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Editorial

Now, for the first time since the United

States formally entered the struggle, the

mind of the nation may be said to be at war.

The drawing of numbers under the draft

law brought poignant realization to every

community. The grim reality of it is felt

today in every neighborhood, in every family.

Henceforth it will be our obsession—an ob

session from which there can be no escape,

that will grow in intensity as casualty lists

begin to arrive and as unit after unit sails

for France. Many are wondering how they

could have kept the emotional detachment

from what has been going on in France for

three years. Even moving pictures and the

vivid accounts of eye witnesses failed to

move us as we are now moved by just the

prospect that our own men are to participate.

Today the spirit of all America is tinged by

the spirit of the men who are offering every

thing as a sacrifice for a cause greater than

their lives. There is something mystical,

noble, and very beautiful in that spirit. It

is so much more beautiful than the lust for

"getting on” and for pleasure among our

middle class, and so much more noble than

the sordid struggle for bare existence among

our wage earners, that it is in danger of be

ing exalted as an end in itself, as justification

enough for our participation.

*k *k *

In so far as it is so accepted, the fact is a

sad commentary on the understrain of pes

simism running through us—a vague, unex

pressed pessimism involving submission to a

social order so poor in spiritual values that

any great enterprise calling for sacrifice

appears as a blessing, let the incidental mis

cry and suffering be never so great and the

object involved never so illusory. The So

cialist, aflame with ardor for the class strug

gle, the Singletaxer, striking at the root of

oppression and poverty and stunted lives,

the trade unionist, intent on extending the

benefits of fraternity and co-operation among

his fellows—these and many like them are

saved from the spiritual poverty of men

whose peace-time lives know no devotion to

an ideal, no sense of struggling, in co-opera

tion with others, for a noble end. It is not

for us to belittle or to treat with aught but

reverence the spirit of the soldier who sees

the military defeat of Germany as his only

goal. But it is for us to see to it that the

soldier's patriotism shall achieve an object

worthy of itself—that no financial and com

mercial imperialism shall be built on the ad

vantage his courage and suffering have won;

that the peace his efforts win for us shall be

a peace advantaging no small group in any

country, but such a peace as will leave the

democratic forces of every nation free for

the war against privilege that is to follow.

The fight for a better social order, based on

economic freedom and democracy, will lose

nothing by this war unless those who have

been leading it stand aside in dejection or

scoff at the sacrifices of their brothers in

armS.

*k * *

Attention to some dangerous national

enemies was directed by Carl Vrooman, As

sistant Secretary of Agriculture, in the fol

lowing public statement:

There is a pernicious brood of tories, junkers and

reactionaries in every large city in this land, who

belong to no party, but bear the black flag of finan

cial piracy and the yellow flag of economic treason.

These elements are really pro-German, and are

working to retard the progress of the United States.

They are a menace to the efficient, honorable and

economical carrying on of the war. Until they are

all struck down or shackled or extirpated there

should be declared a “political truce of God” among

real Americans.

This language may seem violent but it does

not lack justification. Mr. Vrooman’s denun

ciation is directed at a class which owes its

origin to predatory privileges granted long

ago by the Government itself. So long as

these privileges exist there will be “tories,

junkers and reactionaries.” There is piracy

and economic treason in every statute which

confers them. The effect of these statutes

is to legalize appropriation by some of the

earnings of others. Tariff protection, farm



712
Twentieth Year

The Public

ing out of public franchises, grants of land

and other privileges have tended to render

the people helpless against those who would

practice legalized piracy upon them. What

has now aroused Secretary Vrooman's right

eous indignation is the effort to subject the

Government in time of war, to treatment

which monopolists have practiced on the

people at all times. But Mr. Vrooman's in

dignation is misdirected. It is useless to

blame individuals for taking advantage of

conditions with which the Government re

fuses to interfere. If Congress will not re

peal tariff laws, if it will put taxes on labor

and honestly earned incomes in preference to

taxing land values, if it will take no steps to

ward abolition of franchise monopolies or

other privileges then “tories, junkers and re

actionaries” will continue to use the power

given them by these evil institutions to com

mit piracy. To be effective, criticism should

be directed at the cause of the trouble. A

“political truce of God” to accomplish this

would disturb the “tories, junkers and reac

tionaries” far more than the most severe

personal denunciation. In advocating this,

Secretary Vrooman has done well.

* *k *

There is a tendency in times of stress for

nervous persons to become panicky. In their

acute state of apprehension they suspect

friends and imagine danger where there is

none. When a dispatch from a London cor

respondent stated the monthly loss of ton

nage to be 1,600,000, or three times the

amount constructed, military critics charged

the Allied governments with having sup

pressed the losses, and drew doleful conclu

sions as to the outcome of the war. When

it was discovered that the operator had writ

ten “sixteen” in place of “six,” the critics

proceeded to readjust their prognostications.

A disappointed seeker after government con

tracts charged that a large order for shoes

had been given to a certain firm in spite of a

lower bid, because its head was a member

of the Council of National Defense. This

was denounced in the Senate, and was made

the excuse for the passage of a law denying

to firms that had representatives on the

Council of National Defense the right to

take contracts from the Government. An

explicit and categorical denial of the

charge by the head of the board set

the matter right, but it came too late to

head off the law to penalize any one who

should volunteer his services to the Govern

ment. A telegram to London would have

verified the strange statement of the war

correspondent. A telephone call would have

settled the charge of graft at Washington.

The fact that neither was done indicates an

undesirable willingness, not to say eagerness,

to believe evil of those in authority. The

cause of virtue is not sustained by too much

suspicion.

*k * *

While the Philippine Islands suffered from

the infamous sedition law imposed by the

Taft commission, anti-imperialists used to

claim that a strict interpretation of that sta

tute would prohibit circulation of the Dec

laration of Independence. This claim was

indignantly denied by the imperialists as

absurd and outrageous. But today, in New

York City, it required habeas corpus pro

ceedings before the Supreme Court to save

from a 90 day workhouse sentence a citizen

charged with quoting from the Declaration.

Although the writ of habeas corpus was

granted and the prisoner dismissed the om

inous fact remains that a magistrate con

victed and sentenced him, and an assistant

district attorney seriously tried to sustain

the action before the higher court. Oppres

sion which our imperialists would not have

dared attempt in dealing with subject Filip

inos, is now averted with difficulty from

American citizens in New York City.

Furthermore, the fact is notable that New

York’s daily papers had no criticism to offer,

either of the magistrate, who did not recog

nize the origin of the quotation, or of the

district attorney whose ignorance or con

tempt of the principle advocated was exposed

by this incident.

sk * sk

Is it not time to resort to other methods

than criminal prosecution to settle the trust

problem? The acquittal of the West Virginia

coal operators by the Federal court indicates

that, in the court's opinion, their prosecution

was needless and unjust. It must certainly

have caused the operators much annoyance

and heavy expense, and has not helped coal

consumers. Even had the accused men been

guilty of all charged against them, it is

doubtful whether conviction would have

helped matters. On the other hand the pos

sibility of innocent men being subjected to
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prosecution, increases the risk of investment

in coal production, and must tend to make

monopoly stronger. How much better and

more effective it would be to throw natural

resources open to all who would use them,

repeal the laws which impede industry, and

put an end to private monopoly of trans

portation. That would give free competition

a chance to accomplish what 27 years of anti

trust legislation have failed even to begin

to do.

sk * sk

There seems occasion for another investi

gation by the university professors' associa

tion of the dismissal of one of their col

leagues. The sufferer this time is Professor

L. M. Keasbey of the University of Texas.

Professor Keasbey's activity in behalf of

peace is said to be the cause of his dismis

sal. If so, mistaken ideas of patriotism may

shield the trustees for a while from the con

demnation they deserve. But Professor

Keasbey has long been obnoxious to landed

interests in the State. He has been active

in urging that steps be taken to check rural

landlordism. The war has given oppor

tunity to his opponents to make his pacifist

propaganda a pretext to get rid of him. But

that hurts the University more than the pro

fessor. If professors cannot with safety ex

press their opinions on the war, the land

question or any other subject, then the in

stitution has ceased to be reliable. For the

sake of the University of Texas, as well as

in justice to its students and to Professor

Keasbey there should be an investigation.

* * *

A growing number of bills introduced in

the United States Senate shows that Sena

tors are beginning to realize that there is a

land question. Senator Borah would stimu

late production through the taking of imme

diate measures for reclamation of arid lands.

Senator Phelan would accomplish the same

purpose through leasing of lands withheld

from private entry. There is good in both

measures, and both Senators should take note

of the fact that two years ago the Depart

ment of Labor recommended legislation to

accomplish the same reforms that they would

introduce with additional provisions needed

to secure the best results. The Department's

recommendations were embodied in a bill in

troduced by Congressman Crosser and known

as the Crosser Colonization bill, but it never

emerged from the committee stage. How

ever, the Senators should also take into con

sideration that it is not through use of arid

and withheld public lands that production

may best be stimulated. Production is mainly

restricted through the withholding from use

of privately owned lands, which do not need

to be reclaimed to make them available. It is

further restricted through taxes levied on in

dustry and enterprise. The substitution of

land value taxes for taxes on labor and its

products is the reform most needed.

* :k sk

One protectionist in the Senate has seen a

great light. Henry Cabot Lodge has uttered

the following truth:

So far as possible we ought to leave the course of

trade and the natural economic laws unmeddled with.

When the tariff issue comes up again will

Senator Lodge remain true to the sound

principle he has just proclaimed? Moreover

the Senate has not yet voted on the revenue

bill. Has Senator Lodge observed the nu

merous ways in which that measure inter

feres with trade? And has he not noticed

that there is conspicuous by its absence from

that measure the one form of taxation which

will not interfere with the course of trade

and is strictly in accordance with economic

law? He can perform an act of statesman

ship if he will strive to correct this fault by

moving to substitute for the many unsound

taxes a tax on land values.

sk * *

THE PUBLIC prints this week the first of a

notable series of articles by Mr. Louis F.

Post, founder and for fourteen years co

editor with Mrs. Post of this journal, and

for the past four years Assistant Secretary

of Labor. The general subject of these ar

ticles Will be “What the War Means to Us.”

Needless to say, they will show the same

careful setting down of the facts on which

his conclusions are premised that has always

distinguished Mr. Post's editorial work, and

will constitute a contribution of the greatest

importance to the discussion now going on

among radicals as to their attitude toward

the War. Part II of the first article Will

appear in next week's issue. Other articles,

to appear somewhat later, will be entitled

“Our Fighting Factors,” and “Financing the

War.”
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Post Office Censorship

The censoring of newspapers by barring

them from the mails involves two points;

first, the question of censorship itself; and,

second, the method of applying the censor

ship. As to the first point, the Espionage

law provides definitions, rules of procedure

and penalties. Under this provision no news

paper has been adjudged guilty of break

ing the law, and the editors and publishers

retain their citizen’s rights and privileges.

But under this same law—and more especial

ly under a well recognized custom and prac

tice—the officials of the Post Office Depart

ment have adjudged seventeen publications

guilty, and stripped their editors and pub

lishers of their citizen’s rights to use of

the mails. Thus is raised the point that

while the branch of government charged with

enforcing the law and restraining and

punishing violators finds no fault committed,

another department of the Government

charged with the promotion of the exchange

of intelligence and having no constitutional

right to judge or punish, does as a matter of

fact pass judgment and administer punish

ment.

Preposterous as such a maladjustment

may seem, it is not due to the present crisis,

but is of long standing. It originated in the

early days of the Government when the

postal department was given power by Con

gress to exclude obscene matter from the

mails. Later, power to exclude fraudulent

matter was added, and to this lottery tickets

were included. None of these provisions of

law need have worked much hardship had

not the courts chosen to treat the postal de

partment on the same basis as the military

departments and denied appeal from its rul

ings. Under this condition a practice has

been built up by means of which the Post

master General can and does regulate busi

nesses that depend upon the mails. Such

citizens as he believes are doing a fraudulent

business he can without other procedure

than lies in his own department exclude from

all mail privileges. By this means the Lewis

banking business of St. Louis in 1905 was

wrecked. Detectives of the Post Office De

partment investigated the bank, declared it

to be a fraud, and the Postmaster General

withdrew its mailing privilege. This threw

the business into the hands of a receiver who

found the bank solvent, paid all deposits in

full, and had left for the stockholders not

only their investments but large dividends.

The receiver and a noted banking authority

declared the bank to be sound and to be run

ning on sound principles. Yet the courts

would not interfere to preserve the rights

and property of men who without due pro

cess of law had been deprived of those rights

by a governmental department.

This is the essence of the present situation.

Under cover of authority built up by the ac

cumulation of accretions and precedents the

Post Office Department assumes the power

to deny mailing privileges to newspapers

that it thinks have broken the Espionage law.

It is not a question of censorship; it is not a

question of breaking the law; it is only a

question of what the Post Office Department

thinks. The suppression of these news

papers may or may not have been justifiable;

the question has not been passed upon by the

regularly constituted authorities.

Post office censorship is an expression of

an evil practice that is everywhere springing

up when popular vigilance relaxes. It is a

subtle means of doing by indirection what

popular opinion will not permit to be done by

direction. It is to executive functions what

the “rider” is to legislative action, and what

the injunction is to court practice. A favorite

trick of politicians who essay the task of

statesmen is to attach a measure that can

not be passed on its own merits to another

measure that must pass. And men who wish

to set aside the guarantee of trial by jury do

so by having a court enjoin an action that is

already forbidden by law. Then the offender

can be tried, not for breaking the law—

which would be determined by a jury—but

for disobeying the injunction, which is en

tirely in the hands of the judge. The par

allel between the censorship of the post office

and the use of the injunction in labor cases

is complete. In each an agency intended for

another purpose is used to accomplish an end

that really comes within the authority of an

other legal power; and because of this use

of the wrong agency things are done that

would not be possible under the regularly

constituted course of procedure.

The question of whether the Post Office De

partment is to exercise the power to punish

citizens who have not been tried according

to law is of grave importance at this time

because of the enlargement of government

functions. There is little doubt that the tele
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graph and telephone will at an early day be

added to the postal functions. Would that

mean that the citizen suspected by the De

partment would be shut off from the tele

graph and the telephone, as he is now barred

from the mails? And there are those who

believe the railroads will soon be taken over

by the Government. Would the same prin

ciple apply there? Would the editor or other

person thought guilty by a government offi

cial be prevented from riding upon or ship

ping freight upon the railroad? If, indeed,

the government-by-injunction principle is to

be revived in a government by departments

the people will hesitate to entrust to their

care any of these functions.

This whole censorship question is quite

simple. All the confusion and working at

cross purposes by the Government and the

publishers is due to the assumption of power

by one department of Government that of

right belongs to another department. The

determination of guilt and punishment and

restraint of the citizen lies in the legal de

partment. The Post Office Department can

aid in discovering offenders, but it has no

legal means of determining their guilt. If

it be decided that we are to censor the press

let it be done by orderly procedure that will

give to the accused all the legal safeguards

that society has provided for offenders. The

present method comes under neither martial

law nor civil law; it is irritating in the ex

treme; and it visits upon individuals hard

ships that should be suffered by no citizens

except as punishment for crime of which

they have been duly convicted by law.

Even were the present course of the Gov

ernment of malicious inception, which it sure

ly is not, it would defeat its own purpose.

While the withdrawal of mailing facilities

may suppress a few papers already in finan

cial straits, it will stimulate others. The very

matter that is found too dangerous to be

mailed may be hawked about the streets, or

sent by freight and express to distant parts

of the country. This action creates in the

minds of the victims a needless feeling of

bitterness, and a sense of martyrdom that

prompts persistence in the forbidden course.

The Administration will save itself a great

deal of unnecessary trouble by restraining

the misdirected zeal of the postal author

ities; and Congress will serve the best

interests of the citizen by transferring from

the Post Office Department to the legal de

partment the work of detection and punish

ment of crime. Attaching riders to bills is

considered a low order of statesmanship, and

government by injunction is in disrepute;

how long shall we have to endure the appli

cation of the same principle in the Post Office

Department?

Moves Toward Peace

In spite of military operations the “hig

gling of the peace market” grows stronger.

In adopting the resolutions of the Socialist

Centre bloc the German Reichstag, to all out

ward appearances at least, presents in effect

the same proposal as the Soldiers' and Work

men’s Council of Russia. To what extent

the proposals may agree fundamentally de

pends upon the spirit in which they are of

fered. But they do present something tan

gible on which peace discussion may at least

begin. And the fact is notable that there is

absent from them the needless and offensive

boasts with which the Kaiser suggested a

peace conference last winter. It may be that

the Reichstag lacks legal power to enforce

its will, but disregard of its expressed opin

ion by Chancellor or Kaiser will put them

in a position of open opposition to the Ger

man people. The declaration for peace with

out annexation or indemnities may not be all

that should be requested, but it offers an op

portunity for a reply by the allied govern

ments in a similar spirit which can make

clear that there must be no quibble concern

ing complete evacuation of all occupied for

eign territory.

More helpful, however, to permanent peace

than any arrangement of frontiers, is the sec

tion of the resolutions objecting to all plans

aiming at a post-bellum economic blockade.

It may be that the framers of the resolution

builded more wisely than they knew when

they stated “only an economic peace can pre

pare the ground for the friendly association

of all peoples.” An economic peace is not

possible while tariff walls between nations

are allowed to exist. Barriers to interna

tional trade prevent friendly cooperation.

They are based on the feeling that an injury

to people on one side of the boundary is a

benefit to those on the other side. And this

feeling leads to acquiescence in the arguments

of those who insist on the need of strong ar

maments to maintain national security. It
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does not follow that the framers of the

Reichstag resolution were thinking of this,

but they have said enough to open the way

to proposals along that line whenever a

peace conference may meet.

An economic peace will furthermore make

clear that no matter what may be the result

of military operations democracy has always

the opportunity to make autocracy unsafe.

That there should be anywhere at this late

period, a people willing to tolerate an un

democratic government, is because political

democracies have neglected to introduce eco

nomic freedom. It has been possible for up

holders of monarchy to dampen the demo

cratic ardor of superficial enthusiasts by

pointing to prevalence in republics of invol

untary poverty and destitution, and of un

fair distribution of wealth. To this more

than to any other cause is due the fact that

140 years of democracy in the United States

has failed to impress the people of certain

European monarchies with the desirability

of a more popular form of government.

As soon as political democracies abolish

within their jurisdictions involuntary pov

erty there will no longer be ground to ques

tion their desirability. Every throne will be

rendered less secure. No autocracy could

compete with a republic so managed. Free

trade will bring about economic peace be

tween nations. Economic justice within na

tional boundaries will make democracy safe,

and the small nation, economically free, need

not fear a big enslaved neighbor. The estab

lishment of such conditions must be neglected

no longer.

Triumph of Suffrage Inevitable

President Wilson has done a gracious

thing in pardoning the suffragists who had

been sentenced to sixty days in the work

house for picketing before the White House;

he will do a wise thing if he gets behind the

Susan B. Anthony amendment to the Federal

Constitution. It matters not how ill-advised

the course of the suffragists may be in nag

ging the President as a means of propaganda,

there is always present the consciousness of

something worse, the denial of the right of

woman to the ballot. And however unrea

sonable, absurd, or unjust this method may

be no one has a right to complain of it till

the cause has been removed.

If Congress had shown any particular wis

dom or ability in disposing of other matters

there might be some hope that in the fullness

of time justice would be done woman; but

painful and repeated experiences forbid. A

great part of the men occupying public place

are incapable of entertaining a new idea.

They cling fast to things as they are, and

repel all suggestions of change. And this,

too, in a world of rapid and radical changes.

Within the memory of men now in Congress

the social and industrial world has been

transformed. Much of the life that formerly

went on within the home has become public.

Not only has woman been compelled to leave

the home circle to enter into competition with

men workers, but a great deal of work for

merly looked upon as woman's work is now

done by men. From a time when women

spun, wove, sewed, and laundried the house

hold linen, and milked the cows, made the

butter and cheese, preserved fruits, and car

ried on the many activities of the household

that have been transferred to shops and fac

tories mainly operated by men, women have

been compelled to compete with men. In

stead of women crowding into men's callings,

men have gone into women's occupations.

Yet, notwithstanding these changed con

ditions political leaders have striven to main

tain the old fiction that women are repre

sented in government by men. That such a

stand is due to old fogyism is evident from

the fact that wherever political life is suffi

ciently plastic to receive new ideas, whether

it be in the Western States of this country

or under the new regime in Russia, women

are accorded equal rights with men. If a

lingering doubt remained in any mind it

should be removed by the fact that wherever

equal suffrage has been instituted there has

been no deterioration in the moral or intel

lectual life of the State, and no serious pro

posal has been made in any instance to aban

don it. But everywhere enfranchised woman

receives consideration from the politicians

that she never before had been able to get.

Why, then, should Congress or the Presi

dent longer hesitate to accept the obvious?

A fundamental right is withheld from one

half of our citizens, save where individual

States have taken action. No justification

can be offered, little is attempted. Must the

disfranchised citizens endure the pain and

humiliation of picketing and imprisonment
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to secure the rights accorded to male citizens?

Is this the only argument a Congressman can

appreciate? Or must these disfranchised

citizens resort to the methods practiced by

the Suffragettes in England? If leaders in

Congress do not want to become the laugh

ing stock of the world they will pocket their

pride and put through the Susan B. Anthony

amendment. And if the President would

avail himself of this opportunity to do a wise

as well as a just act he will enlist his great

force in behalf of the amendment.

The Shipping Controversy

The Washington Post was inherited by

Edward B. McLean as part of the estate of

his father, the late John R. McLean, a multi

millionaire with real estate and street rail

way holdings in Cincinnati, Washington and

other places. It is not a radical newspaper.

On July 19 the Post printed on its first page

a news “story” charging that the steel manu

facturing interests are behind General Goe

thals and the opposition to Chairman Den

man of the Shipping Board. It was the

cupidity of the steel men that called forth

President Wilson's blast against profiteering,

according to the Post. Then, says that

newspaper, the steel men set to work to get

rid of Mr. Denman by spreading the impres

sion that he was unduly obstructing the ship

building program. The Post continues:

“All the trouble arises from the fact that

the responsible government authority insists

upon asking questions about the expendi

ture of $600,000,000 of government money.

The Government, through its regular ship

ping board, wants to know who is to get this

money and what he is to do to earn it. Gen.

Goethals does not want anybody to boss him,

so he will not answer any questions. * * *

It is safe to predict that Gen. Goethals or

whoever handles the shipbuilding program

of the United States will answer every rea

sonable question before any contracts are

closed for the expenditure of $600,000,000 of

the people's money.”

The reader who views the war as a great

adventure is annoyed these days by reading

in his newspaper of numerous controversies

and differences that seem petty enough in

contrast with the magnitude and nobility of

the task in hand. This recrudescence of con

troversy simply means that the emotional

exhilaration which followed the declaration

of war has given way to a more rational

attitude at Washington toward interested

gentlemen who know exactly what they want.

There were weeks at Washington when it

would have been bad form to resent the in

trusion of a burglar, provided he carried an

American flag. An unpleasant phase of the

shipping controversy is the malicious attacks

on Mr. Denman in the Hearst papers. It

was years ago that Mr. Denman frustrated

Mr. Hearst's attempt to capture the Demo

cratic Party of his native State. But the

Hearst memory is long.

Food Control Legislation

The pending Food Control bill is based on

the theory that food shortage is entirely due

to hoarding, waste and faulty methods of

distribution. And these faults are attributed

more to individual greed and stupidity than

to conditions created by law. Consequently

the object of the bill is to furnish a wise and

unselfish board, to manage the food supply

on the principle that economic laws are not

to be depended upon, and that arbitrary con

trol can show better results.

But it does not necessarily follow from this

that food control should not be tried. It is

sure to have good results in an educational

way, if in no other. In the effort to enforce

its provisions it is probable that the food ad

ministrators will realize that there are many

needless obstacles to production as well as

distribution, and that these are more potent

factors in creating a shortage than indi

vidual greed and shortsightedness. They

may learn that if it were not so easy to hoard

land on which food is grown, there would be

less hoarding of food. It is possible that the

Senate will create a board that will deal with

fundamental causes.

In view of the probability, if not certainty

of the adoption of the bill in some shape, it

is well that those who look to it confidently

for good results be warned to prepare for

Some disappointment. But they should not

let their disappointment render them hope

less. If the prospective law fails to have

good results it will not be because these re

Sults are impossible, but because a wrong

method of accomplishing them has been

adopted. It will be necessary to try again,

and if the next trial be one in accordance

with natural laws, it will prove more satis

factory.
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Why We Are At War

By Louis F. Post

I

The United States has gone into the world

War in self defense. Other reasons are more

ideal and also true; but this is the cause that

gives us our warrant of war by the narrow

est rules of international orderliness which

civilization has yet evolved. We are resist

ing armed invasion. The necessity for it is

evident from the most familiar facts of Ger

man history. For half a century German

empire builders have made no secret of their

policy of world conquest. For the past three

years the German Government has given vig

orous life to their policy of a war of conquest

in Belgium and in France. And when that

policy and those invasions are considered in

connection with the defiant and death-dealing

assaults by the German Government upon

the sovereignty of the United States in Feb

ruary and March, 1917, the defensive neces

sity of our entering the war is demonstrated.

Historically, those culminating events hark

back to the Franco-Prussian war. That

struggle of nearly half a century ago, pro

voked by Bismarck with a trick as all the

world now knows, was the initial grand play

in the Prussian military game for world em

pire. At its close the Prussian plans for

larger conquests began taking on distinctive

shape. They had developed out of a political

philosophy which emphasizes the autocratic

doctrine of duties in opposition to the demo

cratic doctrine of rights. Elsewhere the doc

trine of rights, which had inspired historic

revolts against feudalistic régimes of obedi

ence, was becoming hospitable to the idea of

a natural balance of rights and duties—rights

to life, for instance, in balance with corre

sponding duties to let live. But in Prussian

ized Germany, the feudal principle of duty to

superiors in station was revived as a new

discovery and invested with new sanctions.

German projectors of a world empire—

philosophers, militarists, historians, scholars,

statesmen, courtiers—set about the inculca

tion, not always by logic or gentle persua

sion, of autocratic theories of duty as the

supreme obligation of men. Distorted echoes

of those teachings were often heard in Amer

ican universities and from American plat

forms in discouragement of democratic prog

ress here. These American echoes usually

stressed the obligation as one between indi

viduals, which is after all not so very differ

ent essentially from the principle of a balance

of duties and rights. But this was not the

thought that the moulders of Prussian em

pire stressed. The essence of their theory

of duties is militaristic. It implies a duty

of obedience to the word of command. It re

quires subordination at all times and in all

things to “the state” (a conception identical

with the “Leviathan” of Thomas Hobbes),

which, in the Prussianistic imagination, is

personified by the Kaiser. Exalting “the

state” as the prime object of individual devo

tion and the Kaiser as its visible deity, these

Prussian promoters of despotism established,

almost in the center of Europe and in an age

of developing democracy, a reactionary em

pire of “divine right,” which they dedicated

to a world-conquering purpose.

Though the King of Prussia by “divine

right” of birth is German Kaiser only by

Constitutional derivation, this makes no dif

ference. The German constitution is of a

texture and the despotic Prussian spirit of

a character to invest the Kaiser with the

King's inherited divinity. There is, to be

Sure, a constitutional parliament for Ger

many; but it is ruled by an imperial chancel

lor responsible to the Kaiser, whose appoint

ment he holds, whose purposes he serves, and

who can dismiss him at will. Except for a

fragile right of veto, it has no more legisla

tive power than a village debating society.

In Prussian municipal governments, too, the

Kaiser controls the governing officials. Nor

is this autocratic “state” political alone. It

is also supreme in its influence upon educa

tion and morals. Children's minds are

moulded by its educational processes in ac

cordance with the Government's conception

of what is best for “the state,”—not for the

child, unless by lucky coincidence, but for

“the state.” Like its political adjustments,

the Prussianized educational machinery is
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pyramided up to the Kaiser. From element

ary schools its wheels revolve with automatic

regularity and mechanical precision through

higher schools and universities to a place in

the exquisitely geared machinery of “the

state,” at which all is moved and mastered

by the Kaiser's touch of a governmental but

ton. The Kaiser himself is under the influ

ence of a dominant caste—agrarian and

military—of which, in virtue of his birth, he

is the most worshipful grandmaster.

Caste gradations are characteristic of this

mystical German “state.” To the Prussian

istic institutions of Germany they are what

democracy is to countries more advanced in

civilization—the spirit of the place, the

thought to conjure with, the sign to conquer

by. They do not belong with those mere sur

vivals of caste which distort the democracy

of other countries, but are a system of caste

government which is cultivated as a social

and political necessity and as one of the neces

sary factors of “kultur.” The German child

is educated for the caste in which he is born.

Prejudices of higher toward lower grades of

caste, and subserviency from the lower to the

higher, are sedulously fostered for “state”

reasons. University professors are flanged

for caste grooves. Clergymen and school

teachers are congealed in caste moulds. Work

ingmen are graded off and graded through by

caste variations. Women are straight

jacketed in castes of sex, appendant in series

to the caste levels of their respective men

folk. And complexities of military caste, in

terweaved with a land-nobility caste, rule the

others—subject of course to the Kaiser, who

is at the apex of these caste gradations.

Out of it all has come a stupendous social

and political machine. Individual impulses

have been ossified and moral perceptions in

verted. Even the scientific and the religious

groups have been shaped in caste moulds.

But this machine is efficient. No blame to

such as worship efficiency for the sake of

efficiency, if they bow the head and bend the

knee at the altars of the German system.

There are those, however, who value effi

ciency not for its own sake but for the sake

of the worthiness of its objects and the use

fulness of its accomplishments. To such as

these the prospect of a world-wide imposi

tion of a Prussianistic “state” by military

conquest is not inviting. It would be abhor

rent to every democratic instinct and at

variance with every democratic thought.

Yet precisely that purpose has been the

manifest object of German efficiency. In so

far as it has served useful ends in social life,

those ends have been served as incidents to

the purpose of world conquest. Except in so

far as the efficiency has been for the mere

sake of being efficient, or for the sake of sub

ordinating the German people—body, mind

and soul—to the dominion of a caste-bound

“state,” its unconcealed design has been to

make military conquest of the rest of man

kind. The Prussianized German Government

coveted a “place in the sun” where its

shadow would hang over all the earth; and

efficiency for military conquest was its

method. Conquest was not the purpose of

the masses of the German people. But it was

the purpose of their ruling caste and its royal

chief; and the German people, obsessed with

Prussian “kultur,” were an impotent factor

in giving political form to their instinctive

love of democracy and peace. So the Govern

ment of Germany has, for purposes of world

conquest, been able to devote years of time

and volumes of human energy to making

marvelously efficient a gigantic war machine.

By inculcating an automatic sense of duty to

“the state,” through the ramifications of me

chanized “kultur,” and stirring up a spirit of

military conquest as a necessity of normal

German life and national existence, it has

sustained in Germany and in times of peace,

that abnormal public opinion which in coun

tries like ours is sustained only in times of

war. It has taught the German people to

think of war as a necessary element in the

life of nations and an indispensable factor

of “kultur.” It has impressed upon them

the duty of making aggressive war not only

for the good of Germany but for the good of

the human race. And, teaching the vital im

portance of seizing “the most favorable mo

ment” for beginning wars of conquest, it en

couraged a German-wide toasting of “the

Day” when the conquering movement should

begin.

After more than forty years of such prep

aration for forcibly extending Prussian im

perialism over the world, “the Day” came.

The “most favorable moment” for further

Prussian conquest was seen and seized by the

military caste of the empire. The German

Government, a young and vigorous despot

ism, armed to the teeth, was ready and eager
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to begin its next war of conquest. Russia, a

decrepit autocracy, had but recently suffered

military disaster. France, so far advanced

from her old lust for revenge that the anti

war party had just won the parliamentary

elections, was neither inclined to make a war

nor prepared for waging one. Great Britain,

her parties in power (Liberal, Labor and

Irish) all anti-war parties on the whole and

in every respect the antithesis of the party

in power in Germany—was averse to war

and, without further preparation, hardly

capable of successfully waging even defen

sive war. Circumstances had thus conspired

to make this moment “the most favorable”

possible for the German Government to begin

a war of conquest they made. Had not “the

Day” arrived? Was not “the most favorable

moment” at hand?

In the twinkling of an eye the Kaiser's mili

tary machine assembled. Every man dropped

into “his place” at the word. Almost before

the western world suspected a possibility of

war, the German Government had seized Bel

gium and sent a huge army of invasion on

its conquering way toward Paris. In a month

the invader was to have been again in that

city which nearly fifty years before he had

beleaguered and starved into surrender. From

there he was to have offered a German peace.

Its conditions would have been framed to

crush France so completely that she could

its war move for world conquest. Had any never resist a German march of conquest

*
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doubt remained, an incident occurred to stifle

it. Just at this “most favorable moment,”

when the German Government was hair

trigger ready for war, and France, the na

tion first to be crushed, was wholly unready,

as was Great Britain also, a royal prince was

assassinated. The crime was in no sense a

cause for war; but to the German war lords

it was “a good enough morgan.” As one

member of the German parliament dared to

say to them with bitter irony, they welcomed

that assassination as “a gift from heaven.”

A war of conquest was what they wanted, and

again. The least of its exactions would have

been a strategic harbor on the English chan

nel—a point from which the next war of Ger

man conquest westward could be waged with

advantage against Great Britain. And this

German peace—a truce between conquests—

would have endured until another “most fa

vorable moment” for conquest had made fur

ther invasion by the German Government

“necessary for the German people” and “the

good of the human race.” The treaty of peace

would then have been another “scrap of

paper.”
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But the unexpected happened. The effi

cient war machine somehow proved inefficient

at a decisive moment. The German march

of conquest from Berlin to the Atlantic coast

was checked. Only checked, however, for the

invader has not yet gone back into his own

country. His war of conquest in Western

Europe still hangs in the balance. For three

years he has occupied Belgium and northern

France. His possession is without the slight

est color of any right but military might. He

can neither justify nor excuse his invasion

by even the semblance of a defensive plea.

His hold upon those countries accords with

no other explanation than a stupendous at

tempt to realize in part his long fostered pol

icy of world conquest.

And now, pursuant to that policy and for

its more complete realization, he has thrown

his western battle line beyond Belgium, be

yond France, beyond Great Britain, many

leagues out upon the Atlantic Ocean toward

the United States.

This advance of the German westward

from his own frontiers into and through Bel

gium, into northern France, and, overleaping

the rest of France, out upon the Atlantic to

the 20th meridian, is indicated by the shaded

part of the accompanying map.

An Essential of Lasting Peace

By Louis D. Brandeis"

Those discussing the possibilities of a last

ing peace usually emphasize one or the other

of the following means of securing it:

First: The creation of a Congress of the

Nations to determine what should be their

relative rights, of an International Court to

decide any disputed claims, and of an Inter

national Police to enforce the laws of this

Congress and the decisions of this Court.

Second: The democratization of the Na

tions, and particularly of the war making

power; so that the people, who must ulti

mately bear the burdens of war, may decide

whether war shall be entered upon.

Third: Disarmament—so that unprepared

ness may prevent precipitate action—and

encourage sober second thought.

Fourth: The removal of economic causes

of war, and pre-eminently the prohibition of

preferential tariffs.

These suggestions, if carried out, would

undoubtedly tend to preserve peace; for to

gether they would reduce the provocations of

war and lessen the facility of conducting it.

But is there not a cause of war which is more

fundamental than any of those which it is

sought thus to remove?

Deeply imbedded in every nation and peo

ple is the desire for full development—the

longing for self expression. In the past it

has been generally assumed that the full de

velopment of one people necessarily involved

its domination over others. Strong nations

are apt to become convinced that by such

* An address delivered before the Economic Club in Boston

on February 8, 1915.

domination only does civilization advance.

Strong nations assume their own superiority

and come to believe that they possess the

divine right to subject other peoples to their

sway. Soon the belief in the existence of

such a right becomes converted into a convic

tion that a duty exists to enforce it. Wars

of aggrandizement follow as a natural result

of this belief.

This attitude of nations and peoples is the

exact correlative of the position generally

assumed by the strong in respect to other

individuals before democracy became a com

mon possession. The struggles of the eigh

teenth and nineteenth centuries both in peace

and in war were devoted largely to overcom

ing that position as to individuals, to estab

lishing the equal right to development of

every person and in making clear that equal

opportunity for all involves this necessary

limitation: Each man may develop himself

so far, but only so far, as his doing so will

not interfere with the exercise of a like right

by all others. Thus liberty has come to mean

the right to enjoy life, to acquire property, to

pursue happiness, in such manner that the

exercise of the right in each is consistent

with the exercise of a like right by every

other of our fellow citizens. Liberty thus

defined underlies twentieth century democ

racy. Liberty thus defined exists in a large

part of the western world. And even where

this equal right of all has not yet been ac

cepted as a political right, its ethical value is

becoming recognized.

The movements of the last century have
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proved that whole peoples have individuality

no less marked than that of the single per

son; that the individuality of a people is irre

pressible, and that internationalism which

seeks the obliteration of nations or peoples

is unattainable. As democracy rejects the

proposal of the superman who shall rise

through sacrifice of the many and insists that

the full development of each individual is not

only a right but a duty to society, so the new

nationalism proclaims the right and the duty

of each race or people to develop itself fully.

The history of the last century shows the

persistence and intensity of this feeling. It

made a great and united country out of the

Italy which had been declared by Metternich

to be but a “geographical expression.” It

freed Greece. It created the kingdoms of

Roumania, Bulgaria and Servia. It made

little Montenegro an independent state. It

assures home rule in Ireland. It revived

the Cymric language in Wales. It has kept

alive the struggle for a free Poland. It made

a Dual Monarchy out of Austria; and the

demands of its many other peoples subjected

to the German-Hungarian rule have kept it

in constant turmoil. If we wish to find the

true explanation of the readiness of the Eu

ropean peoples to sacrifice their best in men

and property—of their joyousness amidst

losses which cannot be repaired in genera

tions—we must look deeper for the war's

causes than economic ambitions or treaty vio

lations. The fundamental cause is the long

ing of the people for self-development—for

self-expression; and the mistaken belief On

one side or the other that this self-develop

ment justly requires the subjection of other

peoples.

No peace which is lasting can ever come

until the nations great and small accept the

democratic principle that there is and shall

be no supernation, to rise through subjection

of others, and the truth that each people has

in it something of peculiar value which it can

contribute to that civilization for which we

are all striving. And until that principle is

accepted—and that truth recognized, unrest

must be unending. Whatever economic ar

rangement may be made, however perfect

and comprehensive may become the ma

chinery for enforcing the treaties of the

nations, those peoples who are not accorded

equality of opportunity for full development

will prove a source of irritation; injustice

will bring its inevitable penalty; and the

peace of the world will be broken again and

again, as those little nations of the Balkans

have taught us in recent years.

Equal opportunity for all peoples as for all

individuals,—that is the essential of interna

tional as well as of national justice upon

which a peace which is to be permanent must

rest. Unless that fundamental right is rec

ognized and granted universally, there will

be discord and war in the future, as there

has been in the past.

NEWS OF THE WEEK

Week Ending July 24.

Congressional Doings

By a vote of 81 to 6 the Senate passed the Food

Control bill in a shape differing much from the form

in which it passed the House. The six opposed were

France of Maryland, Penrose of Pennsylvania, Sher

man of Illinois, Sutherland of West Virginia, Hard

wick of Georgia, and Reed of Missouri. As passed

the bill provides for appointment by the President

of three Commissioners to constitute a board of food

administration. It prohibits destruction, hoarding

and monopolization of necessaries. It fixes $2 a

bushel as the minimum price for wheat, authorizes

the Trade Commission to fix prices of coal and coke,

and forbids members of the National Defense Coun

cil from having any interest in materials sold to the

Government. An amendment, proposed by Senator

Hollis, was adopted designed to prevent interference

with the labor sections of the Clayton Act. The

House had refused to adopt such an amendment. An

amendment for seizure of the railroads was rejected.

Before passage of the bill, Senator La Follette de

clared that the bill had been altered to suit the manu

facturing interests of New England, the aluminum

interests of Utah and other special interests, which

have been freed from control, while agricultural

products are to be regulated by a board “which really

consists of one man.” [See current volume, page

698.]

sk *

Without a roll call the Senate adopted on July 21

the appropriation of $640,000,000 for aeroplanes.

* *

The London resolution for an investigation of the

barring of papers from the mails was adversely re

ported by the Committee on Post Offices and Post

Roads on July 23. The Committee quoted a com

munication from the Postmaster-General saying that

to state the reasons for suppression would be incom

patible with public interest.

Militant Suffrage Tactics Continue

Sixteen women arrested for picketing the White

House in the interest of Suffrage were convicted of

obstructing traffic in the District of Columbia police

court and given the choice by Judge Mullowney of

paying $25 fine or serving 60 days in the Work

house. All chose the Workhouse. They were Julia

Hurlbut, Mrs. Betsy J. Reyneau, Minnie Abbott, Mrs.

J. A. H. Hopkins, Anne Martin, Mrs. Beatrice Kin
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kead, Mrs. Louise P. Mayo, Mrs. Elizabeth S. Rog

ers, Mrs. Eunice D. Brannan, Eleanor Callnan, Mary

Ingham, Doris Stevens, Mrs. Gilson Gardner, Janet

Fotheringham, Mrs. Florence B. Hilles and Mrs.

Amelia Hines Walker. All were sent to the Work

house and began serving their sentences. On July 19

President Wilson, who declared that he had been

shocked by the whole affair, pardoned all of the pris

oners. On the following day twelve of the released

prisoners began picketing again at both White House

gates. The police refrained from interfering. The

picketing has continued each day since.

Figures on the Coal Situation

A report on the coal situation by a committee of

the People's Power League of Illinois, of which Hugh

Reid is chairman, mentions that the price of Illinois

coal at the mines eighteen months ago was $1 a ton.

Labor cost since then has increased no more than

ten cents a ton, but nevertheless the price asked for

Illinois coal at the mine by the Coal Committee of

the National Defence Council, headed by Francis S.

Peabody, is $2.75 a ton. The People's Power

League's committee presents prices to large con

sumers of coal in Illinois during 1916 as follows:

Illinois Central Railroad. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1.21

Chesapeake and Ohio. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.01

Chicago and Alton. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.19

E. J. & E. Railroad. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.22

Illinois Terminal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... 1.25

Chicago and Illinois Midland. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.21

Springfield Terminal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.20

C. C. C. & St. L. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.41

Baltimore and Ohio. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.02

General Average for all Steam Railroads. . . . . 1.50

Furthermore, the Committee presents the follow

Ing:

Prices paid for coal during 1916 by companies with

which members of State Defense Council are con

nected.

John P. Hopkins:

15,730 Shares Commonwealth Edison Com

pany . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

400 Shares Pullman Company. . . . . . . . . . . 1.98

Samuel Insull:

Public Service Company of Northern Illinois. 1.77

Chicago and Alton Railroad. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.19

Commonwealth Edison Company. . . . . . . . . . . . 2.04

Chicago and Illinois Midland Railroad. . . . . . 1.21

J. Ogden Armour:

Illinois Central Railroad. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.21

John A. Spoor:

Produce Terminal Corporation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.95

Chicago Junction Railway. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1.94

Mrs. J. T. Bowen

4,180 Shares Pullman Company. . . . . . . . . . . . 1.98

Fred W. Upham:

Chicago and Illinois Midland Railroad. . . . . . 1.21

Members of State Defense Council who are

interested in coal mining or sale—Samuel Insull:

Producers Coal Company and Midland Counties

Coal Company. John P. Hopkins: Peabody Coal

Company (Director), Consumers Coal Company

(Director), Midland Counties Coal Company,

through Commonwealth Edison Co. J. Ogden

Armour: Madison Coal Corporation through Illinois

Central Railroad, St. Paul Coal Company through

C. M. and St. P. Railroad. Fred W. Upham: Pea

body Coal Company, Consumers Company.

The following letter was sent on July 10 by Mr.

Reid as chairman of the Committee to Governor

Lowden of Illinois, who is himself a stockholder and

former director of the Pullman Company:

The price of coal at the mine last year was ap

proximately $1 per ton. It does not require an

investigation to establish this. You, yourself, are

doubtless familiar with the average price paid

during 1916 by the Pullman Railroad, which was

$1.98 per ton, including transportation.

Nor can this fact be unknown to the State De

fense Council. Many of the members of that body

are officers, directors, or stockholders of companies

which have made sworn statements as to average

coal prices paid by them last year. For your in

formation we append such a list. These prices in

clude freight.... By subtracting carrying charges,

you can readily verify our statement that the

average price last year was about $1 per ton at the
I'mine.

Today, the people of the state are asked prices

for coal based upon a mine mouth price of $2.75 or

greater. The labor cost has increased 10c. per ton

in the meantime. Ten cents per ton is a fair profit

in normal times. Is it not evident that profits have

£1,500 per cent. while wages have risen 15 per

cent."

Can such problems be dealt with by persons

who are themselves receiving the profits? The

presence of Mr. Francis S. Peabody (himself a

beneficiary) on the National Defense Board has al

ready done serious damage to the industrial pro

cesses of the country. The use of official power to

protect private privileges at a time like this so as

to cripple industry is doubly dangerous. The

prosecution of the war is dependent upon, underly

ing industrial processes. Hence interference with

these processes is equivalent to aiding the armed

forces of the enemy.

We desire to point out that a similar condition

exists in the State Defense Council. Many of its

members are themselves financially interested in

the mining or sale of coal. We append a list for

your information. The public was at first inclined

to think that with many of these men patriotism

would outweigh profit. We have no doubt that

you yourself thought so when you appointed them.

This hope has so far proved delusive. We now

appeal directly to you. Can you not urge upon the

Council that they abandon temporarily at least

their selfish interests for those of their nation?

Let them abandon their Fabian policy and take ac

tion. We urge that public hearings be held and

prompt and efficacious steps taken to stop whole

sale extortion.

We urge you to summarily remove Messrs. In

Sull, Upham, Hopkins and such others as may

have demonstrated their inability to lay aside

selfish for patriotic motives and replace them with

men who represent and have been affiliated with

industry rather than privilege.

The Free Speech Fight

The committee appointed at a New York meeting

on July 13 to present protests against the postal

censorship to Postmaster-General Burleson, reported

the result of their efforts at another meeting on July

20. The committee consisted of Amos Pinchct,

Roger Baldwin, Morris Hillquit, Fannie Wither

spoon, Merrel Rogers, T. A. Hickey and Crystal

Eastman. They had seen the Postmaster-General
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but he had refused to point out any specific para

graph in any of the suppressed papers which he

considered unmailable. He said the suppressed

papers would be admitted to the mails again pro

vided they said nothing about the war or conscrip

tion. [See current volume, page 699.]

* *

The American Socialist, official organ of the So

cialist party, was summoned to appear before Third

Assistant Postmaster-General Dockery on July 18

and show cause why it should not forfeit its second

class mailing privileges. The reason given for the

summons was that it had failed to maintain continu

ity of publication, although the cause of its failure

was the refusal of the Post Office Department itself

to admit to the mails its issues of June 23 and 30.

At the hearing the paper was represented by Clar

ence Darrow and Seymour Stedman.

* *k

The application of The Masses for an injunction

to restrain Postmaster Patten of New York from

barring it from the mails was heard by Judge

Learned Hand on July 21. Earl B. Barnes, attorney

for the Post Office Department, presented affidavits

from Postmaster-General Burleson and Solicitor

Lamar specifying as reasons for barring the paper

four cartoons in the August issue entitled “Liberty

Bell,” “Conscription,” “Making the World Safe for

Capitalism,” and “Congress and Big Business.” In

addition four articles were mentioned: “A Ques

tion,” “A Tribute,” “Conscientious Objectors,” and

“Friends of American Freedom.” The cartoon

“Making the World Safe for Capitalism” represented

American Commissioners Root and Russell in con

nection with England and Japan trying to restrain

the new democracy of Russia. The “Liberty Bell”

cartoon he considered offensive because it showed

the bell completely broken. He admitted that Con

gress could not constitutionally restrict the freedom

of speech, but held that it could prevent use of the

mails for propagating opinions contrary to the inter

ests of the country. This brought from Judge Hand

the remark:

You cannot expound the meaning of the statute

to apply to mailability and contrast it as applied

to indictability. You cannot play fast and loose

with it. That violates all ideas of law and its

intent.

Gilbert Roe, attorney for The Masses, contended

that Congress had framed the Espionage Act care

fully so as to require an overt act for prosecution

thereunder, and that The Masses had committed

none. Attorneys for both sides presented briefs and

judgment was withheld.

* *

Justice Brandeis of the Supreme Court granted

permission on July 19 to Emma Goldman and Alex

ander Berkman to appeal their cases to the Supreme

Court, and in the meantime ordered that they be ad

mitted to bail. He took similar action in the cases of

Morris Becker and Louis Kramer, also convicted of

conspiracy against the draft law. The latter has

furthermore been convicted for refusing to register.

Harry Weinberger, attorney for all of these defend

ants, had presented the following grounds for an

appeal: :

First—That no evidence whatsoever of a con

spiracy was proved against either Berkman and

Goldman or against Kramer and Becker.

Second—That the entire conscription law is un

constitutional and, therefore, there cannot be a

conspiracy to break a law that is void.

The grounds of unconstitutionality claimed in

the assignment of error were:

First—It violated Section 13, Subdivision 1 of

the amendment to the Constitution, which reads:

“Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude except

as a punishment for crime whereof the party

shall have been duly convicted shall exist within

the United States or any place subject to their

jurisdiction.” That the conscription law imposes

military, agricultural, or industrial service under

any condition determined by the military or Con

gress as to hours, condition, and pay.

Second—That it violates Article I. of the amend

ment of the Constitution which reads: “Congress

shall make no law respecting an establishment of

religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”

That the conscription law does establish a religion

in that it gives a special privilege to members of

any well-recognized sect and does not give the

privilege to any one who does not belong to any

well-recognized religious sect, or those who have

no religion at all.

Third–That it violates Article I. of the Consti

tution, Section 8, Subdivisions 15 and 16, which

only gives the United States the right to call forth

the militia in the case of an invasion or a rebellion,

and that neither an invasion nor rebellion are tak

ing place.

Fourth—That it violates Article I., Section 8,

Subdivision 12, which reads: “To raise and sup

port armies, but no appropriation of money to that

use shall be for a longer term than two years.”

Fifth—That it violates Article IV., Section 11,

Subdivision 1, of the Constitution, which reads:

“The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all

privileges and immunities of citizens in the several

States.” That the law imposes military, agricul

tural, or industrial service on all male citizens be

tween the age of 21 and 30 years, inclusive, with

certain exceptions, and excluding the excepted

class and older and younger males.

Sixth–It violates Article V. of the amendment

to the Constitution, which reads: “No person shall

be deprived of life, liberty, or property without

due process of law.”

sk *

In the case of Harry Aurin, convicted and sen

tenced by Magistrate Daniel F. Murphy of Bronx

Borough for circulating quotations from the Declara

tion of Independence, Judge Peter A. Hendrick held,

on July 17, that he should be dismissed. In his de

cision Judge Hendrick stated:

A man cannot be guilty of disorderly conduct

when he does a legal act. The question is whether

it is disorderly conduct to give out excerpts of the

Declaration of Independence with a question at the

bottom “Is our Government living up to these prin

ciples?” I cannot see how that can be a breach of

the peace or conduct tending to a breach of the

peace.

Aliens have the right to criticise the law the

same as citizens. There is free speech in this

country and as long as there is no disorder and no

statement inciting to a breach of the peace the

defendant is not guilty of any crime.

“Is our Government living up to these prin

ciples?” is mere criticism that is made every day

by the newspapers. Newspapers criticise laws and
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they have that right. As long as criticism of the

laws are not coupled with any disorder, or no ap

peal to people to disobey the laws they are not

guilty of any crime. Anyone may criticise the

Government or any law or agitate for the repeal of

any law. We still have free speech and free press

in the United States.

Peoples Council Conference

The third and fourth conferences under the aus

pices of the People's Council, with headquarters at

2 W. 13th St., New York City, were held in Philadel

phia and Los Angeles on July 21. The conferences

were called to secure concrete announcement of terms

on which the United States Government is willing to

make peace. The Philadelphia meeting was held at

the Arch Street Theatre in the morning and after

noon and mass meetings were held in the evening at

both the theatre and the new Traymore Hall. The

speakers were Scott Nearing, Gilbert E. Roe, Roger

Baldwin, Daniel Kiefer, Jacob Panken and Reverend

Norman Thomas. The Los Angeles meeting was

addressed by former Senator John D. Works,

Judge James Ryckman, Professor Paul Jordan

Smith, Walter Thomas Mills, T. W. Williams, C. E.

S. Wood of Portland, Job Harriman and Charles

James. Both conferences adopted the same resolu

tions as were adopted in New York and Chicago.

These protest against postal censorship and other

interferences with constitutional rights, urge aboli

tion of secret diplomacy, and demand democratic

control of foreign policy, referendums on war and

conscription, and public discussion of all proposed

treaties and alliances. [See current volume, page

654.]

British Singletaxers Mourn Pastoriza

A cablegram from John Paul, secretary of the

United Committee for Taxation of Land Values, was

received by Mrs. Joseph Fels on July 19 as follows:

United Committee assembled here today mourn

the loss of Pastoriza and send deepest sympathy

to the Singletaxers in the United States.

Socialists and Germany

Upton Sinclair, in his address to the members of

the Socialist party on his withdrawal from member

ship, details his experience in attempting to align

the Socialists of the world in opposition to war.

British, French, and Italian Socialists welcomed the

idea, but the German Socialists declined. Speaking

of his visit to Berlin he says:

I was still keen for the general strike as the

great weapon of internationalism; but talking

with German party leaders, I found radicals and

conservatives alike in agreement that the party

would be powerless to prevent a war which the

rulers willed; any effort to prevent it would mean

suicide for the party organization—it would be

wiped out in twenty-four hours. I pointed out

what this meant, that the rest of Europe was com

pelled to arm against Germany; and this they ad

mitted. The best they could answer was that after

the war, and especially after an unsuccessful war,

their time would come. I call attention especially

to the last sentence, which I quote literally from a

letter of Germany's intellectual leader—“especially

after an unsuccessful war.” If the German party

leaders object to my attitude at the present mo

ment, I tell them that I am merely standing on the

program which they themselves outlined in the

summer of 1913. If the German Government is a

wild beast, and if the forces of reason and decency

within Germany admit themselves helpless in the

grip of that beast—then obviously it is up to the

rest of the world to bind and chain the beast, set

ting free the German Socialists along with the

rest of mankind.

European War

Mutiny among the Russian forces in Galicia has

led to general disorder on that front and the aban

donment of much of the territory taken during the

recent advance. The disaffection and demoralization

produced by agitators working in the interest of the

Germans is said to extend over a fifty mile front.

Tarnopol, held by the Russians since the early

stages of the war, is reported occupied by the Ger

mans. Drastic measures are being taken in Petro

grad to stamp out the disaffection. North of the

Pinsk Marshes the Russians have advanced two

miles against the German lines, and have taken 1,000

prisoners. On the western front the Crown Prince's

army has made prolonged and desperate attempts

to retake the positions captured by the French on

the Craonne plateau north of the Aisne River. These

attacks are said to rival in volume and intensity the

assaults upon Verdun. The losses are reported to be

very heavy, and the only gain a temporary lodgment

in one of the first line French trenches. [See cur

rent volume, page 701.]
* *

The German political crisis appears to have passed

for the moment. The Reichstag adopted, by a vote

of 214 to 116, the peace resolutions agreed upon by

the majority, calling for peace without forced acqui

sitions of territory, and without economic blockades.

The new Chancellor, Dr. Michaelis, in his address to

the Reichstag on the 19th took practically the same

ground as that held by Bethmann-Hollweg. He

viewed with indifference America’s entrance into the

war, said the difficulty of supporting an army at such

a distance, even if it succeeded in crossing the ocean,

would make it a burden rather than an advantage

to the Allies, and expressed confidence in the ability

of the submarines to bring the enemy to terms. Re

garding peace he made no more definite statement

than that “Germany will not continue the war a day

longer merely for the sake of conquests, if it can

obtain an honorable peace.” But he added, “The

Germans wish to conclude a peace as combatants

who have successfully accomplished their purpose

and proved themselves invincible first.” The general

tenor of his speech was that of the preceding chan

cellor and of the Kaiser, in that it laid responsibility

for the beginning of the war upon Russia directly

for mobilizing her army, and indirectly upon Eng

land for not preventing that mobilization. The ruth

less submarine warfare, he declared, was due to Eng

land's illegal blockade. The comment of the Social

ist paper, Vorwaerts, on the Chancellor's speech was:

“Take heed; the masses of the German people incline

toward outspoken mistrust.” Before adjournment to

September 26, the Reichstag voted the new war

credit of $3,750,000,000.
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The number of British merchants ships destroyed

by mines and submarines for the week, as given by

the Admiralty report, was 14 vessels over 1,600 tons,

4 under that measurement, and 8 fishing boats. The

arrivals at British ports for the week were 2,128,

and the departures 2,920.

* *:

Changes have been made in the British Cabinet by

which Sir Edward Carson has been moved from

his post as First Lord of the Admiralty to member

ship in the War Cabinet without portfolio. Sir Eric

Campbell Geddes, Director General of Munitions

Supply, has been made First Lord of Admiralty.

Winston Spencer Churchill succeeds Dr. Christopher

Addision as Minister of Munitions, Dr. Addison be

coming a minister without portfolio. The shift of

ministers was remarkable in that the new head of

the Admiralty is a railroad man and not a politician,

and is not a member of Parliament. Dissatisfaction

is expressed by Liberals over Carson’s appointment

to the War Cabinet for the reason that it gives three

Conservatives and one Liberal on that board, the

fifth member, Mr. Henderson, representing Labor,

being still absent on the Russian mission.

: *k

A squadron of fifteen or twenty aeroplanes in

vaded the English coast near Harwich on the 22d,

but were prevented from reaching London by the

British guns and planes. The invaders dropped

bombs on Felixstowe and Harwich, killing 11 persons

and wounding 26. The clamor for retaliatory meas

ures had caused the Government to say attacks

would be made in kind on German cities. This is

considered a renewed challenge.

Russia

Disorder among the troops in Galicia was fol

lowed by disturbances in Petrograd and Moscow in

which the troops were necessary to restore order at

the cost of some loss of life. The crisis resulted in

the resignation of Premier Lvoff, and the appoint

ment of Alexander F. Kerensky. Premier Kerensky

retains for the present the portfolio of Minister of

War and Marine. On the 23d unlimited power was

voted the new Government by the Council of Work

men’s and Soldiers’ Delegates and the Council of

Delegates of the Peasants of All Russia at a joint

sitting, for the purpose of quelling all disturbances,

and restoring order at the front and in the capital.

The Cabinet is designated as the Government of Na

tional Safety. Drastic measures have already been

invoked to suppress agitators working in the interest

of the German government. The resolutions adopted

by the Delegates note the fleeing of the troops be

cause of discord among them, and says:

The time has come to act without hesitation. We

have acknowledged the Provisional Government.

With the Government lies the salvation of the rev

olution. We have acknowledged its unlimited au

thority and its unlimited power. Its commands

must be law. All those who disobey the commands

of the Provisional Government in battle will be

regarded as traitors. Towards traitors and cow

ards no mercy will be shown.

Fellow soldiers, you want a durable peace. You

want your land, your freedom. Then you must

know that only by a stubborn struggle will you

win peace for Russia and all nations. Yielding

before the troops of the German Emperor, you lost

both your land and your freedom. The conquer

ing, imperialistic Germans will force you again

and again to fight for your interests.

Fellow soldiers, you are being watched # those

who work for Russia and by the whole world. The

ruin of the Russian revolution spells ruin for all.

Summon up all your manhood, your perseverance

and sense of discipline, and save the fatherland.

[See current volume page 702.]

sk *

Siam is reported to have declared that a state of

war exists between that country and Germany and

Austria. Siam, the first absolute monarchy to join

the conflict, is the sixteenth nation to join the En

tente Allies. The object given in the declaration is

to “uphold the sanctity of international rights

against nations showing contempt for the principles

of humanity and respect for small states.”

Ireland

Arrangements have been completed for the meet

ing of the Irish convention at Dublin on the 25th.

All factions are represented except the Sinn Feiners

and the O'Brienites, who have refused to take part

in the gathering. Newspaper reporters are to be ex

cluded from the meetings, and only the official re

ports are to be published. The O’Brienites claim the

convention leaves unrepresented the great body of

the Irish people, and that the Government refuses to

agree to submit the decision of the convention to a

referendum vote. [See current volume, page 687.]

Spain

A crisis is impending in Spain on account of the

continued agitation for changes in government. The

Catalan representatives, with the support of public

opinion of the Catalan provinces, at a meeting in

Barcelona, have decided to make an appeal to all

members of the last Cortes to meet in Barcelona on

the 26th for a “consultative” sitting of the Cortes.

The Government is opposed to such a meeting, and

is prepared to use force. Talk of a republic is heard

with increasing frequency. [See current volume,

page 653.]

Mexico

Ammunition bought in this country by the Mexi

can Government, and held by the American Govern

ment for more than a year, has been released for

delivery on the recommendation of Ambassador

Fletcher. In accordance with the new Federal Con

stitution the Mexican Congress has unanimously au

thorized President Carranza to obtain a loan of

100,000,000 pesos and found a Government bank.

This bank will be known as the Banco Unico Emis

sion, and will be the only bank authorized to issue

bank notes. [See current volume, page 652.]

NOTES

–On recommendation of Mayor Baker of Port

land, Oregon, the City Council has abolished the

office of public defender in the municipal court.
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—The profits of the American Sugar Refining

Company, commonly known as the Sugar Trust,

were $2,991,465 in 1915, and $9,756,379 in 1916, an

increase of $6,764,914, or 226 per cent.

—The first effort to use West Virginia's new

vagrancy law as an anti-strike weapon has failed. A

jury acquitted a striking miner at Charlestown in

dicted under this act. In a second case the jury dis

agreed. [See current volume, page 688.]

—Complete returns from the special election in

the First North Dakota district give the Farmers’

Nonpartisan candidate, John M. Baer, a clear major

ity for Congress over the combined opposition. He

received 13,115 votes out of a total of 26,129, a ma

jority of 101.

—A reduction of 25 per cent in the price of bread

is announced for an early day by the British Food

Controller. A gradual reduction in the price of

meat is expected to amount to 30 per cent by the end

of this year. Waste prevention and the fixing of

profits are the means adopted for securing these

results.

–In 149 of the 213 cities of the United States

exceeding 30,000 population, expenditures for public

purposes exceeded revenue during 1916 to the extent

of $86,013,326, or $3.68 per capita, according to a

report of the Census Bureau. In the remaining 64

cities revenue exceeded expenditure to the extent of

$12,422,256, or $1.40 per capita.

–Mayor Mitchel of New York City was nominated

for a second term on July 13 by the nominating and

executive committee of the Fusion organization. The

committee also recommended William A. Prendergast

for Comptroller, Robert Adamson for President of

the Board of Aldermen, Marcus M. Marks for Presi

dent of the Borough of Manhattan, and Lewis H.

Pounds for President of Brooklyn Borough.

—American occupation has caused dropping of

religious instruction in the schools of the Virgin

Islands from the course now undergoing preparation.

Under the Danish regime, training in the Moravian

religion was required. Classes were conducted in

English, although Danish was taught as a separate

study. At least 80 per cent. of the people are pure

blooded Negroes, and only about two per cent. are

illiterate.

–Porto Rico voted for prohibition on July 16 by

99,775 to 61,295. Fifty-one municipalities, including

the larger cities, voted for it and 21 against. The

Unionist party retains a majority in the legislature

over the Republican party. The Unionist candidate

for Resident Commissioner at Washington, Felix

Cordova Deavila, was elected. The legislature, under

the recently enacted organic act, will consist of an

elective Senate of 19 members, displacing an ap

pointed body, and a House of 39 members. At the

last general election in 1914 the Unionist party cast

107,519 votes, the Republicans 82,574, and the So

cialists 4,400. This year the Unionists polled 88,750

votes, the Republicans 57,529, and the Socialists

23,487.

PRESS OPINIONS

Is America a Backward Nation?

The Woman Citizen (New York), July 21.—Lo,

the free Indian | His democracy puts to shame that

of the Great White Father at Washington. In Coun

cil at Bemidji, Minnesota, the Chippewas gave suf

frage to women on July 12 by a vote of two to one.

There is nothing eighteenth-century about the de

mocracy of the Chippewa. Not only does it recog

nize that the principle of government by the people

is a travesty unless women are admitted to be peo

ple; it goes further, and shuts out from the voting

prerogative the high muck-a-mucks of the tribe, the

chiefs, who hold their jobs by tricks of prestige that

modern democracy refuses to countenance—whether

the application be made in Russia or the land of the

Chippewas. “Modern Indians are democrats, not

monarchists!” crow the Chippewas. Australian

women, New Zealand women, Norwegian women,

Danish women, Icelandic women, Finnish women,

Russian women, Canadian women, English women,

Scotch women, Welsh women, Irish women, French

women, Chippewa women—are all the women of all

the lands to outdistance American women in the race

toward real democracy? We ask it of the 65th Con

gress.

Food Conservators Take Notice

Reedy's Mirror (St. Louis), July 6.—THE PUBLIC,

New York, asks this question: “If the excess profit

tax on business is no violation of the constitutional

direct tax provision, then by what reasoning would

it be a violation to levy a Federal tax on profits that

come from holding unimproved land?” And then,

the wicked PUBLIC goes straight ahead and asks two

more questions, thus: “If a shortage in coal produc

tion justifies governmental seizure of coal-producing

lands, why does not shortage in food production jus

tify similar confiscation of all land withheld from

use which could produce food? And why does it not

justify opening up, regardless of the owners' wishes,

of all land on which wealth of any kind may be pro

duced?” Which reminds me: A darkey preacher

was telling his congregation the story of creation.

“When de Lawd made de fust man, He done sot him

up 'gainst a fence to dry an’—” A voice from the

audience came: “Who done built dat ar' fence?”

The preacher paused, then: “Shet yo' haid, niggah!

A fool quesh'n like dat don 'stroys all de t'eology in

the worl’.” Such fool questions as THE PUBLIC puts

“'stroy” all the political economy in the world. At

tention of Mr. Herbert C. Hoover !

Wisdom From Wall Street.

Weekly Letter of Goodbody & Co., June 29.—

Under strict economic law, unaided by patriotic

suggestions, high prices for potatoes, wheat, etc.,

would have led the ordinary growers of these prod

ucts to have increased their outputs sufficiently to

have brought prices down to normal. This would

have left the producers in a mood to continue pro

duction on a normal scale. This we fear they will

not do next year. Under free conditions we believe
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in the let-alone-policy. We do not believe in Uto

pian or Socialistic theories. We believe that the

competitive system will produce the best results for

mankind, providing there is real freedom of produc

tion. If opportunities to produce are free alike to

all we do not believe in either price-fixing or the

regulation of production. Naturally, the commis

Sions begin to work on the wrong end. If, instead

of attempting to fix prices, to regulate production

and to control consumption, they would open the

gates of opportunity, they could trust the rest to

competition and the law of demand and supply. One

of the proposed ways of opening these gates is by

means of surtaxes on unused lands—largely held

idle for speculative purposes. The passage of this

proposed bill would bring hundreds of millions of

acres of unimproved farm lands into use and would

go far to solve the high cost of living problem.

CORRESPONDENCE

JOE PASTORIZA'S FUNERAL

I was in Galveston on some business, and intended

to run over and see Mayor Pastoriza at Houston, but

shortly after reaching Galveston learned of his death.

I came on anyhow, because I felt like a self-consti

tuted representative of the Singletaxers outside of

Houston.

I have met many of Pastoriza’s friends, and at

tended the exercises at the City's Auditorium and

followed the cortege to the railway station.

I conveyed my condolences to the family through

the brother of Mr. Pastoriza, and in the name of the

Singletaxers of America.

One would have to have a heart of steel, and the

mind of a stoic not to be affected by what was to me

the most wonderful demonstration of love I have ever

witnessed.

It was said of Christ that “the common people

heard him gladly.” This was in every sense true of

the Honorable Joe Pastoriza.

On arriving here at 6:45 yesterday I immediately

went to the auditorium, where his body was lying in

state with a guard of policemen and firemen sur

rounding, and in the half hour's time that I remained

there the people came by hundreds and droves to

view the remains, and I am told that that was kept

up from 11 a. m. yesterday until just before the

funeral exercises this morning, and from the humble

newsboys who clamored by scores to view his remains,

up to and including those in all walks of life, one

could see very plainly who were his friends.

The funeral was conducted by the Elks, but the

vast throng there gathered, thousands of people who

filled the auditorium and lined the streets along

which his body was taken to the railway station,

were visibly affected.

Another great Singletaxer has gone to that

“Bourne from whence no traveler returneth.” He

made a manly fight, and, like his great predecessors,

George, Johnson and Fels, he died a martyr in the

midst of the fight, without being able to see the re

ward of his efforts, and so it has been with all mar

tyrs, and so it will be with those who take up the

fight where they left it off, but it is worth the striv

ing for.

The Singletax truth and thought once possessing

an individual makes the thinking of and the working

for anything else at all a mere futile waste of time.

How I do wish that more men could become imbued

with the seriousness, gloriousness and precious sat

isfaction that their very souls might get when fully

imbibing the Singletax thought and the real and sin

cere love of humanity, that it necessarily creates and

imparts. Its beauty is well worth living, and is, as

Henry George says, “A truth that men will live for,

and if need be die for.”

Asheville, N. C. HERBERT C. ALLEN.

TESTING AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS

The following passages from John Russell’s “His

tory of the English Government,” written almost a

century ago by the British Secretary of State for

Foreign Affairs during our Civil War, are of deep

significance to Americans at this period of our na

tional existence:

Whether she (the United States) be more or less

happy than England, her standing in the world is

not yet (1823) such as to enable her to draw any

triumph from the comparison of her institutions

with those of other nations. Since she first con

quered her independence, she has been as little

exposed to the internal dangers arising from for

eign war as the republic of San Marino. She has

had a continent to spread in and a huge wilder

ness to receive the unquiet and fermenting spirits

among her people. Each state has governed itself

with as little difficulty as the Quarter Sessions in

England regulate the county expenses; her Con

gress has carried on negotiations without the

smallest apprehension of conquest. It is when the

republic, weary of peace and prosperity, shall

measure her new forces, and sigh for greatness

and glory; when a national debt and a national

army shall be created by the will of national opin

ion; when Mexico shall be a bordering and a rival

empire; when generals shall arise with more bril

liant talents and a less virtuous character than

Washington; when the love of power and dominion

corrupts her Presidents and statesmen; it is then

it will be decided whether the institutions of

America are wiser than those of England. -

It must be confessed, however, that should

America stand this test, or even should she con

tinue to flourish for the next century, it will be no

longer just to withhold from her the pre-eminence

among the governments of the globe. She will

have resolved successfully the great problem how

to secure the enjoyments of order and public tran

quillity with the least possible check on the devel

opment of human faculties; in short, how to obtain

for man in the greatest proportion the blessings of

security, peace, liberty and knowledge. She will

have resolved this problem, too, by a machinery

much less complicated, and much less expensive,

than the constitution of England.

Surely, these are the days of our great test.

Whether we truly “make the world safe for De

mocracy” will depend, not only on victory over Ger

many, but on our zeal both now and after the war in

solving our land problem whereby we will insure

the full use upon equal terms to all our people, of
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our natural resources; upon our completion of the

system of representative government, through adop

tion of Proportional Representation, Initiative, Ref

erendum and Recall; and last, but by no means least,

upon our repudiation of the false doctrine that mate

rial remedies and man-made laws can override Di

vine Truth and natural law.

New York. H. WHEELER CHATFIELD.

BOOKS

TOLSTOY'S UNANSWERABLE

ARGUMENT

A Great Iniquity. By Leo Tolstoy. Published by Joseph

#. International Commission, 122 East 37th Street, New

ork.

Leo Tolstoy's “Great Iniquity” will bear repeated

study. History shows the reader the cause of his

social disease and points out to him that the only

effective cure for it is nature's cure; and this cure

can be obtained by throwing open the portals of the

land to the people. Tolstoy condemns governmental

as well as anti-governmental reforms because of

their utter ineffectiveness as far as the ultimate

alleviation of the worker's deplorable economic cir

cumstances is concerned. Such measures for the

people's welfare as increasing the number of hos

pitals, the improvement of factory conditions, the

compensation for workmen's injuries, and “contrib

uting through the banks to the purchase of land by

peasants,” serve only as exigencies that blind the

people to the fundamental cause of economic inequal

ity. When such superficial remedies are being con

stantly administered society will inevitably become a

life-long patient of social doctors. A more impres

sive example of the futility of our innumerable eco

nomic reforms could not be given than the one which

Tolstoy has chosen:

People have driven a herd of cows, on the milk

products of which they are fed, into an enclosure.

The cows have eaten up and trampled the forage

in the enclosure, they are hungry, they have

chewed each other's tails, they low and moan, im

ploring to be released from the enclosure and

set free in the pastures. But the very men who

feed themselves on the milk of these cows have set

around the enclosure plantations of mint, of plants

for dyeing purpose, and of tobacco; they have cul

tivated flowers, laid out a race course, a park, and

a lawn tennis ground, and they do not let out the

cows lest they spoil these arrangements. But the

cows bellow, get thin, and the men begin to be

afraid that the cows may cease to yield milk, and

they invent various means of improving the con

dition of these cows. They erect sheds over them,

they introduce wet brushes for rubbing the cows,

they gild their horns, alter the hour of milking,

concern themselves with the housing and treating

of invalid and old cows, they invent new and im

proved methods of milking, they expect that some

kind of wonderfully nutritious grass they have

sown in the enclosure will grow up, they argue

about these and many other varied matters, but

they do not, cannot—without disturbing all they

have arranged around the enclosure—do the only

simple thing necessary for themselves as well as

for the cows—to wit, the taking down of the fence

and granting the cows their natural freedom of

using in plenty the pastures surrounding them.

A very good parallel exists between the cow and

the pasture and the Russian peasant and the land.

As the greater part of Russia's population depends

entirely and directly upon the earth’s yield for its

subsistence, it finally must succeed in gaining unham

pered access to the land. And when this economic

advance is realized Tolstoy predicts that Russia will

“stand in the front of the true progressive movement

of all mankind.”

ROUGHING IT

The Adventures of a Woman Hobo. By Ethel Lynn, M. D.

Published by the George H. Doran Co., New York. Price $1.50.

This book is a transcript from real life, and as

such is interesting far beyond those stories of ama

teur “slumming” and tramping of which we have had

a surfeit. A lady M. D. just working into a prac

tice in San Francisco, and her fiance, an inventor

and expert in electricity, lose their foothold in the

world through the earthquake of 1906. They con

sole each other by a wedding and a migration to Chi

cago, where disaster again overtakes them, and they

are caught in the whirlwind financial panic of 1907

and dashed to the ground, broken in health and for

tune, and destitute of friends or prospects. In 1908

the thought of Sunny California becomes overmas

tering, and after trading an opera cloak, the last

remnant of former prosperity, for a second-hand tan

dem bicycle, the lady and her husband start on their

long journey with a few parcels of provisions and

one or two cooking utensils strapped to their ma

chine, and a dollar and a half and two dimes as

financial resources.

Despite the tragic fact that such experiences seem

inseparable from the economic structure of society

as it now exists, the account of this young couple's

adventures is of absorbing interest. Sleeping in the

open air; getting a few days work in towns or

farms; enjoying an occasional hospitality from a

cottager or farmer whose kindness was requited by

medical attention to a sick child; capturing the sym

pathy of engineers and conductors of freight trains

and getting furtive lifts to the hither side of the

next town; by such adventures the home-country is

reached at last. Like the proverbial postscript to a

woman's letter, the final paragraph contains the

moral of the book: “I give a sigh of contentment that

the journey is ended. And now I realize another

fact. For weeks I have been free from colds or

cough and my digestion is superior to that of an

ostrich. A more healthy human specimen than my

self it would be hard to find. But physical benefit

is not the greatest gain. A change has taken place

in my psychology. My belief in the inherent kindli

ness and unselfishness of the human heart has been

strengthened. In cases of cruelty I recognize an

outside influence or pressure that warps natural in

stincts. Toward the trainmen, especially, I am

deeply grateful. When one realizes the risks they

ran to aid a couple of outcasts, and the kindness and

consideration they manifested, a wonderful appre

ciation of their sterling manhood is born. Never

again will I think it necessary to change human na

ture before we can improve social conditions. I am

conscious of a deeper human sympathy; a wider

vision; a greater understanding of the problems of

the under dog and a closer sense of fellowship with

him. I feel that I am learning the divine lesson of

human unity, which is rooted in the Fatherhood of

God and manifests itself as the Brotherhood of Man.”

ALEX. MACKENDRICK.
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A prison missionary was visiting one of the in

mates of the institution.

“My poor fellow,” said he, sympathetically, “what

are you in here for?”

“For not havin’ political influence enough to git

me out.”—The Truthseeker.

District Visitor—“Well, one must do something

for the suffering poor.”

Friend—“Quite so, but are you really quite sure

that they do suffer?”

District Visitor—“Oh, yes. I visit them and talk

to them for hours at a time.”—The Truthseeker. -

"I'll IIIlluliimillilullllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllMillllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll:

What solutions should you apply?

measures?

If you want to do your bit, you need to have

these questions answered for you. And you

have them answered in full detail this sum

mer in The Survey, “Journal of Social Ad

vance.”

The questions quoted above are the skeleton

work upon which has been built a series of

practical, thoroughgoing articles on the war

time problems of relief, health, recreation, child

welfare, labor conservation, neighborhood re

lations and food supply.

The articles are prepared by the Survey's

competent staff, in collaboration with the lead

ing authorities and the most active organiza

tions in the various fields. The articles have

illuminating photographs, cartoons, charts and

diagrams. Each article includes a complete

bibliography of books chosen with a view to

giving further aid to individual or community

helpfulness in meeting the problems discussed

The Survey

H

SOCIAL PROBLEMS OF WARTIME

What wartime difficulties must your community work out?

What does foreign experience suggest?

What are the principal legislative, administrative or other public programs

and what are the problems of national agencies for problems like yours?

What examples are there, in any community, of strikingly successful

On the basis of all this, how can a typical American urban or rural community

help? How can individual citizens and leaders of public opinion help?

Room 1201, 112 East 19th St., New York City

PAUL U. KELLOGG, Editor

JANE ADDAMS, EDWARD T. DEVINE, GRAHAM TAYLOR, Associate Editors.
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in the text; also, a directory of national au

thorities and organizations interested or en

gaged in measures covering the whole or any

part of the subject matter. These articles, ap

pearing at intervals in the three months be

ginning with July, give Survey readers in sub

stance a handbook to wartime service which

can be secured in no other way.

The Survey, this summer as at all times, will

present through its attractively printed issues

the best available news and opinion on all

and every phase of the common welfare.

You'll want every bit of it, if you are to do

your utmost for community, country and

humanity.

The weekly Survey costs but three dollars a

year; one dollar for four months. Tuck a

dollar bill or check into an envelope with

your card, and mail to

-

lililtilllllllllllllllllllllllllllilililllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll:

SUGGESTIVE THERAPEU

LEARN TICS. A course of essentials

which may be completed at

home in 180 hours. Concise, definite and practical.

Well adapted for use of physicians.

For full particulars, address Dept. J. J., Weltmer

Institute, Nevada, Mo.

Double the Circulation

of The Public this year

FREED FROM DOGMA AND CANT

Does that seem to you the only religion worth having?

Then why not affiliate yourself with the

FREE RELIGIOUS AssoorATI6N OF AMERICA

(John Haynes Holmes, President)

now emphasizing Scientific Religion, Industrial Democracy

and International Peace as the three supreme religious

issues of the time?

Annual membership fee, $1, includes John Ha

Holmes' great address on “The International Mind”

and eight others to follow in monthly series.

Address: George Grover Mills. Secretary, F. R. A.,

120 Boylston St., BOSTON, MASS.

on Food, Labor or industry

Will not raise prices or reduce production.

Will you think or pay? The Nation creates all land values

- justice demands their use for National Defense—not for private gain. Tax
onland values alonewith no other taxes whatever will provide entire annual

national budget-even five billion dollars, Will force idle land into use: Increase crops. Stimulate

industry. Reduce taxes for 95% of the people.

Booklet free. NATIONAL SINGLE TAX LEAGUE, Cincinnati. Dept. X.
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Tolstoy's Appeal to Russia
[The paragraphs which follow are clipped from the new edition of Tolstoy’s “The Great Iniquity,”

published by The Joseph Fels International Commission.

as attractive as its contents are powerful and timely.

Petrograd. Prices on the English Edition: Single copy, 5c., 50c. per dozen.

Book Dept.]

The Problem

The fundamental evil from which the Russian

people, as well as the peoples of Europe and Amer

ica, are suffering is the fact that the majority of

the people are deprived of the indisputable natural

right of every man to use a portion of the land on

which he was born. It is this thought which I

wish to communicate in this article to those who,

at the present important moment for Russia, desire

to serve not their personal aims, but the true welfare

of the Russian people.

Cross all Russia, all its peasant world, and one

may observe all the dreadful calamities and suffer

ings which proceed from the obvious cause that the

agricultural masses are deprived of land. Half the

Russian peasantry live so that for them the question

is not how to improve their position, but only how

not to die of hunger, they and their families, and

this only because they have no land.

Russia Should Learn from Other Countries

The people of Europe and America are in the

position of a man who has gone so far along a road

which at first appeared the right one, but which the

further he goes the more it removes him from his

object, that he is afraid of confessing his mistake.

But the Russians are yet standing before the turning

of the path and can, according to the wise saying,

“ask their way while yet on the road.” And what

are those Russian people doing who desire to or

ganize a good life for the people? In everything

they slavishly imitate whatever is being done in

Europe and America.

For the arrangement of a good life for the people

they are concerned with the freedom of the press,

religious tolerance, liberty of union, tariffs, condi

tional punishment, the separation of the Church

from the State, coöperative associations, future com

munalization of the implements of work, and, above

all, with representative government—that same rep

resentative government which has long existed in

European and American states, but whose existence

has not in the slightest contributed, nor does now

contribute, not only to the solution, but even to the

raising of that one land problem which involves all

difficulties.

Well printed on eggshell paper, this booklet is

An edition in Russian will be distributed from

Order from The Public,

Freeing the Serfs

The emancipation of the serfs in Russia was ef

fected not by Alexander II, but by those men who

understood the sin of serfdom and, independently

of their own advantages, endeavored to free them

selves from it, and it was chiefly effected by such

men as Novikoff, Radischeff, the Decembrists, those

men who were ready to suffer and did themselves

suffer (without making anyone else suffer) in the

name of loyalty to that which they recognized as

the truth. The same must take place in relation

to the land.

I believe that there do now exist such men, and

that they will fulfill that great work not only Rus

sian, but universal, which is before the Russian

people.

The land question has at the present time reached

such a state of ripeness as 50 years ago was reached

by the question of serfdom. Exactly the same is

being repeated. As at that time men searched for

the means of remedying the general uneasiness and

dissatisfaction which were felt in society, and ap

plied all kinds of external governmental means, but

nothing helped nor could help whilst there remained

the ripening and unsolved question of personal slav

ery, so also now no external measures will help or

can help until the ripe question of landed property

be solved.

Tolstoy Endorses Henry George’s Plan

The question will be solved, hot by those who will

endeavor to mitigate the evil or to invent allevia

tions for the people or to postpone the task of the

future, but by those who will understand that, how

ever one may mitigate a wrong, it remains a wrong,

and that it is senseless to invent alleviations for a

man we are torturing, and that one cannot postpone

when people are suffering, but should immediately

take the best way of solving the difficulty and im

mediately apply it in practice. And the more should

it be so that the method of solving the land prob

lem has been elaborated by Henry George to such

a degree of perfection that, under the existing State

organication and compulsory taration it is impos

sible to invent any other better, more just, practical,

and peaceful solution.
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DEMOCRACY and FREE SPEECH

IVE years ago a city in the Great Southwest,

San Diego, California, was in the turmoil of

a free speech fight.

I. W. W.’s, Socialists, Single-Taxers, A. F. of

L’s., for the first time in industrial history fought

side by side in a protest against a city's prohibi

tion of the right to speak on the streets.

Bankers, lawyers, real estate speculators, city

officials, ministers and merchants, lined up on the

other side for a fight to the finish.

Two county jails were filled. Men were beaten

and humiliated. Heads were broken. The fire

hose was used to dispel street crowds. Several

of the advocates of free speech died from their

injuries. An editor was hanged by the neck until

he promised to leave town.

The result—

The voice of the advocates of free speech died

upon the streets.

Those who escaped death and prison were for

cibly deported.

The turmoil disturbed the financial conditions

of the city. Thousands of residents took their

belongings and left.

Prosperity left with them.

HEN a few forward-looking citizens planted

| an Open Forum in the heart of the city.

In this Forum the chief speaker had

certain rights which were respected. But unlike

other public meetings, the auditors were not mere

ly passive recipients of the message from the plat

form. They had the right to ask questions and

to make speeches.

In the Forum citizens met as equals and the im

portant discovery was made that the average man,

if given an opportunity, is capable of solving his

own problems and the problems of society.

The result?

The I. W. W.'s and bankers, ministers and Social

ists, Single-Taxers and real estate speculators,

labor men and employers, meet in the same audi

torium and speak from the same platform.

The Director of the Forum was recently elected

to the City Council by the largest vote the city

ever gave a candidate for office.

San Diego has entered upon a new era of pros

perity.

MERICA needs in time of war more than in

A times of peace the unifying power that

springs from the Open Forum.

One hundred and fifteen Forums have been or

ganized in Indiana by the Citizens' League in antici

pation of a new State constitution, Massachusetts

has 40 Forums. In Greater New York alone there

are 93 Forums.

The Congress of Forums, Inc., received in the

first six months of its activities over 250 requests

for help from Canada to Panama. It is a part

of our program to help plant a Forum in every

community.

Is there an institution in your community

where citizens may meet as equals—where no

creed nor political party dominates, and where

all enjoy the lawful and self-respecting distinc

tion of possessing ideas?

We are organized for the purpose of giving

you information and help. Let us hear from

you.

Mr. Louis F. Post has said:

“I think this is one of the most important pres

ent movements in civic affairs.”

Among the members of the Congress of Forums and those who endorse the movement are:
MISS JANE ADDAMS,

Head of Hull House, Chicago.

DR. FELIX ADLER,

Founder of Ethical Culture So

ciety,

MR. THOS. L. CHADBOURNE, JR.,

Chairman, Mayor's Defense Com

mittee, New York,

MRS. JOSEPH FELS,

Fels International Commission.

HON, RAYMOND B. FOSDICK,

Chairman, Commission on Train

ing Camp Activities, Washing

ton, -

MR. SAMUEL GOMPERS,

President, A. F. of L

HON, LOUIS F, POST,

Founder of “The Public,”

REV., JOHN HAYNES HOLMES,

Minister, , Church of the Messiah,
New York.

MR, HAMILTON HOLT,

Editor of the “Independent.”

MR. CHARLES H. INGERSOLL,

Ingersoll Watch Company,

MR, DANIEL KIEFER

Chairman, National single Tax
League.

REV, JOHN HOWARD MELISH,

Rector, Church of Holy Trinity,
Brooklyn.

MR._FREDERICK, LEWISOHN,

Lewisohn Brothers, Bankers,

HON, MEYER LONDON,

Socialist Congressman from New

York,

The Congress of Forums faces a crisis.

We must have financial help immediately (Signed)

or this young and promising organization

will fail. The readers of “The Public” are

asked to become members at the minimum

rate of $1.oo. Send more if you can. Ad

dress Executive Secretary,

Congress of Forums, Inc.,

12 West 11th Street,

New York City

MR. FREMONT OLDER,

Editor the “Bulletin,” San Fran

cisco.

RT, REV, JOHN A. RYAN,

Editor, Catholic Charities Re

view, Washington,

PROF. HENRY R. SEAGER,

President, American Association

of Labor Legislation.

MRS, MARY K. SIMKHOVITCH,

Head, Greenwich House, New

York.

MR. RUDOLPH SPRECKELS,

President First National Bank,

San Franicsco,

MR, LINCOLN STEFFENS,

Author, lecturer.

PERCY STICKNEY GRANT

President, Congress of Forurns

A. LYLE DE JARNETTE

Executive Secretary


