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EDITORIAL

If It Should Happen!

One contemplates with awe the possible conse

quences of an attack upon some foreign country by

a combination of American militant editors, Con

gressmen, armament manufacturers, and other

kindly natured old gentlemen, under the leader

ship of the renowned military strategist, Theodore

Roosevelt. If words were bullets a large part of

the world would already be depopulated. Or, if

these redoubtable warriors who dress their salad

with nitroglycerine, and use shrapnel for break

fast food should take the field in person—but the

imagination fails the thought. Doubtless the

safety of the world from this impending disaster

lies in the same kindly dispensation of nature that

preserves the nurses and doctors of insane asy

lums: Crazy people do not combine. S. C.

{:} {}

Partisan Inconsistency.

When Congress opened, Senator Sherman of

Illinois promptly advocated that American citi

zens should be denied the right to take passage

on unarmed liners of belligerent nations. He

would extend to them the same kind of warn

ing as was given months ago by the State De

partment to Americans in Mexico. Yet when

the news came of the murder of American citi

zens in Mexico this same Senator Sherman

promptly demanded that the United States army

be sent there to avenge the murders and to pro

tect other Americans in what is practically bellig

erent territory. Within a few days the Senator

has publicly advocated two contradictory poli

cies. It is clearly a case of anything to fight

Wilson. S. D.

§ {}

Internaticnal Inconsideration.

It may be questioned if the celerity with which

General Carranza summarily punished the bandits

responsible for the murder of American citizens

is altogether welcome in some quarters. Such

a delicious titbit as the Santa Ysabel massacre

--
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does not often fall within reach of the militarist.

It was good for an untold number of editorials on

lack of preparedness, and the failure of “watchful

waiting.” To the armament manufacturers it was

worth millions of dollars. And to the elderly gen

tlemen who revel in carnage—vicariously—as well

as to those financiers whose Mexican concessions

would be increased many fold in value should

American intervention take place, the act was

little less than cruel. But when one considers the

amount of cheap political thunder taken from the

opponents of the Administration the thought is

appalling. The lives of a few men who persist in

venturing into a war-afflicted country in spite of

warnings from their Government, are of small con

sequence in the minds of the militarists, com

pared with pickings to be had in a war with that

exhausted country.

{}

But Americans should not forget that there is

more at stake in Mexico than the titles to conces

sions, or even than the lives of too-venturesome

men who go into the country before its internal

troubles have been settled. The liberties of a peo

ple are in the balance. Generations of peonage

have borne their fruit in the break-down of social

order. It is not an easy thing to set up a state

when its foundations have been undermined. Prog

ress will be slow; the work] must be patient. In

deed, if each critic sweeps before his own door, it

will be some time before he can give his undivided

attention to Mexico. It may be doubted if the

authenticated cases of Americans killed during

the Mexican war exceed the 98 lynchings in this

country during 1915. They fall far short of the

9,230 homicides committed during that year. And

they look insignificant when contrasted with the

22,515 working men killed, mostly by preventable

accidents. Have the impatient editors and Con

gressmen a proper sense of proportion in making

this ado over the loss of life in Mexico–deplor

able as that loss is—while giving so little atten

tion to conditions in their own country? s. c.

{} {}

Some Strange Coincidences.

Is there any connection between the renewed

demand for intervention in Mexico and the an

nounced purpose of the Carranza government to

increase taxes on owners of mining lands? Or

does the success of the $150,000,000 oil merger,

just reported formed, depend on action by the

United States? Do the Santa Ysabel murders offer

a convenient excuse for some predatory business

enterprises to push their plans for exploitation *

S. D.

Safety of Americans Abroad.

Jingo agitation in the United States may prop

erly be blamed for the recent horrible murders of

Americans in Mexico. The adherents of Villa

have nothing to lose and possibly something to

gain should there be American intervention. As

long as it seems possible to them to force such in

tervention, they must feel themselves in a posi

tion to inflict injury upon the recognized govern

ment, and force concessions from it. So-en

couraged by the demands for intervention, and

noting how stories of fictitious murders have here

tofore been relied upon to inflame the American

public—they must naturally have concluded that

real murders of a particularly atrocious kind

would accomplish the desired result. They must

have chuckled on noting the promptness with

which Senators Lawrence Y. Sherman, James

Hamilton Lewis and other congressional jingoes

began to shourt for intervention.

{}

So long as the idea prevails that it is the duty

of a government to use force to protect citizens

outside of its jurisdiction, so long is there tempta

tion offered to an unscrupulous, lawless element in

every country, desiring to embarrass their govern

ment, to commit such outrages as the affair in

Mexico. When the Moorish bandit, Raisuli, some

years ago, wished to extort money from his Sultan,

he kidnapped an American citizen. There being

a jingo administration at Washington at the time,

he might reasonably have figured that the Sultan

would promptly get a message that would be ex

tremely helpful to his predatory plans. And so

it turned out. It would have been use

less to have kidnapped a Swiss citizen,

had there been one at hand, or a citizen of any

other navyless country. These could not have

intimidated the Sultan into paying blackmail, and

might have refused to pay it themselves. So

Raisuli shrewdly selected as a victim a citizen of

a powerful nation with a jingo government. His

business judgment was soon confirmed by the bom

bastic message: “Perdicaris alive or Raisuli dead.”

If Roosevelt had remained President until now,

kidnapping and murdering of American citizens

in semi-barbarious countries might by this time

be a flourishing and profitable industry. Ameri

can citizens abroad will be much safer if we have

no army or navy ready to make war in their be

half. S. D.

{} {}

Rooseveltians Unmask.

The resolutions adopted by the Progressive party

national committee in its meeting at Chicago
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shºw a far stronger desire to serve the predatory

interests desiring intervention in Mexico, a big

army and navy, and participation in the Euro

lºan war, than to serve the cause of social justice.

This, however, is no more than was expected of

this organization by those progressives who, in

!"12, refused to be drawn into support of its

presidential candidate. S. D.

{:} {}

Jealous in Honor.

It would be unkind perhaps to apply the old

adage—who protests too much his honor puts his

honor in question—to some of the hair-trigger pa

triots; but one wonders what would become of the

world if mankind in general should catch the con

tagion. A valiant colonel of the Illinois Na

tional Guard declared at a recent banquet:

American citizens are being treated like dogs in

foreign countries. I have been in Mexico recently

and was insulted on the streets. Our citizens are

insulted in every nation in the world. I stand first

and last for a policy that will make Americans safe

anywhere on the face of the globe.

It is to be hoped that the police will permit the

colonel to carry no more formidable weapon than

a popgun until the present crisis is past. It is

also to be hoped that foreign countries having

citizens in the United States will not adopt the

colonel's policy. The numerous assaults and mur

ders committed upon foreigners in this country,

if viewed in this light, would long since have

roused the world against us. -

{}

What are these insults to which Americans are

exposed in every nation in the world? And how

are we to stop them 2 Are we to fight the world en

masse, or take the nations one at a time? At the

present moment national order in some parts of

the world is somewhat upset; and when the spec

tators crowd in too close to see the fight some may

!e injured. Besides, when men are in a fighting

mood they sometimes lack the consideration for

the rights of others that they would otherwise

have. A little patience, however, and the spell

passes, leaving the rowdy clothed in his right

mind. But in normal times what country save

our own is in the habit of lynching foreigners?

When citizens of Italy were taken from prison in

New Orleans by a mob and killed, no one was pun

i-hed, although the men who participated were

Perfectly well known. Italy protested, but the

United States Government professed helplessness.

Although treaties guaranteed the rights of Italians

within our borders, this offense was committed

within a State, and the Federal Government had

no authority over the State. Haly could not at

tack Louisiana without attacking the United

States, yet the United States could not compel

Louisiana to punish the offenders. It is deplor

able that violence should be done to foreigners in

any country, but it may seriously be questioned

whether the United States should begin throwing .

stones. S. C. .

- § {}

The Japanese Bogey.

To the nervous ones, awaiting in fear and dread

the coming of the Hearst-predicted Japanese in

vasion, may be recommended the reading of a

letter in the New York Nation of December 23

by Captain H. Loomis, formerly of the 146th New

York Volunteers. Captain Loomis presents a

number of facts to show the absurd nature of such

fears. Among others he quotes Shimado Saburi,

editor of a leading daily paper in Tokio, as

follows:

These rumors that Japan may attack and occupy

the Pacific Coast are absolutely without any founda

tion in fact, and will be proved baseless in time.

Such an attack would be suicidal. The United

States is the greatest buyer of Japanese goods, and

she does not propose to ruin all this trade by mak

ing a foolish attack that would be foredoomed to

failure. -

In modern warfare money is as indispensable

as soldiers or military training. So the improb

ability of the predicted war may be realized on

noting such facts as the following:

The wealth of Japan is only one-half of that of

the State of New York.

The total population of Japan is about 60,000,000

and that of the United States 111,000,000.

The national debt of Japan is greater than that of

the United States, and more than one-half of this

sum is money borrowed from abroad. Her wealth

is less than one-twelfth.

The average income of the Japanese is $30 per

capita. The average income of residents of the

United States is $250.

Less than one per cent of the farmers in Japan

own twenty-five acres, and 90 per cent less than one

acre. The rent is often 60 per cent of the crop; and

the average peasant must pay as much as 20 per

cent interest.

The ordinary taxes amount to about 10 per cent

of the income; and to this is added the special in

come tax, which runs from 1 7-10 to 26% per cent.

No other country in the world is carrying so heavy

a financial burden in proportion to its strength. The

ordinary revenue of Japan, according to latest report,

was $259,849,000. The ordinary revenue of the

United States was $734,673,000. The total expendi

ture for army and navy in Japan for 1914-15 was less

than $100,000,000. The expenditure for the United

States army alone, was $94,000,000.

º:

In showing the state of Japanese public

opinion regarding war Captain Loomis says:
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At the close of the war with Russia, the new Cab

inet proposed a considerable enlargement of the

navy, in order to be prepared for a possible renewal

of the struggle, but the people protested so strongly

that the Cabinet resigned, and the result was a

change in the programme and a large reduction in

the appropriation for that object.

The Diet which met last December refused to

sanction the increase of the army by two divisions,

and a new Diet was chosen before such additional

expense was approved. This approval was secured

for the simple purpose of establishing the Monroe

Doctrine for the protection of China, and with no

idea of inaugurating a war of aggression against the

United States. . . . .

To conduct an aggressive war against a nation

with about double the population, with twelve times

the financial strength, possessing a more powerful

navy, and at a distance of from 4,800 to 6,000 miles

from its base, is a project that no sane person would

consider.

It is perhaps too much to expect such facts

to allay the unreasonable fears of all who

honestly believe in the danger of inva

sion. Fear does not easily yield to reason. The

alarmist style of argument used by preparationists

is to simply assert that Japan or Germany con

templates an invasion. The assertion remains

unproven, and though denials come and evidence

is produced to show that alarm is unreasonable,

the frightened preparationist insists on absolute

proof which canot be produced, any more than

it can be proven there will not be another San

Francisco earthquake inside of a week. But in

time the panic must subside and in the meantime

those who have kept their heads must do what

they can to oppose any foolish steps which panic

stricken ones may insist on taking.

§ {3}

Preparedness And the Monroe Doctrine.

In urging his big army plan, Secretary Garri

son told the congressional committee that “we must

either prepare to defend the Monroe doctrine or

abandon it.” The Secretary’s idea of defense is

evidently limited to use of military force. If

there is no other way to defend the Monroe doc

trine then it were better abandoned. But there are

other ways to defend it. Secretary Garrison has

had occasion to see a number of serious issues

arise as a result of the European war, and must

know that these are nearer a satisfactory settle

ment because there was no intention on our part

to resort to force. Unless he agrees with Roose

velt’s foreign policy he should see that nothing

more drastic is required of us in cases of dispute

that may arise under the Monroe doctrine. Be

sides, matters relating to the Monroe doctrine are

covered by the Bryan-Wilson arbitration treaties.

S. D.

Furthermore if it were true that force is need

ed to protect any of the Latin-American countries,

they are the ones who should be ready to use it.

None of the European nations now at war has

demonstrated ability to carry on successful war

at a distance of thousands of miles from home.

The Germans have succeeded in penetrating ter

ritory immediately across their borders or the

borders of their allies. But there seems to be a

limit to ability to advance even under such favor

able conditions. The Turks, who were unable three

years ago to beat off an attack of the adjoining

Balkan states, were able to repulse the forces of a

far more powerful nation which had to transport

troops from a distance. It is true that the Turks

have German training, but it is also true that they

had the same training when defeated by the

Balkan nations. It would be no child's play for

any trans-oceanic country to invade any of the

nations to the south of us.

{}

But a stronger defense for any nation than

armies, navies, arbitration treaties or skillful

diplomacy would be adoption of free trade, and

opening of its land to all who wish to make prop

er use of it. When a nation maintains a policy

of withholding natural resources from use while

willing workers suffer for lack of opportunities,

it gives just cause for irritation. The best service

we can perform for our Latin neighbors, as well

as for the cause of peace generally, is to set an

example of a nation offering to all the world eco

nomic justice and equality of opportunity.

S. D.

§ {}

Government Manufacture Distasteful to Prep

arationists.

The proposition for government manufacture

of munitions is making some preparationists

squirm. If they actually believe in the need of

preparedness, and have no private axe to grind,

they should certainly be wiling to agree to gov

ernment manufacture in order to minimize opposi

tion to the protection of which they claim we are

in so great need. An example of this squirming

is furnished by the Chicago Tribune in its issue of

January 16. It could not well urge that certain

interests, such as the Steel Trust, owners of ore

beds and others with material to sell might

push the government into a policy of ex

cessive production. That would be too de

scriptive of the preparationist agitation it

self. So it had to express the fear, in the

course of a needlessly long editorial, that a gov

ernment plant would use antiquated machinery.

If that is true, then the government is too in
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efficient to be trusted with so dangerous an institu

tion as a big army and navy. But is not the real

objection to be found in the fact that govern

ment manufacture would be bad for certain muni

tions manufacturers engaged in pushing the pre

paredness program ” If so, it is no wonder that

the Tribune presented so poor an answer. s. D.

§ {}

What Direct Legislation Would Prevent.

If Chicago had the Initiative and Referendum

it is not probable that the Chicago Telephone

Company would be trying to induce aldermen to

betray the city's interests, by giving it permission

to “buy” for an exorbitant amount, from a private

corporation, the automatic telephone plant that

rightfully belongs to the city. If the Recall were

in operation it is not probable that many alder

men would vote to grant the request, if it were

made. And if, in spite of all, the Telephone Com

pany did get such an ordinance passed, as it

wished, the Referendum could be used to defeat it,

and the Recall to get rid of the faithless alder

men. As it is, citizens must fight to prevent the

giving away of a valuable property which under a

contract made with the city should have passed

months ago into municipal possession.

{} {}

Is a Protective Tariff Necessary?

A New Jersey manufacturer protests against

“The Public's criticisms regarding the tariff and those

that benefit by it—stating strongly that the manu

facturers are robbers, or the like, and get an undue

profit; in other words, implying that the manufac.

turers take to themselves the percentage of duty as

an extra profit, which, as you must realize, is not

the fact. Practically all businesses in this country,

in my judgment, are today on a competitive basis,

except of course where they may be protected some

what by patent rights or by control of raw material.”

And in defense of his claim for protection this

manufacturer declares that a plant similar to his

own would cost only two-thirds as much in Eng

land, that the labor cost per pound of product

there is only two-thirds what it is in this country,

and that his own profits average less than 10 per

cent, and in some years have been less than 4 per

cent. The correspondent protests that he is not

a standpat Republican, but that his experience

convinces him that if we are to maintain the

American standard of living for the working man

we must have a tariff sufficient to maintain the dif

ference in the labor cost in this and other coun

tries: Free trade, he admits, may be the world

*eal, but it cannot come in this generation, nor

* this century, or so long as there is such cheap

*or as the Chinese and Japanese.

This is the sincere protectionist. He is as con

scientious in his course as the free trader. It is

not for such as he that the term “robber” is meant;

but for those who, professing to serve American

labor, ask a high tariff to keep out foreign goods,

import foreigners to operate their mills at low

wages, and combine with other manufacturers to

keek up American prices while selling for less

abroad. It is doubtless true that of late years the

average profit of manufacturers, unprotected by

patents and ownership of materials, has not been

more than that of other businesses. But all this

was said of the conscientious slaveowner of the

South. He made no more than did the employer

of free labor in the North ; and the standard of

living among the slaves in the South was higher

than that of the native Negroes in Africa. Yet

this did not justify slavery, any more than the

New Jersey manufacturer's claim of low profits

justifies a protective tariff.

{}

Is not this man a little disingenuous in claim

ing that competition in this country keeps down

prices of goods, while the competition of labor in

the world’s market does not keep down the cost

of labor? English labor, he says, is not over two

thirds the cost of American labor. But this claim

must be based upon the rate of wages, and not

upon the cost of labor entering into the product.

Investigations heretofore made show that while

wages are higher in this country than in England

the cost per product is less in America. And the

New Jersey manufacturer offers no data showing

the contrary. His reference to the cheap Japanese

and Chinese labor indicates that he is thinking of

labor price, rather than labor cost. If the cost

of Asiatic labor corresponded to its price English

manufacturers would set up their mills in India in

stead of in Manchester or Leeds. China and Japan

have been striving their utmost to manufacture

their own goods. China has made very little head

way. Japan has accomplished something; but

just as her manufacturers have been able to enter

into competition with European countries wages

have been advancing; and to the degree that her

labor becomes more and more efficient Japanese

wages will continue to approach the highest level.

{}

American protectionists are not robbers. They

are the victims of an hallucination. They think

the higher wages in this country are due to the

tariff, and that if it were lowered or removed wages

here would fall to the level of those abroad. They

never state, however, which level abroad we would

reach, whether English, German, French, Italian,
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Japanese, or Chinese. Nor do they ever deign to

explain why English wages, which are unprotected,

do not fall to the level of the others. The fact is,

wages have always been higher in this country than

in Europe. That is one of the main reasons why

emigration flows this way. Henry Clay asked for

protection, not to make wages high, but because

wages were already high in this country. From

the earliest settlement of the colonies the Amer

ican food producers and cotton growers have had

to meet the competition of the lowest waged labor

in the world. Two things made this possible:

cheap land and efficient labor. The same two fac

tors will enable manufacturers to compete with

the world: cheap raw materials and efficient labor.

If, after taxes have been removed from industry,

and the monopoly toll has been taken from the

raw materials, any American factories cannot pay

the prevailing wages without protection, those par

ticular factories are out of place, or are ahead of

their time.

{}

The American Civil War was the cause of the

present high tariff system. The present war is

urged as a reason for an advance in tariff rates

to prevent impoverished Europe from flooding us

with cheap goods when peace returns. And at the

very same time we are urged to prepare to hold

the world’s trade that has been thrown into our

hands by the withdrawal of the belligerent nations.

Just how American manufacturers expect to hold

foreign markets, where they have no tariff protec

tion, when they cannot hold American markets

without additional protection, will have to be ex

plained by the peculiar logic that fortifies the pro

tectionist in his foolishness. S. C.

{} {}

Seesawing the Consumer.

When the railroads asked for permission to in

crease rates they urged increased prices of prod

ucts as an excuse. Now comes the American

Economist, organ of the American Protective Tar

iff League, with the claim that unreasonable rail

road rates make protective tariffs necessary, even

though wages abroad should equal wages here. The

Economist says, in its issue of December 31, that

“A cargo of foreign merchandise can be shipped

from Liverpool to Omaha at less cost to the ship

per than a similar shipment can be made from

Pittsburgh to Omaha.” If that is true, it is not a

valid argument for a tariff. But it is a valid rea

son for complaint against the railroads and the In

terstate Commerce Commission. If railroads prac

tice extortion it can not be remedied or alleviated

by helping certain favored manufacturers to prac

tice additional extortion. But the railroad extor

tion should be stopped. S. D.

{} ºf

Rockefeller's Mistake.

Before John D. Rockefeller Jr. wrote his ar

ticle entitled “Labor and Capital – Partners,”

which appears in the Jamuary issue of the Atlantic

Monthly, he should have attended a performance

of an old play entitled “The Lost Paradise.” In

that play there takes place a discussion between

a manufacturer and the leader of his striking em

ployes. The manufacturer asks the striker what

Labor could do without the help of Capital. The

striker answers with another question: “Which

came first to this country?” If Mr. Rockefeller

would ponder over that question he would realize

that partnership and common interest do not exist

between laborers and owners of anything that hap

pens to be labeled “Capital,” which was here before

Labor came. Real capital is a product of labor ap

plied to land and used to produce more wealth.

The author of the play did not but might well have

made the manufacturer answer the agitator: “It

is true that Labor came first; but then, it had

easy access to natural resources. This it no longer

has. Consequently Labor without Capital has be

come helpless.”

§

If Mr. Rockefeler had restricted his partner

ship proposition to true capital he would have pro

pounded something that at least ought to be cor

rect. But this he does not do. He includes as

capital much which is falsely labeled so. He in

cludes therein privately owned natural resources.

There can be no partnership relation, no com

munity of interest between those who monopolize

these resources and those who must use them in

order to produce wealth. The relation between

them can only be that of master and servant. Mr.

Rockefeller might, if he wishes, withdraw from

use all the machinery, buildings and other labor

products which are needed in the mining opera

tions that he carries on in Colorado. That would

be a dissolution of partnership. If he did this he

would certainly put the mine laborers, and those

in need of mine products, to a great disadvantage.

But if neither he nor any other man were to claim

or to exercise exclusive ownership of natural re

sources, this withdrawal of capital would put

laborers in no worse condition than the first set

tlers in any new country. They could go to work

on the mines, fields and forests and, though com

pelled at first to use primitive methods of produc

tion, could sooner or later duplicate all capital

withdrawn. Both sides would suffer from the
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dissolution, but neither would be rendered help

less. That is the worst that could happen were

there actually such a partnership as Mr. Rocke

ſeller portrays.

§

But when conditions are so that, after Capital

withdraws from partnership, Labor is denied the

right to produce wealth on unused natural re

sources, all talk of community of interest becomes

a mockery. And Mr. Rockefeller has overlooked

the fact that such are the prevailing conditions.

He must learn to distinguish between what ac

tually is capital and what is commonly but errone

ously included in capital, before he can hope to

make much progress with his partnership propa

ganda. - - S. D.

{} {}

Perpetual Graft.

Critics complain incessantly of the “pork” in

Congressional appropriations. Some maintain that

had the money voted for the army and navy

during the past twenty years been spent on the

basis of German expenditures we should now have

a military establishment to satisfy even the

timorous preparationists. Rivers and harbors, and

similar public improvements, postoffices and cus

tom houses, all are said to be “shortened” with

“pork.” This, like much other criticism, loses its

real force through the failure of the critics to dis

criminate. As to the cost of the army and navy,

it should not be forgotten that countries having

universal military service, with a nominal wage

—if any at all—for the soldier, can have a much

cheaper army than a nation that goes into the

labor market to enlist its men. Concerning the

cost of our war ships, we must not forget that the

protective tariff has been designed for the very

purpose of enabling American shipbuilders to

charge higher prices for their ships. As for build

ing fifty thousand dollar federal buildings in

villages where a five or ten thousand dollar build

ing would meet all requirements; and digging out

harbors and rivers where there is no business to

be done; that is a flagrant abuse of power by

Congressmen that will cease only as the general

public grows to view public interests in the light

of private affairs.

{:}

But in connection with most if not all these

public buildings there is an element of graft run

ning through them that is due to an unrecognized

natural law. Citizens will saddle a heavy bill on the

government when they think it benefits their

community; but they will not do that when they

*alize that the benefit is confined to one or two

citizens in the community. Chicago, for instance,

is trying to get a new postolice. Congress appro

priated a million and three-quarters of dollars to

purchase a site. But before those charged with the

duty could agree to the details of the location,

other pending improvements in the neighborhood

were put through, and the value of the site rose

to five million dollars. Since Congress balks at

meeting this advance, the Federal authorities offer

to put up a skyscraper that will not require so

much land. The city, however, wishes the new

building to fit in with the “municipal plan,” and

asks for a lower and broader building. The Chi

cago Tribune, which has had much to say against

“pork” in certain barrels, essays to solve the

problem in this instance by suggesting that “the

city try to find some means if there be any of

raising the money to meet the excess cost.”

§

That the editor of a great paper should suggest

that the people of a city should contribute of

their money to pay for a value that they them

selves had made, indicates how impervious he is

to the presence of this perpetual graft. In all of

the buildings erected throughout the country by

the Federal Government one of the largest single

items is the cost of the ground upon which the

building stands. The building is recognized as a

benefit to the town, it not only offers the people

better service, but it “benefits property.” Yet that

building is almost invariably located on a lot for

which the Government had to pay the highest

price upto that time. From twenty to fifty per

cent of the Government's outlay is pure graft, or

“pork,” and goes to the man who owned the land.

Should means he found to pay the five million

dollars asked for the site of the Chicago postoffice,

that amount may equal the cost of the building

itself. And since very little of the five millions is

for improvements on the land, nearly the whole

of it will go to pay for land values that the people

of Chicago have collectively created. If the

Tribune will turn its editorials against this legal

pork barrel, it will be laboring to some purº,

# ºf

Dr. Gorgas and the Daily News. -

An injustice that should not be overlooked was

committed by the Chicago Daily News against

Surgeon-General Gorgas. In an interview, pub

lished in the issue of January 8, the News made

him deny being a singletaxer. The absurdity of

such a report was evident to all who had read or

heard Dr. Gorgas' many previous declarations that

he is a singletaxer and why he is one. And it was
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evident to all who heard his addresses in Chicago

on January 10 at the Auditorium Hotel, and at

the City Club, where he made the same fact very

clear. The News’ misrepresentation was undoubt

edly unintentional but none the less unjust, espe

cially since the Associated Press took it up and

sent it broadcast.

§

Another slip regarding Dr. Gorgas was made

by the News on January 12. In commenting

editorially on his suggestion that the problem of

congestion in cities be solved by building on the

vacant sites, it says:

Although Gen. Gorgas' remedy sounds simple, it is

complicated by various factors, among them being

transportation difficulties. People must have a

cheap and ready means of getting to and from their

work. Fortunately, Chicago is laboring earnestly to

improve its transportation facilities so that the va

cant spaces shall become more accessible to families

of limited means.

It is strange that the News should not be aware

that there is enough room within six miles of the

loop to provide sites for separate homes to every

family in the city. Existing transportation facili

ties reach practically all points within that dis

tance for a five-cent fare. Less than 50 of the

city's 200 square miles would furnish each of the

500,000 families within it with a site of 2,500

square feet.

§

It is furthermore strange that the News failed

to take note of the practical method suggested

by Dr. Gorgas to open vacant spaces. He is well

aware that they are not used because the owners

see fit to ask higher prices than users can profit

ably pay. He consequently explained how the

Singletax would force the owners to ºpen them.

He practically repeated the remarks he made at

the annual conference of New York health officers

at Rochester on September 6. That address has

been published in the December Bulletin of the

New York State Department of Health. Therein

he said:

Can these unused lands be brought into use? If

these unused lands were taxed to such an extent

that the owners would have to use them to the full

est extent in order that they might pay the taxes,

is there any doubt as to what the result would be?

All unused lands would soon be utilized to their full

est extent. The only way of making any profit from

them would be to so use them.

The News’ omission must have given the

wrong impression to some readers, who did not

hear Dr. Gorgas, that having advocated separa

tion of the crowds, he failed to suggest any

method of accomplishing such a result. That

was very unfair to the city’s distinguished guest,

though undoubtedly it was not intentional. Per

haps The News will give its readers the facts.

§ S. D.

§

Thomas Hunt.

Thomas Hunt, one of Cincinnati's pioneers

in the Singletax movement, died at his home

in that city on January 18. His connection

with the movement antedates the first mayoralty

campaign of Henry George in New York, and he

was active in forming in Cincinnati one of the

local propaganda organizations which George's

campaign stimulated through the country. Un

til his death he remained a liberal financial con

tributor, and, to the extent permitted by failing

physical strength, an active worker. In the year

1905 he was elected to the State Senate and served

one term. He had held for many years the posi

tion of treasurer of the Cincinnati, Portsmouth

and Virginia Railroad, but among the legislative

measures which he championed and helped to put

through were bills reducing railroad fares to two

cents a mile and regulating the charges of the

Pullman company. In possession of a public

spirit enabling disregard of prejudices of a busi

ness environment disposed to be hostile to radical

ideas, he resembled Tom L. Johnson. Like John

son, Fels, and other democratic business men, he

was a citizen first and a business man afterward,

Cincinnati's progressive thinkers will long cherish

his memory. S. D.

{} { } {}

MILITARISM AND THE LEADERS.

Democratic growth has always, suffered a tre

mendous disadvantage from the fact that the

powers that be have generally been on the other.

side. Those in position, in high rank, those whose

words would be listened to because of position and

rank, and because of the means of publication

open to position and rank, have been with few

exceptions ranged on the side opposed to the evo

lution of democratic ideas. The result has been

that large numbers of more or less unthinking

people have blindly acquiesced and followed the

leaders. Too many, even in these days of educa

tion, when they read an article or hear a speech,

are prone to judge not by what is said, but by the

position which the writer or speaker happens to

hold.

This is a danger at the present time in this

conflict between militarism and democracy. With

few exceptions the writers and speakers and pub

lications that have positions of prominence are

on the side of militarism. I say militarism,

because, however the term may veil itself
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under the name of preparation, the two

are, as ally one may see who does not

wish to dodge, essentially the same. Very

tº men of high position in politics or in the pro

isions have come out boldly against the increase

of expenditure on army and navy. Those whom

Horace called the “Lords of the Earth” are on

the sile of militarism. These are they who can

speak on approved platforms and can publish

their words in approved periodicals. These are

they to whose opinions many a man instictively

bows when he does not take the privilege of

thinking.

But happily among the men of high repute and

great influence there are exceptions, as there al

ways have been at such times. These wish no

blind following. Their appeal is to all men to

think, an appeal which is of the very essence of

democracy. The militarists are not appealing to

men to think and reason; they are appealing to

men to be suspicious and alarmed. Those who

have at heart the preservation of our democratic

foundations are asking men not to allow them

selves to be stampeded by suspicions and alarms

into a policy which is strange to our ideals.

There stands out at this critical time one who

perhaps with more earnestness than any other

public man is asking American voters to think.

He is one who has gained and held respect and

influence in spite of all the satire and minimizing

which have been used against him, and in spite

of his own failures and mistakes. Never in his

whole career has he served the nation as now.

Never has he fought the good fight for the cause

of the whole people more nobly than he is now

fighting in the same cause against what he clearly

sees would be an inevitable setback to democracy.

He sees that if this country descends to the policy

of militarism, it means a retrograde movement

which may last for centuries. To him and to a

few others in commanding positions, the cause of

democracy owes a debt beyond the counting of

words.
-

Not often in the history of the world have such

men as Mr. Bryan had the opportunity of serving

the interests of humanity more surely than in the

present crisis. Whatever the issue may be, their

words will shine when the records are made of

the long increasing purpose which aims at a

broader, freer, better life for all mankind. It

will not be their fault if American voters follow

thoughtlessly the policy of militarism, however

powerful it may be acclaimed by the majority of

thºse who are in prominent and commanding

positions.

J. H. DILLARD.

==

INCIDENTAL SUGGESTIONS

PREPAREDNESS IN AMERICAN HISTORY.

Cincinnati, O., Jan. 13.

One of the pet arguments of the militarists is that

because, it is asserted, we were “unprepared” at the

time of the Civil War it was prolonged, and, in fact,

really caused thereby.

The latest statement of this argument is by that

high priest of militarism, Henry A. Wise Wood,

Chairman of the Conference Committee on National

Preparedness. In a syndicate article printed in

scores of newspapers on Sunday, January 9, 1916,

he says:

The traditional policy of our forefathers is the very

policy which, contrary to popular notion, has given this

country most of its years of war. Had the United States

been adequately prepared at the first battle of Bull Run

there would have been no Civil War costing half a mil

lion lives and approximately $10,398,000,000.

Opponents of militarism believe standing armies

and huge navies, aside from the wars they involve

us in with other nations, are a constant menace to

the rights of the people, that they have ever been

the ready and “prepared” tools of the exploiting

classes to subvert the liberties of the people and to

entrench privilege. -

No fact of history is better established than that

during the period in November, 1860, when Lincoln

was elected, to his inauguration in March, 1861, the

slave aristocracy secured control of the larger portion

of the munitions of war owned by the United States,

and by reason of this “preparedness” of the United

States at the date of the first battle of Bull Run the

enemies of the Republic were able to strike an all

but fatal blow.

Four of the seven members of Buchanan's cabinet

were from slave States and at least one of the re

maining three was a northern “copperhead.”

John B. Floyd, of Virginia, was Secretary of War.

He was an aristocrat and when the time came to

strike a blow against freedom he seized the measure

of “preparedness” the United States had and turned

it over to the Confederacy.

Because of the frequency with which the Wood

argument is used and its plausible nature, I shall

present conclusive proof of the above. In doing so

I shall quote Union as well as dis-Union authorities.

As early as Dec. 29, 1859, according to a report

of a Congressional Committee, Floyd had ordered

the transfer of 65,000 percussion muskets, 40,000

muskets altered to percussion, and 10,000 percussion

rifles from the armories at Springfield, Mass., and the

arsenals at Watervliet, N. Y., and Watertown, Mass.,

to the arsenals at Fayettsville, N. C., Charleston, S.

C., Augusta, Ga., Mt. Vernon, Ala., and Baton Rouge,

La., and these were distributed in the spring of 1860

before the meeting of the Democratic Convention at

Charleston.

Eleven days after the issuing of the order, Jan.

9, 1860, Jefferson Davis introduced into the United

States Senate a bill “to authorize the sale of public

arms to the several States and Territories, and to

regulate the appointment of superintendents of the

national armories.”

Senator Fessenden, of Maine, offered an amend
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ment, March 26, 1860, that would have deprived the

Davis bill of mischief, but it was lost, and the bill

passed by a strict party vote, 29 Democrats to 18

Republicans.

Its losing out in the House, however, did not de

ter Floyd and by a stretch of authority under an old

act of Congress (1825) Floyd sold to the States and

individuals in the South over 31,000 muskets for

only $2.50 each. On Nov. 27, 1860, he sold 10,000

muskets to G. B. Lamar, of Georgia, and on the six

teenth he had sold 5,000 to Virginia.

The Mobile (Alabama) Advertiser said:

During the past year 135,430 muskets have been quietly

transferred from the Northern arsenal at Springfield alone

to those of the Southern states. We are much obliged

to Secretary Floyd for the foresight he has thus displayed

in disarming the North and equipping the South for this

emergency. There is no telling the quantity of arms and

munitions which were sent South from other arsenals.

There is no doubt that every man in the South who can

carry a gun can now be supplied from private or public

sources.

Pollard, a Virginia historian of the war, said:

It is safely estimated that the South entered upon the

war with 150,000 small arms of the most approved modern

pattern and the best in the world.

Floyd also furnished the South with heavy ord

nance. Forts in the South that would not have been

ready for armaments in five years were rushed to

completion. Floyd later became a general in the Con

federate Army as did thousands of other men “pre

pared” for war by the United States at West Point.

As an instance of the “going-over” of the “pre

pared” officers Floyd, as Secretary of War of the

United States Government, sent General David

Twiggs to Texas and in February, 1860, Twiggs en

tered the Confederate Army and turned over to

Texas his entire army corps with ordnance, trans

port, and other stores valued at $1,200,000.

So, then, it appears that the United States was

“prepared” prior to the first battle of Bull Run, but

that instead of the “preparedness” being used to

, save the United States it was used in large part to

destroy it. This is the history of standing armies,

used to destroy popular government.

In addition to “preparedness” thus shown on land

we were also “prepared” on water, contrary to what

Mr. Wood says.

The Committee on Naval Affairs of the House re

porting on Feb. 21, 1861, declared that we had a

navy at the outbreak of the war that was absolutely

“adequate” and “prepared.” But an aristocrat in

the Cabinet of President Buchanan had seen to it

that it was scattered to the four winds of heaven.

But here's the report of the committee: -

The Committee are of the opinion that the Secretary of

the Navy had it in his power, with the present naval

force of the country at his command, and without mate

rially impairing the efficiency of the service abroad, at

any time after the settled purpose of overthrowing the

government had become manifest, and before that purpose

had developed itself in overt acts of violence to station

at anchor, within reach of his own orders, a force equal

to the protection of all the property and all the rights of

the government and the citizens, as well as the flag of

the country, from any outrage or insult at any point on

the whole Atlantic seaboard. The failure to do this is

without justification or excuse.

“Preparedness” can go no further than here in

dicated, a naval force adequate to defend not alone

our entire coast but our over-sea interests and the

flag everywhere. In view of this, what of Mr. Wood's

argument?

The truth is the United States is lucky it had no

more “preparedness” than it did at the time of the

outbreak of the Civil War.

Mr. Wood, in common with all militarists, scorns

the “policy of our forefathers” and holds up as a

model for a democratic republic to copy the policy

of kings and kaisers and czars.

George Washington was no mollycoddle. He was

first in war; and yet, this general, in his last and

most matured message to the people of this coun

try, in his Farewell Address, said:

Avoid those overgrown military establishments, which

under any form of government are inauspicious to liberty,

and which are to be regarded as particularly hostile to

republican liberty.

ALFRED H. HENDERSON.

& ºf

WHAT PREPAREDNESS WOULD PER

PETUATE.

Detroit, Mich., Jan. 14.

Several thousand more men could be employed by

Henry Ford at $5 a day, men with families who are

now unable to get employment, because Ford can

not get the steel, since it is all being made into mu

nitions of war.

The Ford Motor Company have orders ahead of

their ability to make, for over one hundred thousand

automobiles.

They are making 2,000 cars a day, but they could

make and sell 3,000 cars a day if they could get the

steel.

The United States Steel Corporation controls 80

per cent of the iron ore available and they are using

their ore to make steel for purposes of war and not

for purposes of peace.

So Ford must see thousands of men, pleading to be

set to work, stand idle, month after month, because

he cannot get steel to make automobiles for which

he has the orders.

Ford says he will make the steel himself, but the

question is, where will he get the iron ore?

It seems that war-prosperity is being grabbed

eagerly, but the prosperity that makes for peace and

happiness goes to waste.

Men in the United States stand idle in the market

place asking for work, manufacturers are ready and

anxious to pay the laborers $5 a day, but the raw

material of the earth is controlled.

HENRY NEIL.

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, January 18, 1916.

Congressional Doings.

The House passed on January 11 a concurrent

resolution for the printing of 100,000 copies of the
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report of the Federal Commission on Industrial

Relations. It had been reported from the Com

mittee on Printing as a “joint resolution” which

would have required the signature of the Presi

dent. On motion of Congressman Davis of Texas

it was changed to a “concurrent” resolution to

avoid this necessity. The amount appropriated

for the purpose is $18,711.18. The resolution does

not provide for printing of the report of the hear

ings held by the Commission and the testimony

taken, or the report of the Colorado Strike Com

mission. In the course of debate Congressman

Barnhart of Indiana, of the Committee on Print

ing, said in regard to printing the evidence:

It has been practically decided to have printed the

usual number of the hearings, which means that each

member of Congress will be provided with a copy,

and that each depositary library in the United States

shall be furnished with one copy, and the executive

departments furnished with one, as the law provides.

That will cost, as it is now estimated, about $28,000,

and I might say it does not include such things as

four volumes of the life of John D. Rockefeller, and

other similar documents, which would make the pub

lication so voluminous that it would be almost im

possible to handle it and also impossible for anyone

to read them. The committee has practically de

cided, I say, to print all of the evidence in the hear

ings if it can be arranged with the commission to

that effect, preserving the plates for future use, so

that the cost of printing additional volumes would be

nominal.

He said further that without the exhibits the

oral evidence would be either in seven volumes of

1080 pages each, or in 14 volumes of 540 pages.

With the exhibits and everything else included

there will be 30 or 35 volumes and the cost would

be about $100,000. [See volume xviii, p. 1218,

current volume, page 33.] - -

Resolutions for intervention in Mexico were

introduced on January 12 by Senator Sherman of

Illinois, by Senator Lewis of Illinois on January

14, and by Senator Works of California on Janu

ary 15. Bills to increase the income tax on large

incomes were introduced on January 13 by Con

gressman Sabath of Illinois and by Senator Sher

man, and a bill for a graduated tax on the in

comes of expatriated Americans was introduced

on January 17 by Senator Kenyon of Iowa. Sen

ator McCumber of North Dakota, Republican, pre

sented resolutions on January 13 authorizing the

President to call an international conference on

international law. He also introduced an amend

ment granting complete independence to the Phil

Pºines to the pending Philippine self-government

ºl. The amendment requires the President to

ºst ºbtain assurances from foreign governments

that the independence of the islands will be re
spected. -

§

"he House passed on January 15 the Ferris

bill throwing open for lease by private interests of

700,000,000 acres of lands containing coal, phos

phate, oil, gas and mineral fertilizers. The bill

does not apply to Alaska. Leaseholds of coal lands

are limited to 2,560 acres, and of other lands to

160 to 640 acres. Leases are to be for 20 years

with 10-year renewal clauses. On coal lands there

is to be a royalty of at least ten cents a ton besides

an annual rental. On other lands there is to be a

10 per cent royalty besides an annual rental of at

least one dollar an acre.

§

Miss Jane Addams of Chicago, representing the

Woman’s Peace Society, appeared before the Mili

tary Committees of the House and Senate on Jan

uary 13 and argued against increase of the army

and navy. On her attention being called to Roose

velt’s position and her support of his candidacy in

1912 she said: “He was not talking like this then.

There was nothing of the sort in our platform. It

is my sober judgment that he does not speak for

any large body of people.”

§ {}

The Progressive Party's Plans.

The Progressive party national committee, in

a meeting at Chicago on January 7, decided to

call the national convention at Chicago on June 7,

the same date as the Republican convention. It

adopted resolutions, of which condemnation of the

peace policy of the Wilson administration are the

most prominent part. It also expressed hope

that the Republican convention would make re

union of the two factions possible. Other clauses

advocate a tariff commission, equal suffrage, pro

vision for a merchant marine and “a broader na

tionalism.” ,

{:} {}

New Jersey Manufacturers for Tax Reform.

The Manufacturers’ Association of New Jersey

in convention at Atlantic City on January 7 ap

proved the report of its committee on taxation em

bodying the following conclusions:

1. The Manufacturers' Association of New Jersey

asserts the absolute unity of the interests of its

members with those of the people of the State in tax

ation and all other legislative matters.

2. The Association asserts that taxation that is

adverse to the interests of either the manufacturers

and merchants of the State or the people at large is

equally injurious to all.

3. That the present system of taxing property,

generally according to uniform rule, is unsound, eco

nomically unjust and impracticable.

4. The taxation of personal property is especially

impracticable and objectionable, bearing as it does,

most heavily on the small taxpayer, the farmer, the

wage earner, the manufacturer and the merchant.

5. It is obvious that taxation when applied to

manufacturing plants and stocks in trade, has a di

rectly deterrent effect on industry, and is, therefore,
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a prolific cause of unemployment—the most pressing

of modern problems.

6. Taxes on industry are largely shifted to the

consumers, particularly the laboring class, and thus

becomes the leading cause of high prices, high cost

of living, poverty and a consequential diminished

consumption of products; reacts unfavorably on

manufacturers and merchants and general prosper

ity.

7. The Association therefore proposes accessory

changes in the law to these ends.

(a) Abolition of personal property tax.

(b) Exemption from taxation of machinery and stocks

in trade, as now practiced in the State of Penn

sylvania. -

(c) A reduction in taxation on buildings and other im

provement on land by the ten annual stages of

5% to 12 of its valuation.

(d) Supplying the deficiency in income caused by the

foregoing by increasing taxation on land values.

Respectfully submitted,

JOHN W. FERGUSON, Chairman,

C. W. CRANE,

JEAN DU BOIS,

C. F. COX,

CHARLES H. INGERSOLL,

Committee.

{} {}

Tax Situation in Houston. -

On October 30, Tax Commissioner Pastoriza of

Houston, Texas, mailed to all direct taxpayers in

the city the following:

The object of this letter is to call your attention

to the fact that as Tax Commissioner I was forced

by the lawsuit which was instituted for the purpose

of declaring the Houston Plan of Taxation illegal, to

tax all forms of property not specially exempted by

the Constitution. The Constitution provides that

cash and notes shall be taxed. It is true that no

city in Texas succeeds in taxing money or notes to

any amount. A few people who have saved small

amounts are frightened into assessing it. Widows

who have life insurance are also frightened into as

sessing it. A few other taxpayers, for reasons of

their own, assess their money and notes, but no city

has ever succeeded in placing upon the assessment

rolls ten per cent of the cash and notes which are

in existence.

Furthermore, this special effort on the part of the

City of Houston to tax money, as you will note from

the financial statement, has had a tendency to cause

people to draw their money out of the banks and

either send it out of the State or secrete it, thus pro

hibiting it from being put into circulation by the

banks. Money is of no benefit to the community

unless it can be secured by those who need money,

and if this city continues in its effort to place upon

the tax rolls all of the money and notes in the City

of Houston, the bank deposits will be further de

pleted, and the lenders of money will add to the rate

of interest a sufficient amount to pay the tax.

Immediately after this order of the court was

published money lenders in Houston had their notes

reprinted and a special provision was made requir

ing the borrower to pay all taxes on said note. This

condition is not beneficial, but to the contrary will

retard the development of Houston and will not only

interfere with the increase of wealth, but will make

it more difficult for those who wish to borrow money

to get it at a low rate of interest.

I am enclosing you a printed postcard upon which

I would like for you to express your opinion upon

this matter. I trust that you will give me your idea

in one way or the other. If you cannot do it upon

the postcard, then write me a letter. As a public

official I desire to do that which will be to the best

interest of the taxpayers. You are a taxpayer and

since I have asked you to give me your opinion I

don't think that you should hesitate to do it, other

wise I will have difficulty in deciding what is the

best course to pursue.

The answers were made public on January 5

and were overwhelmingly in favor of omission of

the tax. Most of them expressed a desire to re

turn to the old Houston plan of taxing land val

ues at a higher rate than improvements. [See

volume xviii, pp. 427, 525, 1149.]

{} {}

Mrs. Pankhurst and the Immigration Laws.

Mrs. Emmeline Pankhurst arrived in New York

on the 15th. She was taken to Ellis Island, where

she was declared to be “an undesirable alien,” and

ordered deported. This action was taken in con

formity with the law that requires the exclusion

of immigrants who have been convicted of and

served sentences for “crimes involving moral tur

pitude.” Mrs. Pankhurst was released on parole

by Louis F. Post, Assistant Secretary of Labor;

and Commissioner General Caminetti of the Im

migration Department permitted her to enter the

country, pending an appeal. Mrs. Pankhurst had

a similar experience when she visited this country

in October, 1913. She was ordered to be deport

ed, but President Wilson ordered the ruling re

versed, and she was admitted with the under

standing that she would depart on the completion

of her errand. [See vol. xvi., page 1017.

- {} .

Mrs. Pankhurst has come to the United States

in behalf of the suffering people of Serbia, and

at the request of Cheddomil Miyatovich, the for

mer Serbian minister of state and foreign affairs,

who is now at the head of the Serbian relief com

mission.

§ {}

Ford Peace Exposition.

The American peace delegates elected the fol

lowing American members of the permanent peace

board to sit in Europe indefinitely: William Jen

nings Bryan, Henry Ford, Jane Addams, Rev.

Charles F. Aked, and Mrs. Joseph Fels. As alter

nates the conference chose Jenkin Lloyd Jones,

Judge Ben B. Lindsey, John Barry of San Fran

cisco, Professor Kirchwey of Columbia University,

and Emily Balch. -

Speaking of the purposes of the permanent

board, Dr. Charles F. Aked said:
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As soon as W. J. Bryan, Miss Jane Addams and

Henry Ford arrive at The Hague, which we have

reason to believe will be soon, active work looking

to peace will be begun. After going thoroughly into

all phases of the war and the claims of each nation,

and after considering the possibilities of peace, we

shall make a tentative campaign.

Then two members of the board will visit each

belligerent nation and invite the most prominent

men of that nation to appear before the board and

give their ideas of how peace can be brought about.

We will invite the thinkers who aready have achieved

prominence in behalf of peace.

This means that we will have literary men, war

riors and even statesmen—men, who though loyal

to their own country, are still anxious for the war

to cease. The greatest minds that Europe and Asia

possess shall appear before us. The world then will

think of peace as never before.

Every expense will be borne by the board. It

probably will be some weeks before the machinery

can be got into action.

§

The cost of keeping the permanent peace board,

with the expenses of the representatives of all neu

tral nations, is estimated at $1,000,000.

- § {}

European War.

The Russian offensive in Bukowina and eastern

Galicia continues, though with slower progress.

Contradictory reports from Vienna and Petrograd

put the exact situation in doubt, except as to cas

ualties, which both agree in pronouncing great.

The Russians are reported to be organizing their

conquered positions preparatory to a new assault

upon the Austrian lines. On the western front the

Germans have made an assault on the French in

the Champagne district; but counter attacks by

the French leave the two opponents practically on

the same ground. The British have bombarded

Lille and surrounding territory, but no consider

able infantry actions have taken place. [See cur

rent volume, page 37.]

§

The Austrian forces invading Montenegro have

taken Mount Lovcen, which commands both Aus

trian Cattaro, and Cettinje, the Montenegrin capi

tal. From Austrian sources come reports that the

little country has made a separate peace with Aus

tria, in which Austria is to retain Mount Lovcen,

while supporting Montenegro's claims to Scutari,

so long in dispute after the second Balkan war.

The threatened assault on Saloniki has not been

begun, though both sides are reported to be

strengthening their positions. The Italians are

said to have forces at Durazzo and Avlona, on the

Albanian coast, while the French have landed

troops ºn the island of Corfu, just off the northern

*t of Greece. Troops of the Allies are reported

"have landed at Piraeus and at Phaleron, a sub

* * Athens, which, together with the restric

* ºn Greek commerce, is taken to mean that

greater pressure is being brought to bear on that

country.

§

No further news has come of the plan to invade

Egypt. The Turks suffered defeats by the Rus

sians on the Caucasian front, and by the British

expedition to relieve the beleaguered forces at Kut

el-Amara, below Bagdad. The British forces ad

vancing up the Tigris River defeated the Turks 25

miles below Kut-el-Amara, which opens the way to

within six miles of the surrounded post. Fight

ing in central Persia is said to have disclosed Ger

man troops with the Turkish forces. Heavy fight

ing is reported between the Austrians and Italians

on the Isonzo front; and the latter are said to be

ready for a third assault upon Goritz. No mate

rial changes in the lines have been made.

{}

Opposition to the British conscription bill ap

pears to be lessening. The bill, which was opposed

by 105 votes on first reading, passed the second

reading with only 39 votes against it. The Irish

nationalists have withdrawn their opposition. At

tempts to include Ireland have failed. The three

labor members who offered theirº: have

withdrawn them. Organized labor still offers some

opposition, but it is not a united force, and ap

pears to be weakening.

The daily cost of the war is estimated by Alfred

Neymorck, a French economist, to be $73,000,000,

divided as follows: Germany $20,000,000, Great

Britain $19,000,000, France $16,000,000, Russia

$13,000,000, Italy $5,000,000.

# #

China.

It is announced that Yuan Shi Kai will be en

throned and proclaimed emperor before the end

of January. The new government is trying to

work out a scheme for a liberal constitutional

government in which the provinces will be largely

self-governing, and in which there will be a

bonafide cabinet for the central government. [See

current volume, page 36.] - - -

{}

A Shanghai dispatch says 60,000 revolutionary

troops have defeated the forces of the new Em

peror in the province of Sze Chuen.

§ {:} .

Mexico. -

A bandit attack on a train at Santa Ysabel,

southeast of Chihuahua, on the 11th, resulted in

the death of 16 to 19 Americans. The bandits are

reported to be Villista soldiers acting under the

command of General Villa to “kill all Americans.”

Prompt action was taken by General Carranza,

who offered large rewards for the apprehension

of the culprits, and sent troops to the scene. More

than fifty men, including several officers, have been
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captured and shot. General Villa is reported to

have been at El Carmen ten days ago. He had

only 60 men with him. [See current volume, page

35.] -

-

{}

Typhus fever is reported to be on the wane in

Mexico City. The official report for the first week

in January gave 962 cases, which was fifty less

than the preceding week. The disease is said to

have a hold in various parts of the country. Amer

ican medical authorities are co-operating with the

Mexicans in an effort to stamp out the disease.

{}

General Victoriano Huerta, formerly dictator,

succeeding President Madero, died at El Paso on

the 13th. General Huerta had been ailing for

several months.

NEWS NOTES

—The savings account limit of £200 heretofore

existing in the English post office has been removed,

and the individual depositor can run his account as

high as he pleases.

—Attorney General Gregory of Washington or

dered, on January 13, a retrial of the five New

Haven directors on whose cases the jury disagreed.

[See current volume, page 35.]

—The publishers of The Menace, anti-Catholic

organ, were acquitted by a jury in the federal court

at Joplin, Mo., on January 14 of a charge of sending

improper matter through the mails.

—The Philadelphia. Singletax Society's dinner to

Francis Nelson will be given on January 27 at 6:30

p. m. at Blank's restaurant, 1024 Chestnut street.

H. J. Gibbons, 1832 Land Title building, has charge

of arrangements.

—The strike of laborers at the East Youngstown

mills, which caused a riot on January 8, was settled

by a compromise on January 11. The men go back

to work at 22 cents an hour. They had asked 25

cents. They previously got 19%. [See current vol

ume, page 35.]

—The recent casual mention by the Chicago

Herald of the possible appointment of Wiley Wright

Mills as postmaster of Chicago has caused a number

of commendatory letters to be sent to Postmaster

General Albert S. Burleson and to Senator James

Hamilton Lewis. -

—A merger of all oil interests was reported from

New York on January 14. The new combination is

to be capitalized at $150,000,000 and to be known

as The Pan-American Petroleum and Transit Com

pany. The Standard Oil, Southern Pacific and Union

Oil Company interests are included.

—Twelve prisoners at Wilmington, Delaware, were

publicly flogged in accordance with the sentence of

the court on January 15. They were compelled to

stand stripped to the waist in the open air with the

thermometer at 20 above zero. They received from

five to twenty lashes each with a rawhide cat-o'-nine

tails. They had each been found guilty of theft in

different forms. -

-Friction in German Socialist ranks is manifested

by a caucus vote of 60 to 25 of the Socialists to ex

pel from membership in the party Dr. Karl Liebnecht,

on account of “gross infractions of party discipline.”

A committee of the party declares that the Vorwarts

has encouraged endeavors directed toward the dis

organization of the party, and therefore forfeits the

right to be regarded as the party's central organ.

—The French National Council of Women has

decided to answer hereafter all invitations to partici

pate in international peace congresses by sending a

copy of the following resolution: -

The national council of the women. of France is re

solved until the end of hostilities. to take no part in

any international congress of a political description. By

this action the council wish to make it clear that, while

preserving their liberty of action after the war, they

remain faithful to the patriotism which dictated their

attitude at the time of the Hague congress.

—The Women's Henry George League of New

York has reorganized under the title, The Singletax

Service League. There is no change in officers or

object, but a majority held that the new title would

be more effective. The officers are: Miss Mary B.

Ely, president; Mrs. Louise Stretton, vice-president;

Miss Grace Isabel Colbron, secretary; Mrs. Ann Hin

ton, treasurer; Miss Charlotte C. Schetter, 80 Wash

ington Square East, is chairman of membership com

mittee. Informal luncheon gatherings will be held

every Tuesday at 12:30 at the Dutch Oven, 135

MacDougal street.

PRESS OPINIONS

Only One Way To Do It. -

Reedy's Mirror (St. Louis), January 14.—No con

viction of the big rich men charged with conspiracy

to monopolize by consolidations the transportation

of New England. There's no way to prevent monop

oly save by pulling the ground from under the mo

nopolizers. All monopoly derives from land monop

oly. And the right kind of taxation will destroy that.

Confiscate economic rent of land.

§ {}

Defining the Undefinable.

New York Evening Post, Jan. 12.-Since everybody

agrees that the nation ought to be adequately de

fended, it is merely a question of consulting the

standard authorities on the meaning of “adequate.”

A poll of the most eminent lexicographers gives the

following results: - *

The General Board of the Navy: “Adequate—The navy

of the United States should ultimately be equal to the

most powerful maintained by any other nation of the

world.”

The Navy League: “Adequate—A navy for the United

States equal to the combined navies of any three Pow

ers.'' -

James M. Beck: “Adequate—Even if we made our

navy the first in strength, it is obvious that we could

not safely rely upon our full strength. What of our land

defenses?"

Secretary Garrison: “Adequate—400,000 men.”

Senator Works: “Adequate–1,000,000 men.”
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War College: “Adequate–1,500,000 men.”

Col. Roosevelt: “Adequate—Universal military ser

vice.” - -

Senator Chamberlain: “Adequate—Conscription.”

By collating all these definitions, we get the following

composite:

Adequate—A promissory note in blank, signed by the

people of the United States, payable on demand, for

value to be determined at the convenience of the payee.

§ {}

What Conscription Has Done.

The Labor Leader (Manchester), Dec. 30.-The

Government of this country has inflicted a greater.

defeat upon us than any German army has inflicted.

An opposing army may crush us materially; it can

never crush our spirit. We alone can degrade the

soul of our own nation. And if the decision of the

Government be accepted by Parliament and people,

we shall have destroyed our own soul. The peo

ple of this country embarked upon the war to liber

ate Europe from the menace of militarism, to end

war for ever, to enable the peoples to live in peace

and civic liberty, to assure the triumph of a free

democracy over an iron despotism. The Govern

ment has sacrificed the very ideals which made the

war a holy crusade in the eyes of thousands of young

men who lie dead upon the battlefield. It has en

throned militarism in our own land. Instead of liber

ating Europe from the yoke of militarism, it asks us

to place the yoke upon our own shoulders. It is true

the Government has only decided at the moment to

adopt compulsion in the case of a limited number of

men. But the principle is as repugnant if applied

to one man as to a million. Modern Britain will no

longer be able to say that its citizens are free to

decline to kill their fellows if their reason and con

science so dictate. We yield to none in our respect

for the men who undertake military service from a

sense of duty. An act must be judged by the mo

tive. But to compel men to kill who do not feel the

call of duty is to compel them to murder. It is to

destroy the peace of their minds through eternity.

It is to damn their souls.

RELATED THINGS

CONTRIBUTIONS AND REPRINT

WHO KNOWS7

Edmund Vance Cooke in Reedy's Mirror.

The emperor clad in his ermine,

With hand clenching up toward the sky,

He finds it not hard to deterimne

The patriot's duty to die.

So the emperor speaks and the emperor shrieks

His emperial will, or his won’t,

But the man in the trenches—

A stench amid stenches—

Knows something that emperors don’t.

The philosopher sits in his study

And writes economical lore,

And that which was turgid and muddy

is lucid as never before.

The philosopher reasons as Sure as the seasons

And cites you by that and by this,

But the man who must borrow

His pay-roll tomorrow

Knows something philosophers miss.

The minister talks to his people

And tells them commandments and laws;

As plain as the bell in his steeple,

He reasons on sin and its cause.

And the minister prays (like the organist plays)

And the minister urgently pleads,

But the girl who is working

At five-dollar clerking -

Knows something that's not in the creeds.

Yes, rulers and writers and preachers,

We think, but how much do we feel?

Yes, judges and talkers and teachers,

We talk, but we cannot reveal.

We read and we write and we judge and we cite,

And prescibe for the world and its woe,

But the man at the dead-line,

And he in the breadline,

Say nothing at all—but they know.

§ {}

IF FORD IS A FOOL.

By Alfred W. Wishart in Grand Rapids (Mich.)

News. -

The other day a friend jokingly asked me why

I did not go on Ford’s peace ship. My reply was:

“I am a peace advocate, but not a fool.”

That night in my study I reflected on my an

swer. I soon became ashamed of that thoughtless

retort. I began to recall the great men of history

who were as “fools” in their generation—men who

attempted the impossible, men who stood up

bravely against apparently unconquerable institu

tions of entrenched error or wickedness. There

was John Brown and his “idiotic,” almost single

handed fight against slavery, whose folly inspired

men to action. There were Wyclif, Huss and Lu

ther, fighting the mightiest institution on earth at

that time. What could one individual do to usher

in a new day? -

There was Jesus, without an army or navy,

penniless and nigh friendless, speaking out of his

heart a simple message of love and truth among

a despised people. What victories that lowly Jew

has won ' Yet men mocked him as a fool when

he died—the victim of his forlorn hope.

Ford cannot stop the war. We all know that,

but he could and did rise to protest in the name

of God and humanity—thus shaming many a pro

fessed follower of Jesus, who “plays safe.”

Ford a fool! And pray what are the crowned

heads of Europe? Or, for that matter, the masses

of the workingmen who have everything to lose

and absolutely nothing to gain, but who allow

themselves to be dragged by their “wise” rulers

into this bloody struggle?

Ford a fool! Will the average German or

Frenchman or Englishman be one whit better off,
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no matter how the war turns out? What is he

fighting for * What good can come to him or to

his wife and children? Tell me that, ye who

sneer at those who seek to force the real fools of

the world to do a little honest thinking.

What cowards most of us are " Oh, not phys

ical cowards. Physical courage that we hear so

much about as so desirable, so praiseworthy, that

sort of courage is the commonest thing in the

world. The German is no braver than the Ser

bian, or the Britisher than the Turk, or the Amer

ican than the Jap, or the civilized man than the

primitive Indian.

But we are moral cowards. We run with the

herd. We are afraid to stand up alone in defense

of a gospel we profess to believe. We are afraid

to die for the cause of peace, preferring rather

to swarm in the trenches and die like rats in a

scuttled ship—for what? We don’t know, but

that is the popular thing to do. If we Christians

of this world had any faith in our gospel, any cour

age of conviction, any real willingness to suffer

and to sacrifice for Christ's sake, war would soon

be a thing of the past. But we are trying to serve

God and Mammon at the same time.

If Henry Ford’s a fool, I wonder what the rest

of us are? And then my eye fell on the following

lines by Florence Ripley Martin, which appeared

in the New York Times:

TO THE DREAMER.

I cannot help but love the knight who goes,

Unchampioned, derided by his foes

And friends, to seek the white star of his dream

In the black night. He only sees the gleam;

And heeding neither laughter nor the sneers

Of sane complacency, his course he steers

Into the starless skies. Perchance for him

The gleam will never out of darkness swim.

Yet, better dream-possessed to fall down

In failure than to snicker like a clown

Over the dream. God give us grace to see

The grandeur in the soul of errantry.

{} {}

UNSELFISHNESS.

By George A. Briggs in Indiana Forum.

The word “unselfish” should be taken out of

the dictionary. It is a false alarm, a paradox.

It calls to mind and can call to mind nothing but

hypocrisy, servility and spiritual arrogance.

The first, typified by the sleek and pudgy

Pecksniff, usually is too obvious to deceive. A

different kind of disgust is aroused by the weak

anaemic type. It is mixed with pity for the

eager, hat-in-hand attitude toward those who walk

erect and look the world in the face.

Neither the hypocrite nor the servile soul is

especially dangerous, however. The pity and dis

gust they arouse are self-protective. But the third

kind of so-called unselfishness has a menacing

subtlety. The pose of its victim is subconscious.

He honestly, however mistakenly, believes in him

self. He makes of unselfishness an ideal, a su

perior kind of virtue. Therein lies its danger.

And especially is it dangerous when public opin

ion exalts it as a high and holy thing.

The mediaeval monk who lived for twenty

years on top of a pillar commanded the awe and

reverence of his ignorant contemporaries. Today

he would be placed in an insane asylum. His so

called abnegation of self and his peculiar kind of

devotion to God would be proofs enough of his

insanity. We would be unable to see any purpose

in his abnegation, any real service to God. -

We have outgrown such childish spectacles. No

longer are we simply credulous. Our healthy

skepticism demands that means and ends shall

be rationally connected. Nevertheless, we still

cling to the notion that unselfishness is a beauti

ful thing; that it is the remedy for our social ills.

We are apt to believe that if human nature could

be changed, if unselfishness could be made the

dominant motive of all men, then the millennium

would be here.

In the language of slang, often the breeding

place for forcible words, forget that stuff. If all

men are equal either before God or before man

made law, is not that equality destroyed if I subor

dinate my welfare to yours? Is it not just as

truly destroyed as if by force or fraud your wel

fare is subordinated to mine? In the latter case

I demonstrate my physical or intellectual supe

riority. In the former, I attempt consciously or

unconsciously to show my spiritual superiority.

But fortunately such is nature's insistence on

equality that I only succeed in making myself a

spiritual prig.

We must get away from this admiration for

and worship of unselfishness. It has no place in

an orderly world. It sets up false standards. It

demoralizes and degenerates those who practice it

as well as those upon whom it is practiced. The .

apparent need for it is a symptom of a deep

seated social disorder. The rational course is to

discover its cause and, by removing it, eliminate

unselfishness from the common life.

Then shall we learn that the true antonym of

selfishness is not unselfishness, but altruism. We

shall learn that these words are more than mere

opposites. They are related opposites. Since the

welfare of a part is involved in the welfare of

the whole, so also the ambitions of enlightened

selfishness are realized in any course, rationally

altruistic, that benefits mankind.

This fact is of great practical value in weighing

and considering altruistic ideals. It gives us two

angles from which to view them. If they seem

adapted to their purpose to benefit mankind, that

is well, but not enough. They must be further

tried by the acid test of their effect upon the

ambitions of enlightened selfishness. If in our

hasty desire to benefit mankind, we violate any

*
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natural law that enables the individual to realize

his own kind of life, then such a course is not wise

or rational, it is not altruistic.

On the other hand, if the individual is guided

by enlightened selfishness he will know that his

ambitions cannot be realized if they infringe the

equal freedom of other men. Apparent success,

based on such infringement, but dwarfs and

hardens his nature. It limits his potentialities for

either usefulness or happiness. The desire for

power, for the sake of power, or for self-aggran

dizement of any kind thus reacts on its possessor

more than on other men. It is an ignis fatuus

that lures its victim into a bog of illusion whose

cold and slimy ooze is fatal to everything really

human in his nature.

Truly we are members one of another. The

external expressions of enlightened selfishness and

altruism are identical. And both demand that

all men shall meet on a basis of level-eyed equal

ity. As John Z. White says:

“The soul of the average man possibly is not

worth saving. But, since my salvation is contin

gent on his, I am on the job.”

# ºf

THE DAWN OF A BETTER DAY.

By Dudley D. Sicher.

Written by a New York manufacturer, this poem

was read at a banquet of manufacturers in his line

and published in The Survey.

Do we purchase Toil at the lowest rate

As we buy our cloth and thread?

Do our workers labor long and late

For the price of their daily bread

In gloomy lofts where shadows frown,

In foul, unwholesome air,

Till Want and Weariness drag them down

Where—we neither know nor care?

If such things be, they must pass away

Ere we hail the Dawn of a Better Day.

Have they wrought us harm in the darker days,

Have they kept the whole truth hid?

Have they told false tales of our works and ways

And of wrongs that we never did 2

Be not too wroth at the hiss of shame,

But pass old slanders by,

And cleanse your skirts of the taint of blame

Where'er the blame may lie.

Old feuds, old sores be forgot for aye

In the hopeful Dawn of a Better Day.

Let us wipe the slate of the bitter score,

Let us turn the blotted page,

And grant that we owe our workers more

Than the dole of a “living wage.”

They give us more than their time and skill

In the health and strength they spend;

And earn the right to the kindly will

And helpful hand of a friend.

We must give them more than the coin we pay

Ere we hail the Dawn of a Better Day.

So, here's a task that we may not shirk,

For the toiling thousands plead;

We must give them comfort while they work

And help in every need;

We must lend, them strength if their souls are weak

And teach them how to live;

Nor let us, all too meanly seek

Return for all we give,

As we lift our eyes for the gladdening ray

Of the golden Dawn of a Better Day.

If this light that leads us shall not dim,

They will see, ere the course is run,

That the worker's weal and the weal of him

Who owns the shops are one.

Then each shall have his rightful gain

Ungrudged—and great and small

Shall give their best of hand and brain

For the good of each and all—

And we'll stand together, come what may,

In the brighter Dawn of a Better Day!

BOOKS

“CATCHING UPWITHTHEBIBLE.”

The Religion of Revolution. By Herbert S. Bigelow.

Published by Daniel Kiefer, Cincinnati, Ohio.

Price, cloth $1.00 net; leather $2.00.

The author's intention to produce a “fighting

document,” and not a fine-spun piece of scientific

research, is evident enough to forestall criticism

by theological scholars who are content to spend

whole decades in arguing about the ultimate

meaning of the Hebrew and Greek documents

out of which the Bible is constructed. The

trouble with our dignified professors and our

church religion in former years has been simply

this: Conventional, orthodox theology and reli

gion have not been biblical, else they would have

turned more clearly around the problems of

wealth and poverty and monopoly which are in

the foreground of the Old and New Testaments.

When the Bible was written, it was so far ahead

of the times that the world has never yet fairly

moved abreast of its moral enthusiasm and eco

nomic insight. The significance of a good deal

of our present-day religious awakening might be

described under the rubric, “Catching up with

the Bible.”

In the movement of overtaking the Scriptures,

Mr. Bigelow. has, for twenty years, been helping

multitudes to grasp the underlying purposes

which inspire the Bible. This little volume,

which ought to have a wide circulation among

fundamental democrats, gives characteristic se

lections from the author's platform output. It

is calculated not only to inflame the zeal of pro

gressive laymen, but to afford homiletic sugges

tion to wide-awake ministers who are in search of

the best things. Some nineteen addresses are

summarized here. They are all well worth read

ing; and the truths they teach lead not only to

religious but to political and economic revolu
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tion—not of the violent kind, which breaks

forcibly with the past, but of that better kind

which takes place within the terms of law, order,

and peace.

LOUIS WALLIS.

{:} {}

EXPLAINING THE CAPITALIST.

Inventors and Money Makers. By F. W. Taussig,

Henry Lee Professor of Economics in Harvard

University. Published by the Macmillan Co.,

New York. Price $1.00 net.

In her marvelous flight from the icy steppes of

blank atheism to the snow-glittering heights of

theosophy, Mrs. Annie Besant tarried for a time

in the misty vale of socialism. It was then that

opposing the “hate-of-the-capitalist-in-person”

propaganda, she prophesied that some day one

would find an explanation of the capitalist, using

the theory of Evolution as a key. Prof. F. W.

Taussig has fulfilled the prophecy, and in the

doing, given us a brilliant and original essay,

which, in some respects, and without so intending,

also forms a half reply to Bernard Shaw's tan

talizing Socialism and Superior Brains.

Rejecting Adam Smith's theory of a universal

human tendency to barter and exchange, Prof.

Taussig substitutes an Instinct of Contrivance,

common to both men and animals, but in the case

of the former, not directed to one specific end.

The instinct varies in degree so that some men

are entirely obsessed with ideas of contrivance,

whilst in others the instinct is almost dormant.

But inasmuch as no one individual is likely to

possess to a high degree different kinds of ca

pacity, the inventor, or contriving genius, is gen

erally a poor manager. Hence the alliance of the

inventor with the business man in command of

capital, to the gain of both.

But there are other instincts, to wit: acquisi

tion, domination, emulation and sympathy or

altruism. Acquisition in all its aspects is essen

tially similar to the trick of the bone-burying

dog, whether it be the collecting of manuscripts,

masterpieces or moneys, and the boundaries be

tween acquisition and domination are ill-defined

and vague, so that he that indulges in the first

is apt, under favorable conditions, to step into the

second. And the border once passed, the spirit

of conquest and domination that impelled the

Roman and the Viking and the freebooters, is

exactly the same spirit that impels the modern

Rockefellers, Harrimans and Morgans—they also

would be rulers of the world, and the result is a

mere manifestation of megalomania. And inas

much as there may be many conquerors at one

time, these too must come into mutual conflict

massing their means into overwhelming combina

tions.

The final chapter deals with the instinct of

Altruism so rudely ignored by economists, and,

whilst Prof. Taussig has no universal specific to

produce a golden age, he believes we are advancing

in the way of curbing the instincts that make for

social injustice, and encouraging those that have

regard for the public weal. Yet “the instincts

that relate to the narrower self, not to the wider,

and more particularly those of emulation and

domination, are likely to remain preponderant in

their influence on industrial activity, so long as the

resent reqime of private property endures.”p {} f p p "º's J. FINGER.
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PERIODICALs

Pearson's Magazine.

The February issue of Pearson's Magazine should

be read by every one of the thousands who have ever

heard Herbert S. Bigelow speak, or read any of his

able writings, or heard of his work. C. P. Con

nolly has written a splendid account of Bigelow's

career, and for the publishing of this masterpiece

Pearson's has added to its already great and well

earned reputation as an efficient fighter for democ

racy. Mr. Connolly's account is unusual, in that it

adheres closely to fact, and is none the less interest

ing on that account. There is probably but one cor

rection to be made, and that is of little importance.

The reference to Murat Halsted’s “escape by the

back door,” after delivering an imperialist lecture, is

erroneous. On that occasion Mr. Halsted walked

out the front door, and had no greater danger to

escape from than the need of answering some embar

rassing questions. Besides Mr. Connolly's article,

there is another of Allan L. Benson's able presenta

tions against the preparedness folly, and there are

also many interesting short stories. S. D.


