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A Beautiful Home For Sale
Built by me in 1910

Situated in Single Tax Colony of Arden,
Delaware.  Permanent well built 8-room
building, stone and hollow tile, with heavy
red tile roof. Hot water heat, all modern
plumbing, including stationary washtubs. Two
fireplaces, screened sleeping porch. Approxi-
mately !4 acre of lawn about house, planted
with attractive perennial and flowering shrubs.

May be purchased separately or with 34-acre
lot adjoining, on which is a small modern
greenhouse, a concrete block building suitable
for servant quarters, office, garage, etc., a
shicken house, fruit trees and vegetable gar-

en.

This is not a large, elaborate residence, but
a conveniently arranged home in a friendly,
peaceful part of the world.

Apply to the owner, L. B. WARE,
Arden, Delaware.
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Editorial

This war is a supreme test for the radicals
of America. It calls for the frankest search-
ing of motives. They find themselves
asked to co-operate with all the elements in
American society that have aroused their
distrust and scorn and hostility. To do so
means to surrender that splendid isolation
which is both the punishment and the re-
ward of men and women who challenge the
established order. They must discover how
much self-indulgence, how much feeling of
vanity and self-conceit, there has been in a
devotion to principles and movements that
set them apart and gave them distinction
even as it called for sacrifice of material in-
terests. To resist the crowd, to risk abuse,
arrest and contumely, will not require half
so great a sacrifice for many a radical as to
take his place among the great undistin-
guished multitudes, co-operating with the
callowest and most stupid of his fellow-citi-
zens,

* * *

This is not to question the intellectual in-
tegrity of those who, after the most
vigorous self-examination, find their op-
position grounded not in temperament but
in conviction and who cannot agree that the
war has any justification. Probably no one
of the warring nations can show a clean bill
of reasons for its part in the catastrophe of
1914. But the situation has undergone an
evolution. Mixed national ambitions have
sorted themselves and every day brings a
greater clarification of purpose. The issue
of overwhelming importance is the survival
of nations that maintain liberal political in-
stitutions and of the prestige of the demo-
cratic idea. The right of the common people
of the world to live according to the principle
of liberty is in deadly peril. It was no
longer possible to be confident that, with this
country abstaining from active participation,
the war could be brought to a conclusion on

terms that offer hope for the future peace of
the world and the security of democracy.
For the first time, it is possible to visualize
a Germany no longer kept within bounds by
the British fleet, her rulers flushed with vic-
tory, dominating Western Europe as Rome
dominated the Mediterranean, forming a new
alliance with an imperial, efficient Japan, in
which liberalism should have been discour-
aged and discredited, seizing Australia and
New Zealand, colonizing South America and
Mexico, challenging the Monroe Doctrine,
and preparing an onslaught on us should we
oppose her plans—as oppose them we would.

* % =%

England’s sins are many. But the ration-
alizing process by which we have clung to
neutrality breaks down when we are faced
with the possibility of seeing such a neighbor
as Canada under the reign of Kultur and the
Prussian subaltern. We will continue to
recognize and oppose industrial autocracy in
America. We will continue to condemn the
thick-headed arrogance of England in deal-
ing with certain of her dependencies. We
know that American marines have been ruth-
lessly used in the interest of American
bankers in the West Indies. But American
radicals cannot let these considerations ob-
scure the issue that now unites Americans in
a common opposition to the Prussian concep-
tion of a super-state divinely ordained to
impose, by military force, the will of its irre-
sponsible leaders on an entire world.

®* % »

Blind allegiance to all that goes on in the
name of the war against Prussianism is not
required. There was never a time when real
democrats were more needed to combat with
all their power every tendency and proposal
subversive to democracy, and to insist on
affirmative action toward their goal. The
time is already here when terms of peace
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must be discussed and public opinion or-
ganized for a peace that means the checking
of Germany and the discrediting of her poli-
tical philosophy—not her humiliation and
embitterment. In all agitation for democ-
racy at home and a rational, enduring peace
abroad, the radicals can be effective only if
they renounce a policy of opposition, or of
half-hearted support for the task at hand.

* %* =

That 1,368,000 acres of land were devoted
to tobacco raising in 1915 is deplored in the
New York Evening Post of June b by Profes-
sor Henry W. Farnum of Yale University’s
department of economics. He suggests that
the land be devoted to food production in-
stead, and thus increase the food supply to a
considerable extent. Professor Farnum may
be right, but are there not better ways to
solve the food problem? Why not let tobacco
lovers enjoy their favorite weed, and still in-
crease the food supply by putting to use some
of the 400,000,000 acres of idle lands reported
in the census of 1910 on privately owned
farms? Why find fault with the produc-
tive use to which 1,368,000 acres are being
put when, according to the Department of
Agriculture, only 27 per cent. of arable land
in the United States is used at all?

* %x =%

The City of Chicago has presented Charles
P. Taft of Cincinnati with $850,000. Mr.
Taft is probably unaware that it is a gift,
and few Chicagoans realize that they have
given away anything of value. But such is
the fact nevertheless. Mr. Taft inherited
the lot on which the La Salle Theatre stands
from his father-in-law, David Sinton, who
had bought it in 1862 for $12,500., Mr. Taft
has sold it for $850,000. The value was cre-
ated by the people of Chicago, but they have
allowed Mr. Taft to appropriate it. Since
1862 the lot has been used by a number of
persons, but not by Mr. Taft or his father-
in-law. It would be interesting to know if
use of the lot has directly benefited anyone
who has performed productive labor thereon,
as much as Mr. Taft has received for doing
nothing.

* * *

College professors as propagandists have
been the subject of much discussion and the
targets for the disapproval of such college
executives as Nicholas Murray Butler. What
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does President Butler think of the activity of
Prof. Edwin R. A. Seligman in his new role
as champion and protector of huge fortunes?
Prof. Seligman attacks the income tax rates
of the pending revenue bill as it was first re-
ported in the House as “unheard of,” appa-
rently for him a conclusive objection. His
articles, first printed in the New York Times,
are now appearing in ‘“boiler plate” in labor
papers and weekly journals, the columns of
which are open to this form of publicity. It
would be interesting to know whose publicity
agency is footing the bills. The boiler-plate
edition of Prof. Seligman’s pronunciamento
is head-lined ‘Loans Better Than Taxes,” and
the paragraph attacking the high income tax
rates is black-faced for emphasis. Prof. Se-
ligman and his publicity agents must be grat-
ified by the Senate Committee’s revised and
lowered schedules, which were roundly de-
nounced this week by Chairman Kitchin of
the House committee. This is not the first
time Prof. Seligman’s views on current eco-
nomic issues have been widely circulated by
expert and well-financed agents. His defense
of the Colorado coal mine owners was the
chef d’ceuvre of the Rockefeller publicity
campaign conducted by Ivy L. Lee.

®* * =&

There is one place within the jurisdiction
of the United States, in which the ruling
powers have taken steps to discourage the
withholding of land from use. That place
is the island of Guam. There Captain Roy
C. Smith, who, as Governor, exercises all the
functions of an absolute monarch, has or-
dered every owner or lessee of land to raise
thereon crops to an amount stated in the
order. He has further borne in mind that
some citizens are landless, and has provided
that they “may solicit from the Government
in lease, but said land shall not exceed § hec-
tares of superficial area.” In spite of the
crudeness of such legislation it seems to rec-
ognize the right of all citizens to use of
the earth. It is possible to frame a less arbi-
trary and more scientific measure to ensure
proper use of land, and one that probably
would accomplish its purpose better. Gover-
nor Smith would do well to bear that in mind,
and not feel discouraged, should he find re-
sults below his expectation. In the mean-
time, he is to be commended for beginning
reform at the right nlace.
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The National Civic Federation and Ralph
M. Easley, chairman of its executive council,
show their calibre in the statement issued by
Mr. Easley bitterly attacking the Socialist
party. The Federation has a feud of long
standing with the Socialists, and is now quick
to take advantage of the cry that the party
is pro-German. THE PUBLIC is no apologist
for the Socialist party and its present leaders,
but it is in order for every believer in fair-
ness to express contempt for such a palpably
false and malicious statement as the follow-
ing from the article made public on Sunday
by Mr. Easley: “It is well known that Ger-
many is financing not only the Socialist and
Anarchist movements, but the various peace
movements in this country, both real and
fake.” The author of this libel on Jane Ad-
dams, David Starr Jordan and many others
of the country’s noblest citizens is an active
member of Mr. Gompers’ executive staff for
his Committee on Labor in the Council of
National Defense. Is this the way he expects
to enlist the co-operation of the wage earners
of whom many thousands of unquestioned
loyalty profess Socialist principles and en-
tertain sincere doubts as to the rightness of
this war?

* » *

The reasons for the exodus from the farms,
as given in a leaflet put out by the Bureau of
Educational Experiments seem to lack the
most important of all. It is said that de-
sires for greater variety in social experi-
ences than the farm offers, drives some to
the cities; shorter hours are desired by
others; and some demand the separation of
the employe’s home or personal life from the
farmer’s, and a wage rate that would make
an independent personal life possible. All
this is no doubt true, and it should have due
weight in solving the rural life problem. But
might it not be suggested that the most im-
portant thing of all was omitted, the land.
Land values have been capitalized at such
speculative figures that after the landowner
has been paid—either in rent or in interest
on the mortgage—there is little left for those
who do the work. In the days of free land
there was no trouble about an exodus from
the farm to the city. Why not repeat the
plan that was then found to work. Remov-
ing taxes from improvements and placing
them upon land values will open for settle-
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ment all the lands now held by speculators.
President Wilson probably considers that
he pays the American people a compliment in
refraining from any discussion of whys and
wherefores now that we are in the war. He
knows there is always a minority in opposi-
tion, and apparently he believes the time has
come to ignore the minority in this country
that still doubts the wisdom of our entrance.
This is indicated by what he has left unsaid,
both on the few occasions that he has ad-
dressed an American public during the past
two months and in his note to the Russian
people. It is true the cards are on the table,
and every citizen has the evidence necessary
for reaching a conclusion. But it is a ques-
tion if the facts do not need further interpre-
tation. Should it not be frankly proclaimed
that the submarine issue was but the door
through which we entered, that something
vastly bigger and more vital than the rights
and the safety of our munitions-carriers
called us into the conflict? Cannot the sig-
nificance of a Prussian victory in this war be
authoritatively and publicly stated at Wash-
ington in terms that will materially reduce
the doubting minority of loyal and intelligent
citizens?

Mexican War Problem.

For the most part hidden by the movement
of great events, there is a recurring appear-
ance of the suspicion that Mexico is shaping
her foreign policy toward hostility rather
than friendship for the United States. The
Zimmermann plot opened American eyes to
possibilities in the political relations of Latin
America. While these possibilities have no
semblance of actuality, our thought of Mex-
ico half accuses her of conspiring against our
safety. Her declaration of neutrality, the
focile theory that she mediates in espionage
operations, the lingering unpleasantness of
the past, all predispose to a false and harm-
ful attitude. The only asset an enemy could
find in Mexico is the fear that we design con-
quest of her territory, the pre-emption for
our benefit of her economic resources and the
reduction of Mexicans to a state of vassalage.

Mexicans know from the years of our ac-
quiescence in the rule of a Mexican dictator,
from the clamor for the recognition of
Huerta, from the emergence in every discus-
sion of our concern for our pockets, that there
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is in the United States a possibly large, and
certainly very vocal element, that has no sym-
pathy for the Mexican people and their strug-
gle for liberty, that is always ready for an
imperialistic adventure. They do not know
that this attitude is abhorrent to the great
body of American people, that President Wil-
son has voiced our real intentions and that
our chief difficulty is lack of knowledge. Mex-
ico is bound to us by every geographical and
economic relationship. All her future de-
pends upon co-operation with us. Policy and
friendship are synonymous terms. To seek
an alliance with any other nation would be
an act of desperation, based on the convic-
tion that we are a bad neighbor merely wait-
ing the occasion to pounce upon her. On the
other hand, if we fear aggression from out-
side through Mexico, the one sure and effec-
tive barrier we can raise against it is Mexi-
can friendship.

The task of our diplomacy is simple, but
our representatives are apparently incapable
of breaking down the screen of suspicion and
establishing a friendship, the terms of which
are always on hand. There is more reason
for us to contemplate aggression against Mex-
ico than against Canada. Benefits to be real
must be mutual. The only endurable basis is
one of co-operation.

In view of these facts it is impossible
to condemn too strongly the attitude ex-
pressed by former Senator Beveridge in a re-
cent issue of Collier’s. Under the pretext of
defense against a possible invader from the
South, and the fact that another nation
thought of taking advantage of Mexican fear
of our intervention, he urges the military
occupation of that country. It would have
been a useful military experience if we had
done it last year!

Even if we had a broad-minded, well-
informed Latin-American policy, even if we
had diplomatic representatives competent to
carry it out, that policy would meet its great-
est obstacle in the un-American cynicism of
some of our citizens, whose names unfortu-
nately carry weight. If we drift into an
abominable piece of aggression on Mexico,
it will be wholly because of conditions created
by men like Senator Beveridge. Is it surpris-
ing that Latin Americans should doubt
our good faith? They regard our Pan-
Americanism as of the same stripe gs Pan-
Germanism. ’
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Progressive Denmark.

Denmark presents the refreshing sight of
a government which, having failed to cure a
serious evil with superficial remedies, turns
to fundamental measures without further
hesitation. The evil of increasing landlord-
ism has long been a problem in Denmark.
In 1899 the Government took up the idea of
assisting land purchases by small buyers
through loans at 314 per cent. interest. This
being less than the market rate, the natural
result followed. The Copenhagen correspon-
dent of the Christian Science Monitor de-
scribes it in the issue of June 5. The low in-
terest “has enabled these small holders to pay
a higher price for the land than the sellers
would have been able to obtain from buyers
who would have had to pay current rates of
interest, and even in cases where this has not
been so the small holder again has been able
to sell his holding to another small holder,
charging him with the increased value due to
the fact that the loan on the property was
subject to a low rate of interest.”

Similar results have followed similar ex-
periments in other countries. But in Den-
mark the small holders were quick to draw
proper conclusions therefrom. As far back
as 1902 they adopted resolutions declaring
that the soil of Denmark should be equally
accessible to all, that subsidies to small hold-
ers were in the same class as protective du-
ties and contrary to the theory of equality
before the law. Such a display of public
spirit, true patriotism and exalted statesman-
ship marks these Danish peasants as pion-
eers in moral progress.

Now the Government is catching up with
these reformers. The Christian Science Mon-
itor’s correspondent says regarding its pro-
posed policy: “Henry George would have
been delighted to see the attempt which is
now proposed of applying his ideas in an un-
diluted form.”

But that statement is perhaps premature.
What the government actually proposes is
along the line recommended in this country
by the Department of Labor, embodied in the
colonization bill of Congressman Crosser and
ignored by Congress. It has proposed a meas-
ure to lease public lands in small tracts to
cultivators. The holder is to pay as rent
every six months 214 per cent. on the esti-
mated selling value of his allotment. There
are to he revalugtions at stated intervals.
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The land will not be sold. There will be no
incentive to speculation under this system.
Use of land will be essential to profit from
its holding. Whatever increase in value may
be due to the efforts of the holder alone, he
may keep. He will pay rent only on values
created by others. The Monitor’'s corre-
spondent predicts: “The vistas opened up by
the new proposals if they should succeed are
very vast; if they do succeed the step toward
expropriating land in private ownership is
not a very long one.”

The fact that Denmark has a government
ready to push a measure of that kind speaks
much in its favor. Enactment of such a law
will be a service of great value, not to the
Danish people alone, but to humanity.

The Negro in the North.

“Am I my brother’s keeper”? appears to
elicit the same response today as when first
propounded. Human brotherhood, social ties,
solidarity of the race, and many other phrases
express man’s sentiments in his altruistic mo-
ments; but so long as the suffering brother
remains quiet and keeps out of sight his
claims for succor receive small attention. But
society does not thereby escape the penalty
of its neglect. As Carlyle put it, the starving
woman begging bread was turned from the
doors of the rich and permitted to die of
want; but when germs from her putrefying
body brought death into their families they
realized the tie between themselves and the
beggar.

The present drift of Negroes from the
Southern to the Northern States, in response
to the acute demand for labor, is raising poli-
tical, social and economic questions that lay
bare the tie that binds them to their more
fortunate brethren. The Cincinnati Post
describes conditions in that city that can be
duplicated in most of the large Northern
cities. Negro immigrants are crowding tene-
ments from cellar to garret. In one ward
2,798 between the ages of 21 and 31
registered, exceeding the number in the
next most thickly populated ward by more
than 600. These men, the Post goes on to
say, will be voted en bloc, and so determine
the city’s mayor, its judges, and other offi-
cials. The social problem is still worse. Over-
crowding produces a death rate of 6756 from
tuberculosis among the Negroes, as compared
with 224 among the whites. Some progress
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had been made by the social workers who had
succeeded in reducing the Negro death rate,
but they are in despair in face of the present
immigration.

Is it not a little strange that such a prob-
lem should have risen at all? How is it pos-
sible that in the richest nation in the world
there should be enough native-born citizens
lacking an understanding and appreciation
of our institutions to threaten their stability ?
These men are not the neglected of other na-
tions thrust upon us full grown, but are men
born and nurtured upon American soil, and
subject throughout their lives to the influ-
ence of American institutions. There is not
the excuse even that they were formerly
slaves, for not one of these immigrants was
born a slave.

Is it not another instance of Carlyle’s beg-
gar? Organized labor mobs the Negroes
brought into strike regions because they are
unorganized and lack the spirit of solidarity.
Yet organized labor has been rather tardy in
taking in the black brother. Social workers
despair at the Negro’s indifference to hy-
gienic laws, and the better classes lament the
possibilities for evil from having such citi-
zens congregate within control of unscrupu-
lous politicians. But these neglected human
beings have been all the time within our bor-
ders, and these inevitable evils should long
ago have been foreseen by our leaders.

The ignorant, shiftless, unambitious Ne-
gro, like the ignorant, shiftless, unambitious
man of any other race, is a menace. And since
a common sense of decency prevents their
forcible removal, there is nothing left for the
better classes to do but to put them in the
way of catching up with their more fortunate
brethren. Organized labor must make pro-
vision for them. The educated classes must
see to it that their schooling opportunities
are increased. But most of all must opportu-
nities for employment and self-employment
be opened for the Negro.

So long as the Negro is a laborer, union
labor should see that he is organized. So
long as he is a citizen'and a voter, publicists
and men of affairs must see that he is raised
to the level of his fellows. The strength of
society is the strength of its lowest citizens.
A state may continue indifferent to the de-
mands of a large class of its people and ap-
pear for a long time to suffer no harm; but
ultimately a condition will arise in which the
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failure of this neglected element to respond
to the demand made upon it may bring ruin
upon all.

The Negro’s condition is merely the white
man’s condition emphasized. Owing to the
inequitable distribution of wealth caused by
our false economic system all labor suffers,
the ignorant and the illiterate suffering most.
There is need of all the labor in this country.
Both food and fuel have reached almost pro-
hibitive prices. Yet the only thing necessary
to till the soil and operate the mine is labor.
But labor can produce neither the food nor
the fuel so long as the owners of the land in-
sist upon holding it idle for speculative pur-
poses. Open up the idle land in the South,
and the Negro will not be so eager to come
North. Open up the idle lands of the North,
and if he does come he will not congregate in
dangerous numbers in the cities. By taxing
idle land the same as used land there will be
opportunities for Negro labor, and the funds
so derived will be ample for his education and
social re-generation.

Labor’s Opportunity.

Labor has so far held its own in the read-
‘ustments incident to the prosecution of the
var. Governor Whitman has vetoed the
Brown bill permitting suspension of the labor
laws during the war, and President Wilson
has reaffirmed his opposition to action by
State legislatures that would weaken safe-
guards and lower standards. The Children’s
Bureau of the Department of Labor is jeal-
ously guarding the interests of children, and
there has been apparently a subsidence of the
demand from canning and cotton mill inter-
ests for the right to employ women and chil-
dren without restriction. The progress al-
ready made is proving permanent, and public
opinion has been quick to condemn every pro-
posal to take a backward step. On the affirm-
ative side, organized labor enters upon the
war period with a greater prestige than it
has ever enjoyed before. The recognition
given to labor in England, France, and Rus-
sia has reacted here, and today Mr. Gompers’
very enthusiastic acquiescence in the war, of-
fensive as it was to thousands of his own fol-
lowers, has given organized labor a distinct
advantage. So has the way in which Presi-
dent White of the United Mine Workers set
about obtaining the recent wage increases
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on the ground that they were required as
part of the mobilization of the nation’s coal
miners, whose co-operation he pledged. La-
bor has won the confidence of the public and
proved its right to demand public considera-
tion in return. Labor’s greatest objective in
this country is still the right to organize—a
right heretofore successfully denied to a ma-
jority of wage earners. The vital question
with respect to labor and the war is after all
not whether or not labor laws shall be tem-
porarily suspended but whether or not labor
organization is to be extended. Mr. Gompers
and the executive council of the Federation
have promised to take no advantage of war
conditions in seeking a change in the status
quo, with a proviso that wage increases may
be properly demanded if based on increases
in the cost of living. Does this mean that no
attempt is to be made to extend organization?
The United Mine Workers insist on the pro-
priety of continuing their organizing activi-
ties. In Kentucky coal miners have been dis-
charged in large numbers for joining the
union, and the result has been a partial stop-
page of work. It is an opportunity for labor
to drive home its point that in joining a union
wage earners are exercising a right that can-
not be questioned, and that the employer who
discriminates against or discharges union
men is himself responsible for any friction
or interruption of work that follows. In
every controversy that arises, labor will en-
joy a tremendous advantage because of the
unqualified support it has accorded the Gov-
ernment.

Conscientious Objectors.

Preliminary returns from registration dis-
tricts indicate something over 9,000,000 men,
of whom 635,000 are to be called on the first
draft. If the age limits of 21 to 31 were to
be extended to meet those of Germany or
France, the registers would contain over 20,-
000,000 names. The fact that nine million
names of men between 21 and 31 are now
available, together with the vote of $7,000,-
000,000 credit and the floating of a $2,000,-
000,000 loan at 814 per cent., should make the
German Government feel that the entrance
of this country into the war is not entirely a
matter of indifference.

But this large resource has a peculiar sig-
nificance for our own people. It gives ample
room for the selective feature of the conserip-
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tion law. One does not have to waive his ob-
jection to conscription on principle to admit
the technical advantage that comes of imme-
diate action. As many men could be got by
voluntary enlistment as by the draft, but it
would take longer. And with a war costing
between eighty and ninety million dollars a
day, and laying such a heavy toll upon human
life, time is the essence of strength. The vol-
unteers would have come, but they would
have trickled along at the rate of a few thou-
sand a day, which would have enabled Ger-
many’s leaders to deny for months that we
could get an army at all, and would have re-
quired more months for its training. This,
such as it is, is the only real excuse for con-
seription at this time.

The weakness of the plea for conscription
lies in the violence that it does to the rights
of the conscientious objector. It is most earn-
estly urged that this feature of the law’s ad-
ministration be given consideration. Were
all of our men of fighting age needed the
plea of necessity might be made; but since
such a small part will be consigned to the
fighting ranks, and so many will be required
in industries for the support of the army, it
will be feasible to give our whole man-power
its full force without doing violence to any
man’s conscience.

Even his fellow citizens may well be gen-
erous to the conscientious objector. To begin
with, only a comparatively few of the large
number claiming exemption from service on
the register did so from conscientious objec-
tion to war itself. They may be entirely will-
ing to fight if necessity requires; but their
financial circumstances may be such that en-
listment will involve a sacrifice that would be
out of all proportion to that made by others.
It is no small matter under present conditions
for a young man to give up a good position,
and chance finding another after a year or
two in the army. Jobs are not so plentiful
that their possession can be looked upon with
indifference. A man of twenty-five or thirty
who has worked his way up to a position
where he thinks himself on the road to sue-
cess, or feels warranted in assuming the obli-
gations of marriage, should not be consid-
ered as lacking in love of country, or as shirk-
ing his obligations to his fellow man when
he permits others to be called first. He is
willing to make the sacrifice, but he does not
wish to do it till it is absolutely necessary.

The claim of the so-called conscientious ob-
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jector rests upon an entirely different ground.
He is willing to serve his country, as witness
the action of the Quakers and others sects,
but he cannot bring himself to believe it right
even in war to kill his fellow men. If a man
should claim exemption from all service on
the ground of conscientious scruples his good
faith might be suspected ; but when he is will-
ing to serve the Government in other ways
than in the army or navy, he should be al-
lowed to do so. It is in this that selective
conscription can be made the means of con-
serving not only the country’s physical
strength but of preserving its spiritual health
as well. A broad interpretation of the law
will obtain the best results.

The Food Shortage Problem.

The most notable feature of the Lever bill,
now before Congress, is that to relieve the
food shortage, it relies more on arbitrary
bureaucratic management than on economic
law. It would establish fixed minimum and
maximum prices for foodstuffs and woulc
interfere in other ways with processes ordi-
narily left to regulation by supply and de-
mand. Its framers must have assumed the’
if for every ten men there should be but nin.
men’s rations, a Federal bureau can so ar-
range that each man will get nine-tenths
rations, paying no more therefor than if the
supply were normal, and at the same time
yield to producer and distributor for reduced
sales, a profit sufficient to encourage each to
keep on. If such an effort should succeed it
would be justified in an emergency. Short
rations for all would be better than starvation
of some. But it does not necessarily follow
that the methods proposed in the Lever bill
are the best.

The cause of the shortage should first of
all be ascertained. An explanation, which
may or may not be the correct one, is offered
in the Review of Reviews of the current
month by William C. Edgar of the North-
western Miller. He attributes it to buying
by the Allies of quantities sufficient for fu-
ture as well as present needs, and to similar
buying by individuals. This again has been
caused, he says, by unwarranted Government
predictions of approaching crop failures. If
he is right the food shortage will settle itself.
Those who overbought this season will under-
buy the next. There may be a short interval
to be tided over but nothing more.
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There is evidence of the failure of arbi-
trary price-fixing where it has been tried.
The London Spectator, a conservative publi-
cation, says in regard to the English effort
to end the shortage in that way:

The actual evil may not be as great as is rep-
resented by sensational headlines in the newspaper
press, but the evil need not have occurred at all if
the Government had stood aside and let the men
whose business it is to feed the people carry on that
business without interference.

The radical New Statesman says:

It is futile to fix maximum prices without con-
trolling supply. It is a mere favor to the rich,
cruel to the poor, and ultimately ineffective to re-
sort to fixed maximum prices as a way of reducing
demand. It is a source of unending trouble and
discontent, opening the door to innumerable abuses,
to attempt to limit demand merely by making pur-
chase conditional on the presentation of food
tickets. It is suicidal to adopt the policy of food
tickets (as, indeed we have already found even in
“meatless days” and voluntary abstention from wheat
and potatoes), with regard only to this or that com-
modity, as this, far fom stopping the famine,
merely causes it to extend, almost immediately, to
all available substitutes.

The New Statesman does not seem to rea-
lize that the fault it finds is inherent in every
plan to settle an economic question arbitra-
rily without regard for economic laws. The
Spectator’s comment does not take into ac-
count that if the Government were to follow
its advice, it would have to abolish all privi-
lege, the holders of which interfere with the
business of feeding the people, to a far great-
er extent than the Government has done with
its food control laws.

A practical way to carry out the Specta-
tor’s suggestion, in a manner more thorough
than that paper intended to suggest, has been
proposed by C. B. Kegley, master of the
Washington State Grange, in opening the an-
nual session of that organization on June 5.
After referring to the proposition to guaran-
tee a minimum price to the farmers he sug-
gested an alternative proposition, saying:

But there is a more far-reaching, a more states-
manlike way of insuring, not only the largest pos-
sible increase in food production and a supply, if
the war is to continue another year, which will en-
able us to supply the nations with all that they need,
but of supplying the money to pay for the war as
we go without placing any burden on production
comparable to that which must be imposed if this
plan is not adopted. If the Federal Government,
backed by the State governments, will, as a war
measure, place a tax of from three to five per cent
on all land in cities, villages and country, in propor-
tien to their unimproved value, without any tax on
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improvements, and on all land, whether improved
or unimproved, the problems, both of feeding the
nation and financing the war, will be solved and a
permanent prosperity for all will be guaranteed.
It is said that there are constitutional limitations in
the way of such a plan. Not in an emergency like
this. Is the American constitution to be
made a bulwark behind which in this hour of the
world’s need the worst of all monopolies and special
privileges can intrench itself? God forbid. And,
farmers of Washington, it will be impossible if
President Wilson is the great man and far-seeing
statesman we believe him to be. A proclamation
by him appealing to the nation for the power to
meet the issue in this way would be instantly re-
sponded to, the Congress would pass the necessary
legislation and the Governors of at least the re-
quired two-thirds of the States would see that their
Legislatures ratified the act.

Mr. Kegley’s proposition would strike at
those who speculate in the source of food pro-
duction. Considering how much is being said
in denunciation of food speculators, it does
seem that his suggestion should be generally
approved. If Congressmen were not under
the impression that farmers as a class are
opposed to this scientific way of meeting the
situation, they would not now be presenting
such unscientific propositions as the Lever
bill. The fact that the head of a great farm-
ers’ organization urges them to take the prop-
er step should reassure them. Let the food
question be settled in the right way.

* %x =

Massachusetts should profit by the “hor-
rible example” of Utah. In 1900 the people
of that State adopted an Initiative and Ref-
erendum amendment to the Constitution;
and for seventeen years successive legisla-
tures have submitted themselves to the cun-
ning of politicians who were determined that
the people should not have what they wanted.
The present Legislature has passed and the
Governor has signed a new law which has
been weighted with restrictions that will ren-
der it almost useless. This law requires ten
per cent. of the voters in a majority of coun-
ties to go before a State official to sign the
petition. The difficulty of meeting this re-
quirement in sparsely settled communities
makes such a provision almost prohibitive.
The question may be asked: Is this law the
people have demanded all these years an evil
that must be kept from them, or is it a good
to be placed in their hands? It will be inter-
esting to watch the work of the Constitution
makers of Massachusetts. Will they give
democracy expression or will they stifle it?
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Immigration After the War

By Frederic C. Howe

There is a very widespread interest all over
the country about what is going to happen
to immigration after the war. Will the coun-
tries of Europe prevent their able-bodied
men from leaving, or will the poverty, burden
of taxation and losses which everyone has
suffered bring about an unprecedented immi-
gration to this country? There is the great-
est diversity of opinion upon this subject.
Some people expect a very heavy immigra-
tion; while others think that the action of
European countries, as well as the shortage
of men in Europe, will keep people at home.
In my opinion, all of the warring countries
will do everything they can to keep their able-
bodied men at home. They will need them
for re-construction purposes. Certainly this
will be true of England, Germany and
France. Germany is the most highly social-
ized state in Europe. The state owns the
railways; industry has been socialized; and
the nation is in a position to mobilize its re-
sources for peace much as she mobilized
them for war. Any material emigration
from Germany is doubtful. The same is true
of France. There has never been much emi-
gration out of France for the reason that the
French people are home-owning peasants.
More people own their own farms in France
than in any other country in Europe. In
addition France has been socialized almost as
completely as has Germany. Not only have
the railways been taken over, but the mines,
industry and trade of all kinds. The war has
revolutionized the internal life of France as
completely as it has the life of Germany, and
has converted France into a semi-socialistic
state. Something of the same sort has hap-
pened in England, for the railways have been
taken over, as have many industries. In
Russia and Austria-Hungary necessity has
forced similar activities upon these countries,
and they, too, will be in a better position than
ever before so far as national political organ-
ization is concerned, to take care of their peo-
ple. In addition, millions of men have been
killed or incapacitated, and there is likely to
be a shortage in the labor market which may
materially increase wages; and this of itself
is sufficient to keep the workers at home, for
immigration to this country is always deter-

mined by economic conditions. Men come
here because they get better wages than they
do at home or because of the general improve-
ment in their social and economic well-being.

While all this is true, unless the govern-
ments forbid it, there will almost certainly
be a heavy emigration out of Central Europe,
especially from Poland, Hungary, Bohemia
and the Balkan States. This part of Europe
has suffered most from the war. At least
10,000,000 people have been driven from their
homes. Millions of these people have friends
and relatives in the United States, and these
millions will look longingly toward a war-free
country. And they will be helped to come to
America by friends already here. Many
women may be expected to come, as well as
many men who have been in the trenches and
who have been made restless by their three
years of freedom from the kind of toil with
which they have been familiar.

One thing is certain,—there is going to be
a big competition for men all over the world.
Canada has lost heavily, and Canada will try
to draw people from the United States, as
well as from England. Mexico will probably
be at peace; and while Mexico is not inviting
immigration, she is planning to break up the
big monopolistic land holdings in that coun-
try and provide free land for settlers. The
same is true of Australia. Instead of a sur-
plus of labor, there may be a quite universal
shortage, and those countries that make con-
ditions most attractive for labor are going to
secure immigrants and keep their own popu-
lation. It should not be surprising if hun-
dreds of thousands of able-bodied foreigners
leave the United States for Europe. In fact,
the steamship companies report that from
500,000 to 1,000,000 persons are planning a
return to Europe after the war to see their
friends, to visit the desolated places, but par-
ticularly in the expectation of being able to
acquire land cheaply. This is particularly
true of the Poles, of whom hundreds of thou-
sands expect to return to a free Poland and
buy a little home. It may be that the action
of Europe in preventing emigration, the curi-
osity and desire of foreigners already in this
country to go back home, but most of all the
belief on the part of many that they can ac-
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quire a piece of land in Europe, will convert
America from a nation of immigrants into a
nation of emigrants. Of course this is specu-
lative, but unless our cities and states work
out plans for the more humane treatment of
the working classes in this country, such an
exodus is quite likely. Especially is this true
as to our land policy. Immigrants want to
own their own farms, but wherever they turn
they find so many difficulties in the way that
they remain in the cities. Land is held at
speculative prices. Farmers have difficulty
in marketing their products. As soon as a
considerable number settle in a community
the price of land goes up. As against this,
western Canada is planning to take taxes off

The Public

Twentieth Year

houses, improvements and farm products, and
in addition to put a heavy tax upon idle land,
with the aim of breaking up land speculation,
especially the holding of land out of use.
Europe, too, is turning to the land tax for the
same purpose. For Europe is still largely di-
vided into great feudal holdings owned by the
aristocratic class. Should Europe adopt a
comprehensive land policy on the one hand,
and Canada on the other, it is quite possible
that the United States will be confronted
with a permanent shortage of labor, and that
immigrants will leave this country—as many
have already done—for Canada ; and not only
for the latter country, but for Europe as well.

A French View of Russian Liberty

By Pierre Mille in Le Temps.

Certain aspects of the Russian revolution
have somewhat amazed, one may even say,
“bowled over” the French. Taken as a whole,
the latter are very generally democratic,
more democratic than they themselves think.
One of the results of this war has been to re-
veal to some among them, who had but little
sympathy for the actual working of our
regime, or who classed themselves among its
adversaries, to what an extent they were im-
bued with liberal principles. We are fighting
against two adversaries, Germany and Aus-
tria, who profess principles contrary to ours.
The war has grown out of these antagonistic
conceptions which have become unconsciously
through outlook, education and custom, the
distinctively German mode of thinking, on
the one hand, the French mode of thinking
on the other. The right of people to disposc
of themselves: this dogma is the foundation
of democratic states, and from it flows the
rest of their organization. Germany and
Austria repudiate it. At this we are amazed,
we are scandalized. It is not only our patri-
otism that has opposed us to the enemy. “It
is a mysticism,” as Péguy has said, the mys-
ticism of liberalism. From that comes the
universal character that the conflict has as-
sumed; it is ending in a crusade.

Imbued with a democratic spirit of this
kind, the French greeted the Russian revolu-
tion with joy, while their patriotism was not
uneasy as to its consequences. One naturally
judges others by oneself, and we remem-

bered that the great upheaval of 1789 had
only united more closely against the foreigner
all the vital forces of our nation. Military en-
ergy seemed to us almost the synonym of rev-
olutionary energy. So it was with surprise
that many of us learned that one of the first
results of revolution, with our friends, was
that workmen of the munition factories re-
solved to work no more than eight hours per
day, while in countries that had long been
free, as France and England, their brothers
had given up for the duration of the war all
the privileges they had formerly won; that
some soldiers calmly left their units to return
to their villages, while others claimed the
right to elect their officers, and lastly that
some Russians, at the back, spoke quite natu-
rally of making a separate peace with the
enemy.

The first reflection of the Fren.n was:
“Evidently the Russians are no!{ like us.”
Then, “What does it mean? How important,
how serious, how deep are these manifesta-
tions?”

That we know our allies no more than
they know us, is very certain; Russia is far
away. And since we are wholly acquainted
with them, it seems difficult to reply with
certainty to the questions everyone is asking.
But there are Russian soldiers in France.
These can be seen, can be touched; we can
easily find out how they act and what mo-
tives cause them to act.

Here is a hospital that has wards for
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wounded Russians. Their administrative
chief is a Russian of high military rank. The
wounded are cared for by a Russian nurse.
The doctor has often admired the intense
conscientiousness, the pious gravity with
which she fulfilled her duties. The morning
the great news bursts upon us, the doctor
enters the wards. He looks around for the
nurse and does not see her. Finally he dis-
covers her in the operating room, stretched
on a long chair, smoking a cigarette. “It is
the visiting hour,” he says gently, “would
you please take the note-book and accompany
me?” “That is a problem,” replies the nurse.
“As you know, we are in revolution. Russia
is free.” “Well?” “Well ought I or ought I
not? My duty is to examine . . .” It is
evident that she is thinking deeply about this
problem while finishing her cigarette. Then
she rises, saying, “Come, I ought . . . These
wounded are my brothers who suffer.” To-
gether they begin the round. One Russian
soldier is sitting comfortably at the foot of
his bed. The portrait of the Tsar which the
night before decorated the head of his bed,
has been pulled down and torn into little
pieces. “Well, little brother,” says the doc-
tor, “how are you? Show me thatleg. . . .
You are cured, I shall sign your discharge.”
“Russia is free,” replies the soldier, “do you
know that Russia is free? So then I ought
not to go away unless I wish it, or my com-
rades wish it. Comrades! Ought I to go?
It seems to me that I still limp a little.” “No,
you no longer limp, Porphyre Dimitrie-
vitch,” say some of them. “But if it suits
him to remain?”’ others object. The discus-
sion becoming confused, the doctor asks them
to vote upon it. Almost unanimously it is de-
cided that Porphyre Dimitrievitch is to go
back to the front. He declares himself per-
fectly satisfied.

Now here is another wounded man just ar-
rived. He is not seriously hurt. A bursting
shell only tore his hairy skin, but he is suffer-
ing from shock. As usual in that case, the
doctor orders a purgative. But the nurse
does not yet write the order in the book.
“Ought I to take the purgative?” asks the
wounded man, turning to his comrades. Most
of them have no opinion about it. But some
who have suffered the same misfortune of
war have experience. “It does good; at least,
it never leads to bad results. Take it, little

The Public

677

brother.” At this the wounded man accepts
the purgative.

In this way the hospital works. Nothing
is more disconcerting even for the French
who have not as a rule a superstitious admir-
ation for discipline. It is quite clear that in
a French hospital run on these lines, there
would be no discipline at all. But here is the
doctor’s statement: “I asked myself what
was going to happen and did not augur much
good. But these Russians, all of them, nurses,
orderlies, wounded, do today ten times more
than they did before. They no longer obey,
at least they pretend not to obey; but they
give themselves wholeheartedly—after a loss
of time, it is true, devoted to naive palavers.
And after these palavers they are filled with
a sort of enthusiasm of devotion, a collective
ardor. They rejoice like children at being
free; and then it appears as if they find them-
selves by merging their wills in the general
will. But that is not all; one feels that deep
in their nature is an immense desire to please.
Something like the feminine desire. The sit-
uation of the administrative officer is very
curious. Theoretically he is nothing because
“there ought no longer to be officers.” In
reality he is supported because it has been
decided that “he is good.” Since there should
no longer be orders, his desires are ingeni-
ously forestalled.

The Russiang’ idea of liberty is an idea of
primitive logic, that of a pure, absolute, in-
dividual liberty. This position taken, they
immediately manifest a passionate desire for
approbation. They feel a need to give them-
selves, all of them together, much more im-
perious than that of asserting their solitary
liberty. It is between these two poles that
Russian society will evolve. It will end, let
us hope, by being drawn toward the second.

“THEY WHO WOULD BE FREE”
By Agnes S. Brundin.

“Whether in the individual or the nation,
all vital progress must spring from within.
* * * They who would be free, them-
selves must strike the blow,” declared Mr. A.
O. Hume, a noted English statesman, ad-
dressing a graduating class of Calcutta Uni-
versity, British India.

This is the principle upon which democ-
racy is based. The masses all over the world
are gradually learning this, are reaching out
to grasp those things which seem to offer
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promise. In the United States one of the
most intercsting and significant evidences of
awakening, of the desire of people to know
and understand the political, social and eco-
nomic workings of society, is the growth of
the open forum movement.

Those who have had anything to do with
a real open forum can not help but feel its
power. It is a movement which champions
the right of any person, regardless of his
race, creed or station, to speak his mind, to
freely discuss any phase of our present
society, to question the principal speaker be-
fore the house, and to speak after him, differ-
ing from or agreeing with him. It is a move-
ment which stands for the right of a man to
investigate for himself, to draw his own con-
clusions and to speak them, as opposed to
the method of accepting readymgke opinions
and standards. It also brings to the light
of day repressed ideas which may be a menace
to the public good but which, when expressed
and exposed to the strong light of public
criticism often dissolve altogether or are
transmuted into ideals of value to society,

Peter Cooper provided a platform for the
forum movement in 1854 with the establish-
ment of the People’s Institute just on the
edge of the Bowery in New York. Charles
Sprague-Smith, professor of comparative
literature at Columbia, devoted the best part
of his life to this work, starting Cooper
Union Open Forum in 1897. Dr. Percy
Stickney Grant of New York carried the idea
to his church on Fifth Avenue in 1907 and
established the first open forum in a church.
Other people in different parts of the city
and country got together for similar pur-
poses, until today there are upwards of one
hundred such groups in and about New York
City alone and about three hundred through-
out the United States and Canada.

Probably Dr. Grant has had more to do
with this development in and about New
York than any other one man. His forum
has long been a model in free and open dis-
cussion of all topics and he, himself, has
been an inspiration to others who have been
guided by his big social vision. In regard
to his forum, he has said:

If crowds will listen to soap-box orators on street
corners; if workmen in factories will give part of
their precious noon recess to listen to Y. M. C. A.
speakers, should not religious bodies, which control
more good auditoriums than anybody else, and have
less use for them, offer hospitality in their churches
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to such groups and, if necessary, organize these op-
portunities under favorable conditions. The forum
undertook to make a church a shelter for what might
otherwise have been open-air meetings of all sorts
and conditions of men, interested in discussing mod-
ern social and industrial ideas. . The forum
is a device by which the people become articulate.
Any institution that gives voice to the poor is an
emancipator, for it breaks their worst shackles—
silence. The cause that can be heard is in a way to
sccure its ends. A people that is articulate is on its
way to victory.

Twenty-five New York forums organized
a Congress of Forums, Inc., in February,
1916, and established a central office at 12
West 11th Street in January, 1917. Now
there are forty-seven forums in the organi-
zation, with Dr. Grant as their president.
Upon centralizing, the group immediately
constituted an advisory board of representa-
tive men and women from the various social,
educational, political, religious, economic and
racial groups throughout the country. Since
that time, though the movement has had but
little publicity, over 250 inquiries and re-
quests for help have come to the office from
people throughout the United States and
Canada who wish to start forums. About
half of these are from the Middle Atlantic
States, fifteen are from California and some
sixty are from the middle west. The ma-
jority of these requests come from people
who are not working under the direction of
any parlicular organization. Others are
from clubs, student bodies, labor groups and
chambers of commerce, and practically all
work toward the ideal of making their meet-
ings open to the public.

The effect of the forum movement upon
society is noticeable. The very contact of
people in the public forum tends to neutralize
extremes and promote understanding. As
for the exchange of ideas, truth has always
stood a better chance in an open encounter.
It has even come to such a pass that speakers
are advised if they have an idea and wish
to know its value, to try it on an open forum
audience.

L] [ ] L]

The business of government is not to make men
virtuous or religious, or to preserve the fool from
the consequences of his own folly. It is to secure
liberty by protecting the equal rights of each from
aggression on the part of others.—Henry George.

* * *

Below every movement that calls itself progressive
but puts off the consideration of the evil of private
monopoly in land values, there is a moral evil that
poisons everything.—Joseph Fels.
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NEWS OF THE WEEK

Week Ending June 12.

Congressional Doings.

The Senate Finance Committee on June 11 finally
agreed on eliminating from the income tax section
of the revenue bill, the retroactive tax on 1916 in-
comes, and the Lenroot amendment by which the
surtax on incomes was increased over the amount
originally recommended by the House Ways and
Means Committee. Formal approval was also ex-
tended to the repeal of the present tax on war muni-
tions profits. Stamp taxes of two cents on bank
checks and drafts of more than $6 were approved on
June 7. Other stamp taxes were approved as passed
by the House, and also the consumption taxes on
sugar, coffee and tea. [See current volume, page

566.]
. e

Senator Gore of Oklahoma announced on June 9
that he would introduce a substitute for the revenue
bill putting the entire war expenses on incomes, ex-
cess profits and—unless prohibition or a prohibitive
liquor tax be agreed upon—on liquor also.

* ®

The Espionage bill with the censorship clause
omitted passed the House finally on June 7 by a vote
of 86 to 22. The Agricultural Committee reported
on June 11 the Lever food control bill, empowering
the President to prohibit or regulate the operation
of boards of trade, license importation, manufacture,
storage or distribution of food or fuel, forbid hoard-
ing under penalty of fine or imprisonment, com-
mandeer storage plants, factories or mines, and to
fix a minimum price. A provision for maximum
prices was eliminated.

* ®

The Senate Judiciary Committee reported favor-
ably on June 11 the Sheppard resolutions for a pro-
hibition amendment to the Federal Constitution.
The prosposed amendment reads as follows:

Section 1—The manufacture, sale or transporta-
tion of intoxicating liquors with the importation
thereof into, or the exportaton thereof from
the United States and all territory subject to the
jurisdiction thereof for beverage purposes is here-

y prohibited.

Section 2—The Congress shall have power to

enforce this article by appropriate legislation.

Investigating the High Cost of Living.

The Committee on the High Cost of Living, of
which Charles H. Ingersoll is chairman, has issued a
statement showing that “the greatest waste of
which we are guilty is due to our policy of permitting
a few people to possess and to exploit the natural
resources and natural monopolies of the country.”
The net ground rent of the country over and above
the taxes now paid on land values is at least
$3,600,000,000. The annual increase in the selling
price of urban and agricultural land is stated to be
$2,000,000,000 or an amount equal to the loan which
the government is now trying to float. Existing tax
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methods compel American producers to pay at least
$5,000,000,000 a year in tribute to monopoly, or $50
per capita. Statistics are quoted to show Lhat coal
consumers “pay uncounted hundreds of millions more
than the costs of production,” that the owners of
iron ore, copper, petroleum, timber lands and water
power exact similar tribute, and concludes with the
recommendation that to reduce the cost of living per-
manently monopoly of natural resources must be
made unprofitable and “taxes now levied upon every
form of industry, labor and thrift must be trans-
ferred to land values.” The Committee’s head-
quarters are at 320 Broadway, New York City.

Injunction Against Unions Denied.’

The United States Supreme Court on June 11 dis-
missed an application for an injunction against the
New York carpenters’ unions. The suit had been
brought by certain manufacturers who claimed that
the unions were engaged in a nation-wide conspiracy
in restraint of trade. They further claimed that
while the Clayton act forbids issuance of injunctions
against employes in behalf of their employers it al-
lows them in suits between individuals and unions.
The Court held that only the Government may secure
injunctions under the Anti-Trust law. Justices Mec-
Kenna, Van Devanter and Brandeis dissented.

Registration Results.

Full returns on draft registration from 29 States
and the District of Columbia had been received
at the office of Provost Marshal General Crowder
up to June 10. These showed a registration of
5,808,955 men of military age as against a previous
census estimate of 6,614,216. The . same ratio
throughout the country would make the total about
9,000,000, a shortage of 1,000,000 from the census
estimate. The States reported are California, Col-
orado, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, New York, North
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Virginia, Wash-
ington, Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Vermont, Wisconsin,
Tennessee, Illinois, North Carolina, Georgia, Missis-
sippi, Alabama, Missouri, Maryland, West Vrginia.
Exemption was claimed by 3,180,210 or more than
53 per cent of the total. In addition there were
registered 667,168 aliens not subjected to draft,
of which 77,198 were German subjects. The en-
tire number of American citizens not claiming exemp-
tion was 1,961,687, approximately 34 per cent of the
total or 36 per cent of the citizenship total. No re-
port has been made of reasons given for exemption.
In some districts conscientious objectors were not
permitted to assign that reason.

. L

In accordance with the President’s statement that
unwilling persons are not to be conscripted, the
American Union Against Militarism announces re-
garding its work as follows:

To this end the organization is working alung
two lines. It has been laboring with the admin-
istration of the War Department to establish in
the regulations, which are shortly to be sent out
to exemption boards, definite provisions protecting
the “conscientious objectors.”” Under the rulings
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