports gains in Persia, and in the at

tacks on the forts surrounding Erzerum, which

she has been bombarding, with the weather at 25

degrees below zero. No material changes in the

situation in Mesopotamia are reported. The Brit

ish cling to their positions on the Tigris River,

and the Turks are said to be sending additional

troops to dislodge them.

The Lusitania question between the United

States and Germany is nearing a settlement. In

an informal note from the German Ambassador

at Washington Germany admits her action in de

stroying neutral passengers was unjustifiable as

an act of retaliation against her enemy. She ex

presses regret at the loss of American lives, and

offers to pay damages. She does not in explicit

terms disavow the act, which was the demand

made by the United States. President Wilson

has accepted this apology, and when the words of

the Ambassador have been officially sent from the

German government to the United States, the

matter will be closed. Meanwhile, a new ques

tion has arisen over the right of merchantmen to

carry small guns for defensive purposes. The

United States has recognized this right; but the

German and Austrian governments have served

notice that after the first of March merchant

ships carrying light cannon will be classed as war

ships, and will be sunk by submarines without
notice.

NEWS NOTES

—The sixth session of the British Parliament con

vened on the 15th.

—F. W. Maguire, who for twenty-two years was

Librarian of the Chicago Singletax Club, is now

located at Free Soil, Mich. -

—Figures just competed of the personal property

of New York City place it at $369,000,000, an increase

of $17,000,000 over a year ago.

—Of the 13,967 New Zealand income tax payers,

10,101 persons pay on incomes less than £700, and

137 on incomes over £10,000. The total net incomes

assessed amount to £13,850,261.

––Peace advocates of Denmark and Switzerland

have appointed delegates to the neutral peace con

ference at Stockholm, which resulted from the Ford

peace ship voyage. [See current volume, page 108.]

—A general strike of laborers employed on the

Alaska government railroad was called on February

8 after a union had been organized at a mass meet

ing at Anchorage. The cause is not stated in the

dispatches.

—Dr. Sun Yat Sen, first provisional president of

China, is reported by Japanese newspapers to have

married his private secretary, Miss Huiliu, who is a

daughter of the chief accountant of the Chinese rail

way corporation of Canton, of which Dr. Sun was

one time president.

—The Philippine Assembly bill authorizing the

purchase of the Manila Railway for $4,000,000, was

passed by the Commission on the 5th. The bill rati

fies the agreement reached December 18, between

Governor General Harrison and the president of the

Manila railway company.

—A bill conferring presidential suffrage on women

was introduced in the New Jersey State Senate on

February 7 by Senator Charles O'Connor Hennessy,

the democratic leader. The bill is constitutional,

since the constitution of the United States vests in

the Legislature of each State the power of determin

ing how presidential electors may be chosen.

PRESS OPINIONS

Flag Worship Is Not Patriotism.

The Scout (Cleveland, O.), February 10-A scout

entered a burning office of a doctor and rescued an

American flag. There is talk of rewarding him with

a medal. The act in itself was praiseworthy, but—

It was not worth one particle of risk on the part

of the scout. It was a mistake to take a flag, if use

ful property, such as medicine or surgical tools

might have been saved with the same effort. A per

son who burns suffers torture. A flag does not.

Medicine and surgical tools can be used to save lives

and relieve illness. A flag can not. Emblems,

such as flags, help to keep important ideas before

our minds. When the emblem is respected and the

idea is forgotten we have become idolators. . . .

American liberty is threatened nearly as much to

day as it was in 1776, but the foes are internal rather
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than external. We wonder if this boy who rescued

the flag from fire will know enough, when he grows

up, to vote and work for the preservation of his

rights and those of his fellow citizens.

§ {}

No Question But That It Is Antiquated.

Chicago Herald, Feb. 14.—The Congress of Brazil

says that the country's constitution “is antiquated

and unsuited to the needs of a modern democracy.”

It was copied almost verbatim from the American

document.

ºf ºf

“Truth Crushed to Earth” Insists on Rising Again.

Philomath (Ore.) Review.—It is reported that peti

tions are out for a new Singletax measure. This is

adding insult to injury, for, if we remember cor

rectly, this measure has been killed at least three

or four times already in Oregon and at the last elec

tion was overwhelmingly defeated. It seems pre

posterous that this should be allowed to come up

again so soon. It is high time our great Western

States assume a different attitude toward capital. It

is time we let up on radical and freak legislation,

Singletax measures and a hundred and one other

kinds of experiments which drive business from our

doors.

{:} {}

An Appropriate Name.

Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat, Feb. 8.-An eminent

divine has suggested that the word “scaredness”

should be substituted for the word “preparedness”

in describing the president's program. It is a very

apt suggestion, and the change is hereby made.

Will the people allow themselves to be scared into

a military program which challenges Christian civ

ilization and creates a menace far greater and more

immediate than the danger against which it is sup

posed to protect?

RELATED THINGS

CONTRIBUTIONS AND REPRINT

CATHARINE GOGGIN.

By Wiley W. Mills.

Serene and undismayed she stood,

Calm through her faith in right,

And battled for the common good

Against the power of might.

º; º;

OUR FAITH.

For The Public.

In this troubled time is it not a splendid thought

that at least some of us have faith that we know

the ultimate way for the curing of the ills? We

can say this without any spirit of pharisaism, but

simply and humbly, in the confidence of a truth

which we have seen and realized in mind and heart.

First, we know that brotherhood and open deal

ing between nations, not hostility and suspicious

diplomacy, must be the true and wise way. We

know that absolutely free and untrammeled inter

course of men, and absolutely free and untram

meled interchange of productions among the na

tions must be the true, wise, and ultimately profit

able way. We know this on principles of ultimate

righteousness, in spite of all perplexing or specious

arguments to the contrary. We know that it must

be better for Frenchmen and Germans to be

friends than to be enemies, that it must be better

for them to have freedom to interchange freely

what either makes and the other needs than to

erect unnatural barriers to hinder such inter

change. We can stand firm and find comfort in

the faith that the principles of friendship and free

trade are eternally true, and that the present terri

ble conditions are a proof that the other way is a

false way.

Second, but part of the same spirit of brother

hood, we know that within the nations there can be

no peace without the consummation of economic

justice. And we know that the consummation of

justice means the equal right of all men in the bare

substance of nature, which is surely intended for

one man as well as for another. We know that the

consummation of justice means that we must rec

ognize the equal right of all men in the land on

which they live. And we know the way in which

without injustice the recognition of this right can

be put into effect.

In the midst of the terrible conditions which

now exist in so much of the so-called civilized world

We say it is a comfort to be able to stand firm on

these abiding principles of brotherhood and justice.

Without the faith that rests in these principles we

should feel that the world not only is chaotic, but

that it always must be so.

“If justice meets utter wreck,” said Kant, the

greatest of German philosophers, “then there is no

worth whatsoever in the continued existence of hu

man life in this world.” And we remember what

Huxley said fifty years ago, that if things go on

as they are it would be well if some planet would

crash into our earth and smash it in pieces. Car

lyle said twenty years ago that there could be no

peace in the world until there is a better appor

tionment of wages to work, and in the same book

he said that England's land must belong to Eng

land’s people. Henry George said thirty-five years

ago, “Either private property in land must be

abolished, or, as has happened again and again in

the history of mankind, civilization must again

turn back in anarchy and bloodshed.” We know,

as I have said, the simple way by which he showed

how the evil might be avoided.

Yet in the face of all such warnings and exhor

tations as these from philosophers and thinkers

we have gone on in the old foolish ways of hostility

and injustice. What wonder at the bloodshed, and

the suffering, and the universal unrest' Perhaps it

all had to be in order to whip us into the line of

truth. -

J. H. DILLARD.
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THE PASSING OF THE NATIONS.

For The Public.

To the long distance observer of the present

abysmal madness of Europe, humanity appears,

as Plato represented them, a race of cave-dwell

ers occupying themselves with the shadows of

images of realities. When all is said, it would

seem that millions of men are dying for figures

of speech. They persuade themselves that they

are dying for France, for Germany or for Russia,

but as to who and what these impersonalities

may be and how they have managed to give utter

ance to the order to kill and be killed, the devoted

Victims never inquire. And as long as they fail

to inquire, war will continue to have its glamor,

and death on the battlefield will continue to be

glorious.

The world hates to analyze. It loves romance.

It is thrilled with the mediaeval stories of death

in mere loyalty to a personal sovereign. It hates

to be reminded that the sovereign was but a

There man, often a poor specimen, and that the

death was worse than useless. But in time the

facts of romance are brought into the light of

eternal truth, the shadow is compared with the

*ality and the romance that cannot stand the
test is cast aside forever.

Mankind in the mass seldom discover truth by

Pºss, of reason. They recognize it when they
break their shins against it. Mankind in Europe

*.slowly learning that loyalty to a personified

* ls as hollow and as bitter in its fruit as

loyalty to a personal sovereign. The war is test

. * Only war itself, but the meaning of na

". ºnd the functions of governments.

nº War must cease because aside from its

CO *9.5 brutality and sordidness, it has be

º idiculous. Modern war does not give the

º º, “run for his money.” Figuring his

fi º 100, the object to be gained by risking it

.º *t scarcely better than 0. When the pri

definit tºe attacked his neighbor, he knew

heº he was risking his life for. Either

to º: } to get his neighbor's goods or he sought

went i. is own secure. So, when a whole tribe

could * War with another tribe, each member

toryº the advantage of the tribe's vic

its d PPºled to himself and the disadvantages of
efeat. C - -death Or law.” rout of his tribe meant

When tº..”. for him.

enº,º forms gave way to territorial gov

* mass of he form of feudal despotisms and

soil, the 9f humanity became mere serfs of the

stºn.”.” forth to war simply as human in

Whom ...! their masters, as helpless slaves to

under ..". or defeat meant but little. War,

at least ...litiºn. while not justifiable, was

of thos *"standable as the personal quarrel
Ose who brought it on.

ut war *mong freemen supposedly fighting

for their own highest interests, is a frightful

farce. Only by accident can a modern interna

tional war establish a beneficent principle. Never

can it be possible that two armies of freemen

can both be fighting for their own best interests.

If neither side seeks to enslave the other, the

triumph of either can mean nothing more than

the establishment of new national boundaries and

new international arrangements and a further

demonstration of the fact that nations are admin

istrative units whose size and arrangements with

each other must be adjusted on some sound work

able principle, if constant turmoil is to be

avoided.

It is absurd to say in this war that Germany

fights to save herself from annihilation or that

France fights for a similar reason. The only

annihilation of either that can take place is the

kind that is now going on by reason of their fight

ing. to 4.4.

The average man has nothing more important

to him than his life. He is entitled to ask what

the prize is to counterbalance his tremendous risk.

He will perhaps risk death for freedom or to over

throw tyranny, but the substitution of one form

of civilized government or one language for an

other in territory in which he does not live hardly

rises to the dignity of something worth dying for.

Ordinary patriotism becomes more and more

apparent as a terrible humbug. At best it may be

likened to the enthusiasm of college students for

their athletic teams. At its worst, it is like the

“rooting” of the mob for a team of mercenary

players whose owners have only a sordid dollars

and cents interest in the success of their hirelings.

A sound and rational patriotism must ever set

principle higher than support of the government

right or wrong. To the true patriot a gain for

freedom in a remote part of the world is more

inspiring than a successful war for his own

country.

Travel, trade, the use of the world’s natural re

sources, and latterly the aeroplane and the Zep

pelin, all demand the breaking down of national

boundaries, and demonstrate that the day of the

nations has passed. One of the maxims of the

old English common law was, “No wrong is with

out its remedy.” But the terrible hardships and

injuries imposed on neutral nations in the present

war, have proved the existence of international

wrongs without international remedies. The neces

sity of international law has long been apparent

but agencies for making it and enforcing it have

been neglected. With regard to each other the

nations have been philosophical anarchists leaving

not only the enforcement but even the interpreta

tion of international contracts to the respective

parties.

Meantime the inhabitants of the world conduct

themselves as though there were an international

law. The traveler in a foreign country thinks him
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self possessed of rights independent of his own

nation's power to enforce them. The trader con

siders that he is entitled to obtain justice in a

foreign country even against its own citizens. The

nations recognize these rights as a matter of com

ity, but are in theory not bound to, nor is there

any court save the court of arms, to judge if a

nation discriminates between its own citizens and

those of other nations. Rules of comity are, in

effect, international law, without which the busi

ness and civilized comfort of the world would be

impossible. But the business and comfort of the

world would be much greater if they rested on a

sounder basis than comity.

The world is just beginning to realize that no

nation lives unto itself. Each nation is an instru

ment, a trustee, not only for its own people, but

for the world. If any nation contains within its

borders resources which the world needs, it may

not lock them up, although it may, to be sure,

make the terms for opening them up as onerous

as possible. It is in the position of a property

holder whose land is needed for a public purpose,

but who finds there are no condemnation laws to

compel him to sell at a fair price.

The kingdoms of Belgium and Holland can in

theory bar the mouths of the Rhine to the vast

commerce of Germany. The kingdom of Roumania

can likewise, in theory, dictate the use of the

Danube by through commerce. The province of

Quebec in Canada attempts to control for her own

advantage the exportation of wood-pulp. Brazil

has attempted to control the price of coffee. Hope

lessly inefficient regimes in Mexico attempt to

control the oil supply and other resources of the

country needed by the world.

These and many more opportunities for legiti

mate oppression of the world by individual nations

exist without appeal to any law but the law of

conscience and the law of force. It should not be

necessary for the United States to violate the law

of nations and American principles in order that

Mexico may be reclaimed for the world. The de

velopment of the unused resources of the uncivi

lized world should not be the spoil of this or that

individual nation. It should eventually not be

necessary for Great Britain to maintain an enor

mous fleet in order to be sure of being able to feed

her millions at all times.

The exhausted nations of Europe in their peace .

arrangements will not be content with a mere re

alignment of boundaries. However improbable it

may now seem, it is quite possible that for their

conferences the nations will select to represent

them not the type of crafty diplomats who have

hitherto delivered them into misery, but real states

men, men who realize that the state has no ex

istence except in its people, that the people are

greater than the state, that there can be no such

thing as a superior condition of one people gained

at the expense of another; and finally that the

principles of freedom and equal consideration for

all peoples are the only safe foundation for the

abiding happiness and prosperity of any.

These statesmen will find it easy to make cer

tain distinct advances in international arrange

ments. They will not be a mere group of haggling

boundary-makers and indemnity-fixers. They will

be more like a constitutional convention. Most

obviously they will recast the whole body of inter

national law. Just as surely steps will be taken to

see that the interpretation of this international

law is not left to its violators. This much, a law

and a court, the treaty-makers must provide or

their conference will end with nothing accom

plished.

Nor is it conceivable that the wisdom will fail

them to provide for future conferences at regular

periods to alter or develop the principles con

trolling the constituent nations in their inter

course. That a power to enforce the decrees of an

international court will be provided at once, is not

to be expected, but a procedure of wisdom and

common sense, once it is set in motion, soon jus

tifies itself after the first reactions have been

passed and moves along in its course to further

fruition.

The glory of the nations has departed, struck

down on the ghastly fields of Belgium and Poland.

The glory of the great internations is about to

dawn and not far off is the full radiance of a

unified earth in which men may work at their

great problem “to have life and to have it more

abundantly.” EDWARD F. ALEXANDER.

Cincinnati, Ohio.

:: *;

COSMIC HAZE.

For The Public.

What a glorified face!—so bright, so sweet:

A child's dear face! and his glances fleet

Shift from his play to his mother's face,

Reflecting a million years of grace.

Yes, earth took a million years to make him;

What wonder high thoughts to love awake him,

Or that I stand in awe and gaze

At the outcome high of the cosmic haze.

What a demonized face!—so wild, so fierce:

A man's hard face! and his glances pierce

Through the smoke of war to aim a ball

To cause a comrade of earth to fall.

Yes, “earth took a million years to make him”—

And a brother with murderous shaft to break him.

In wonder and awe I stand and gaze

At the outcome mad of the cosmic haze.

What a face transformed !—in vision I see it

And know the whole race in the future shall be it!—

Not a face of love only, but love with sight;

Of love with strength, and of love with right.

Yes, Man shall himself now endeavor the task

Of remaking the earth as the multitudes ask;
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And in wonder and praise he shall stand and gaze

At the outcome at last of the cosmic haze.

JAMES H. W. EST.

PREPAREDNESS.

For The Public.

Oh, what would become of my franchises,

That I hold in the isles of the sea,

If, as I jumped on to the Philippines,

The Japs should jump on me!— -

On no such cry need the Government,

Alarmed, rush to war's red stress,

Or the training of children to slaughtering men

In the name of Preparedness.

Away down deep lies Preparedness,

Down deeper than profit or guile;

Down deep in the reverent knowledge of men

That the Nation is worth while.

Away down deep where Justice lies,

Unharassed and secure,

And where souls are stirred in a love of home,

And patriotism is pure.

If the Nation would work for Preparedness,

Its workers should have a chance

To toil where the profits shall be their own,

And not to another's advance;

To look at the Flag that the fathers bore

As a guardian of their toil, -

And not as an emblem at home and abroad

Of acquisitions and spoil.

Cannon, horsemen or foot, rifles, warships or forts,

Are as frothings in endless air,

Unless in the heart of the state there is faith

That the Government is fair.

*Way down deep is Preparednes

91 a kind that shall stand the test,

" the old Flag again shall float flaming in air,

And the Nation must be at its best.

*.*, dig ye deep, oh! ye builders of laws,

** a basis that men will revere:
p down where the deep foundations are

Of fairness, and not of fear.

the old Flag shall mean equal justice at large,

tº." * toil has the Nation's care,
A." Call of the Flag all the toilers will leap,

he Flag will remain in the air.

Author HENRY SILADE GOFF.

of "choes from the Firing Line and other poems.

{:} {}
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lº ... that mankind will at length . . .

ences i. and sense enough to settle their differ

there nev Out cutting throats; for, in my opinion,

Vast *. Was a good war or a bad peace. What

living mi* to the conveniences and comforts of

Spent º: t mankind have acquired, if the money

*s had been employed in works of public
utilitv'—

º Penjamin Franklin on conclusion of peace

England in 1783.

If

thatº is a sin superior to every other, it is

*"ul and offensive war.—Thomas Paine.
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IMPROPER LEVITY WITH A

SERIOUS SUBJECT.

why I Believe in Poverty. By Edward Bok. Hough.

ton, Mifflin & Co. Price 50 cents net.

Mr. Bok should stick to his job of “trying to

edit” (as he puts it) The Ladies' Home Journal,

for he is not a success as a funny man. It is diſli

cult to classify his joke. You may call it a satire

perhaps, or a paradox like Whatley’s “Historic

Doubts” or Burke’s “Vindication,” though not in

as good taste as either of these, and the attempt

is not kindly to the unfortunate. As old Roche

foucauld said, “We have all of us sufficient forti

tude to bear the misfortunes of others.” And no

sane man could take Mr. Bok seriously when he

writes, “I believe in poverty as a condition to ex

perience; to go through and then to get out of

not to say in.” In short, Mr. Bok has perpetrated

a bad joke—a foolish one, even, for such jokes

like Foulon's beget hatred and bitterness, and

jokes should at least be kindly.
CHAS. J. FINGER.

§ {}

THE MATTER PROPERLY

TREATED.

By Louis Wallis. TheThe Struggle for Justice.

University of Chicago Press. Price 25 cents net.

If Mr. Bok is serious, as men have been

serious who wrote books to prove the flatness of

the earth, the Quadrature of the Circle, the

Mechanistic Theory of the Universe, and so on,

he should read this little book by Mr. Wallis,

wherein he will find human kindness, logic, order,

scholarship, and true religion in language that is

charming as Pater's, or Carpenter's or Ruskin's.

For it is a glorious little essay, a sermon in print,

a hopeful little tract that should be in the library

of every minister, every Singletaxer, every Agnos

tic and every one who has been puzzled and wor

ried by the apparent blindness of those that teach.

And if the departed spirits read (as one trusts

they do) then Henry George and Dr. Edward

McGlynn, and Benjamin R. Tucker, and Hugh

Pentecost, and Herr Johann Most, and Thomas G.

Shearman, and Robert G. Ingersoll and Joseph

Fels and Professor Thomas Huxley will enjoy

this little book.

Its main theme presents in compact form the

ideas in the author's Sociological Study of the

Bible: that the narrow, selfish doctrine of per

sonal salvation is being gradually put aside for a

broader vision of redemption on sound biblical

foundation. The author holds the new conviction

of our age to be that injustice comes, not merely

from personal sin, but from defective social ar
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rangements, and that men like Bishop Charles D.

Williams of Michigan, who for years has advocated

the Singletax on land values, really more nearly

represent the modern trend than those who still

hold to the orthodox teaching of a merely personal

salvation as the only cure for the world's troubles.

“In the same way that God has written his laws

into the physical universe, leaving them to be

discovered and applied by man, so there must be

a divine law of justice written into the very sub

stance and constitution of human society, awaiting

discovery and application.” CHAS. J. FINGER.

§

Another View of “The Struggle for Justice.”

To say the least, this little book is interesting.

Its point of view is so different from other books

on the same subject that it is a relief to read it.

Religious discussion usually takes the form either

of theological dogmatizing and exhorting the sin

ner to repentance, or of naturalistic dogmatizing

and denouncing all religion as vile, stupid and

obnoxious. Mr. Wallis follows neither of these

methods, but makes a purely scientific study of

the Bible and of its relation to the modern strug

gle for justice.

The history of Biblical religion, from its birth

in the deserts of Arabia up to the present day has

been one of continuous struggle. This was not

alone theological, it was also, and perhaps mostly,

economic. Isaiah and Jeremiah, Micah and

Amos, Jesus and Chrysostom, Luther and Wick

liffe, were not preaching a new theology; they

were demanding justice in human relations. The

masses of the people were poor, they were ill-fed,

poorly housed, and shabbily clad; yet the aris

tocracy was ever growing richer. The prophets

denounced the false gods of “civilization,” i. e.,

of the existing order, and called for the Right

eousness of God, i. e., for just economic con

ditions.

The social struggle is still with us. New

prophets have arisen, preaching the gospel of

social righteousness. If the light of past experi

ence may enable us to predict future events,

There can be no doubt how the present struggle

will end. The social struggle will triumph.

In pointing out these facts, and in putting them

in simple and attractive language, Mr. Wallis

has rendered a great and a lasting service.

HYMAN LEVINE.

{:} {}

The idea of having navies for the protection of

commerce, is delusive. It is putting the means of

destruction for the means of protection. Commerce

needs no other protection than the reciprocal inter

est which every nation feels in supporting it—it

is common stock—it exists by a balance of advan

tages to all; and the only interruption it meets is

from the present uncivilized state of governments,

‘and which is its common interest to reform.—

Thomas Paine.

periodicals

Singletax Review.

Exceedingly interesting is the reproduction in the

January-February number of the Singletax Review

(150 Nassau St., New York City, price 25 cents), of

an official report on the state of lands in New York

in 1732, by an eighteenth century Singletaxer. Had

the advice of Surveyor-General Cadwallader Colden

been followed, it is clear that New York would to

day be a great commonwealth entirely free from

poverty and all the evils that result therefrom. There

would have been no occasion for the Manhattan Sin

gletax Club, or the Lower Rent Society, and the

Charity Organization Society would never have been

formed. William Waldorf Astor would not have be

come Baron Astor of Hever Castle. Instead, he

would have been one of 5,000,000 useful residents

of New York City earning a comfortable living and

getting no tribute from the earnings of others. This

number of The Review contains in addition to the

usual interesting news of the movement an account

of the German Bodenreform Conference, and discus

sions by able writers on various matters.

ºf ºf

Margaret A. Haley's Bulletin.

The Catharine Goggin Memorial number of the

Bulletin is a beautiful tribute to a worthy woman.

Besides the two fine photographs of Miss Goggin

there are nearly fifty pages of text expressing the

tributes of her friends and admirers, and giving the

fullest account of the accident that caused her death,

as well as the ceremonies at her funeral. As one

friend said: Such an outpouring of sympathy from

a great city could not be staged; it must have been

genuine to attain such proportions and extent. Tele

grams and letters from Louis F. Post, Frank P.

Walsh, Judge E. O. Brown, Superintendent of Schools,

John D. Shoop, ex-Superintendent, Ella Flagg Young,

Wiley W. Mills, A. P. Canning, Bishop Fallows, and

a large number of leading teachers, clergymen, and

leaders of labor organizations, show the wide extent

of the work in which she was engaged.

{} {}

An old tenant on Queen Victoria's Balmoral es

tate used to be greatly concerned when the queen

went driving on Sunday afternoons. She ventured

to speak about it. The queen smiled and said to the

old woman:

“But, Janet, the New Testament tells us, distinctly

that the Sabbath was made for man.” .

“Aye,” said Janet, severely, “I know it does; and

I think none the more of the New Testament for

that.”—Tit-Bits.

{} {}

Eminent Specialist—Yes, madam, your husband is

suffering from temporary aberration, due to over

work. The form of his mania is quite common.

Wife—Yes, he insists that he is a millionaire.

Eminent Specialist—And wants to pay me $500

for my advice. We'll have to humor him, you know.

—Judge.

S. D.

S. C.


