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International Morality and Exchange.

By Henri Lambert.

INTERNATIONAL MORALITY
AND EXCHANGE

By Henri Lambert, of Charleroi, Belgium

Harmony and peace among mations can be the
outcome only of knowledge and practice of true in-
ternational ethics. No alliances, no “ententes,” mo
hegemony, mo balance of power, no diplomacy, mo
treaty, no league of mations, no peace “organization”
or “machinery” whatever, will successfully take the
place of morality in international relations.

. The Economic Fundamentals of International

Morality.

The economic interests of men are their primordial
interests. Their economic relations are their funda-
mental relations. It is so in the life of individuals
and of groups within national collectivities. It is
equally so in the life of nations in the international

society. Economics are necessarily at the base of all
politics. National economic policy is the funda_l-
merital national policy. International economic

policy is the fundamental international policy.

To bring into line harmonious relations of peoples,
international politics should be inspired, primarily
and positively, by international economic morals.
These must be manifested by the practice of justice
in the economic relations of peoples—that is to say,
in the political administration of international eco-
nomic interests. It has not ceased to be so, and
will never cease to be more and more so with the
increasing advance of physical sciences, technical
arts, as well as of industries, commerce, and means
of communication, advances which tend to render
economic interests of peoples more and more inter-
dependent.

What must be the characteristic of justice in the
administration of international economic interests?

Justice, in itself, is considered as undefinable.
This, we think, is because its definition has always
been sought in the ideal or the abstract. Let us
seek it in the nature of things.

In order to be successful, first in conceiving, and
secondly in defining justice, it is necessary to begin
by inquiring what was its origin among men. Now,
the conception of justice cannot have entered and
gradually taken shape in the human brain until men
came into a relationship other than that of force—
that is to say, until the dependence of man on his

fellow began to be satisfied by exchange of things
and services. The origin of the sentiment and
notion of justice in human intercourse lies in the
natural and divine phenomenon of division of labour
and exchange of products and services. Justice was
born of the necessity of evaluating things and ser-
vices that had to be more or less freely exchanged
and of accepting their approximate equivalent. As
division of labour, as well as exchange of things and
of intellectual and moral services, has become more
complex and free, so have the sentiment and con-
ception of justicz been dcveloped, perfected, and
raised. Justice is directly functional to—justice s
freedom of rendering mutual services by labour and
exchange.

Justice in the administration of international in-
terests must be characterized by freedom in the re-
lations of exchange between peoples.

The first and fundamental manifestation of jus-
tice and morality in these relations is freedom to ex-
chagge material things necessary to physiological
needs.

The politics of peoples adequately adjusted to the
natural conditions of their harmonious intercourse
will be those which, inspired by international eco-
nomic justice and morality, establish freedom of in-
dustries and commerce in international society.

II. International Law.

There cannot be a true conventional written law,
save that which derives its motive and value from
a natural law. There will never be a solid and stable
international law except it be the outcome of a
natural international law. If the constitution of
humanity in national groups is a natural fact, there
must necessarily exist a natural international law.
It is only a question of discovering it.

Certainly one cannot conceive of the existence of a
natural law except between entities—individuals or
groups—whose relations are natural; it is, there-
fore, only between nations enjoying natural relations
that there can be a natural international law; and
it is economic relations which, being fundamental,
must above all and by sheer necessity be natural.

Now, those fundamental relations between peoples
which exclude and isolate each other are artificial:
the diversity with which riches are scattered in the
different regions of the globe, in such fashion that
every nation has in abundance, or sometimes even in
superabundance, things and natural advantages of
which others have an insufficiency or lack totally,
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and the natural solidarity which results therefrom—
does this not demonstrate that it is in the very neces-
sity of the natural plan of progress that peoples
should render mutual services by exchange? The ac-
complishment of the phenomenon of division of labour
and exchange cannot be stayed or hindered
“naturally” by political frontiers. Must human laws
not limit themselves to sanctioning “relations hav-
ing their origin in the nature of things?” The estab-
lishment of artificial economic frontiers (political
frontiers being necessarily justified by the fact of
nationalities), is an attack against natural inter-
national order and law, and will be penalized by
the impossibility of building up between peoples a
definite and sovereign law capable of assuring to
them mutual harmony and peace. The international
judicial edifice will crack and crumble if not built
on the true, concrete foundation of unified economic
interests of peoples living under the régime of the
natural international law of freedom of exchange.
II. Disarmament and Freedom of the Seas.

Armaments, even competition in armaments, do
not cause wars. They are but the consequences of
the danger of war—that is to say, of international
ingecurity. It is evident that their disappearance
will only be made possible by international security
—in other words, by the-intervention of international
morality.

Man in danger and unprotected can only arm
himself. It is the same with nations. Surround an
individual with the blessing of security and he will
desire nothing so much as to drop his weapon; soon
he will let it rust; he will even end by not knowing
where to find it. The disarmament of nations can
only come about in the same way—voluntarily,
gradually, as a natural result of an increased feeling
of international security. In proportion to advance-
ment in the direction of industrial civilization, based
on co-operation and exchange, this feeling will more
and more merge itself into that of stability in inter-
national economic relations—stability which identi-
fies itself with freedom of these relations. To be
truly desirable and final disarmament can and must
only come about as the result and the blessed gift of
the advent of international economic liberty, justice
and morality.

Navalism has the same cause as militarism: in-
ternational insecurity. It will not disappear save
by means of international morality. Ablata causa,
tollitur effcctus. Gradual disarmament on land will
then be accompanied by gradual disarmament on sea.
Naval disarmament and freedom of the seas will be
natural consequences of liberty of international com-
merce. They are problems which will never be solved
if considered apart from the general problem of per-
manent peace.

Freedom of the seas shall not be liberty of mari-
time commerce in times of war guaranteed by agree-
ments between nations. How curious and contra-
dictory is the conception that enterprises of war
should by international convention be favoured and
preparation therefor be given countenance! Vain ef-
fort, indeed, that would seek to deduce the principle
of liberty and security of the “nations’ highway”
from a morality of war! The only possible morality
of war is that seas as well as lands must belong to
those who are capable of seizing them by force and
of maintaining their domination by the same means,
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as pirates and tyrants do—that is to say: the
“morality of war” can only be the “morality of in-
ternational brigandage.”

From such a state of things neutral peoples must
legitimately suffer; no efforts, no conventions what-
ever will prevail against the superior law of natural
solidarity, which condemns all men alike to suffer
from the failure of progress wherever it takes place
—a just law indeed, since it tends to promote rapid
and general progress, and since that failure has
proved that no peoples have given to others a
sufficiently constant and powerful example of pro-
gressive international morality. (Without doubt,
certain great protectionist non-belligerent nations
have a large share of direct and active responsibility
in the conservation of international immorality.)

For more than a century the seas have been per-
manently open to the trade of nations in times of
peace. The fact strikingly confirms the theory ac-
cording to which the problem of the real freedom
of the seas is but one with that of permanent peace,
and finds its best solution—its only one—in the
policy of international commercial liberty.

Certainly, humanity has no interest in having the
freedom of the seas assured to—nor the domination
of the seas exercised by—imperialist, conquering,
and protectionist nations. There is no more potent
interest than the prevention of such. There is there-
fore clear evidence that this question could not be
solved, justly, completely, definitely. except by means
of liberty of international trade. Liberty of trade
cannot be the consequence of freedom of the seas; it
must be its means, its cause.*

It is also as clear as it is rational that naval dis-
armament and freedom of the seas must depend on
an equitable adjustment of colonial ownership, and
above all on the establishment of the régime of the
Open Door, or at least of equal opportunities in all
colonial possessions, present and future. (The
logical corollary of this being ultimate free trade
between the Mother Countries.)

Let us remark, in conclusion, that freedom of .the
seas necessarily implies liberty of communication be-
tween lands and seas, and also liberty of ports. By
recognition of this principle several most difficult
questions of international politics could be solved
with extreme ease and to the great advantage of
all interested.

IV. The

As long as international insecurity exists it will
confirm the peoples in the entirely just idea that
national might and great empires are necessities.
They will, by force, form compact national blocks
and incited by vital interests, they will refuse to
listen to the pleas of sacrificed and wretched sub-
jected nationalities. The constitution of great eco-
nomic and political units is but the logical conse-
quence of the illogical system of refusing inter-
national co-operation. And it is, moreover, ex-
tremely doubtful whether, under the régime of
reciprocal economic exclusions, the small nation-
alities would have a true interest in their segrega-

“Nationalities.”

. "We may cafely and usefully add that freedom of the scas
in time of war cannot bhe a factor or cause of peace (on the
contrary it can only cause continuation of wars). But true
freedom of the seas would be the natural and inevitable out-
come of {)e:we founded on liberty and morality. This would
immediately result in an agreement for international guardian-
ship of the seas.
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tion from great empires and in an economic and
political isolation which for them would signify
misery and decadence as well as, in the main, in-
creased exterior insecurity.

Had all nations lived, if only for a quarter of a
century, under the régime of freedom of exchange
and intercommunication (following on a like period
of preparatory tendency towards absolute Free
Trade), they would clearly recognize that all the ad-
vantages which formerly accrued to them as the
outcome of territorial aggrandizement, of domina-
tion and of centralization were obtainable—without
the evils consequent on these, and in much increased
measure—by international freedom of intercourse.
The idea of association and co-operation would sub-
stitute itself for that of “power.” Peoples would
purge themselves of the madness of “Empires.” And
gradually even the great acquisitive nations would
no longer find it detrimental to their interests and
progress to accord to the various nationalities of
which they are composed governmental autonomy—
which under the régime of general free exchange
and “open-door” would prove for all, great and small
alike, a great boon.

The difficulties of interior politics would be singu-
larly lessened, for it is infinitely easier to discover
and practice methods and rules of government ap-
propriate to increasing liberty and to progress when
political groups are restricted and homogeneous
(one of the reasons of the absurdity of the idea of
a United States of Europe). The internal,—civil,
moral, and political—liberty and prosperity of na-
tions can be largely influenced by the freedom of
their external economic relations. They are per-
haps definitely dependent upon this. It is also
certain that, were political collectivities more cir-
cumscribed, their external relations, inspired by
a healthier spirit, would be smoother: by very reason
of their scantiness and of the consequently neces-
sary increment of their external relations the sen-
timent of nationalism would, gradually, under a
régime of liberty and security, yield to the spirit
of internationalism, and ‘“patriotic”’ passion and
savagery to humanitarian reason. True human
progress—moral, social, national, and international
—depends, without doubt, on the possibility of con-
stituting and of preserving circumscribed political
groups, economically federated in a co-operative
unity.

We would like to remark here that to deal il-
logically with the problem of nationalities is ex-
tremely dangerous. It is simply impossible to
pacify the world through the freeing of national-
ities. But it is possible to gradually free nation-
alities by creating international security through a
mors| and therefore stable peace. Freedom of na-
tionalities cannot be a cause of permanent peace; it
can only be the comsequence of this, the beneficent
and blessed result of international morality.

V. Modern Wars and Peace.

The most primitive wars were expeditions of
hunger or of brigandage. In the main all wars
have had s their objective territorial increase and
acquisition of economic advantage. After having
passed the period of wars which apparently had as
their causes dynastic or personal ambitions and
rivalries of kings, and of those wars in which re-
ligious fanaticism was the apparent primary cause,
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humanity is entering upon a period—which must
rapidly be brought to an end—of wars of whxgh
the underlying causes are distinctly economic.
Race hatred, national passions, inferior “ideals” of
peoples no longer intervene as influential factors
except in so far as they second the rivalries of the
industrial, commercial, and financial interests of
powerful groups—syndicates, cartels, and trusts.

The great nations urged by these interests covet
“agsured markets.” They desire to secure them
after conquest, by protectionist privileges and
monopolies (by “Imperialism”)—that is to say by
international injustice. Their “great politicians”
give zealous support to those debased enterprises,
relying, if need be, for opposition to adverse in-
terests, on “alliances” or ‘“ententes.”” Their gov-
ernments are then induced to impose on nations
from whose interests competition is feared terms
as disadvantageous as possible. Of commerce and
in industry, sole platform of international rapproche-
ment for practically all individuals, sole actual pos-
sible platform of international morality, govern-
ments make a terrain of exclusion, discord, hate,
and international immorality. No statesman has
the courage, or even perhaps the wisdom, to cry
to Humanity: Stop! Through the mouth of their
leaders (a few excepted), the masses equally show
the measure of their incapacity. And so through
ignorance of the many, and by artifices of some,
the causes are brought about and the conditions de-
veloped of modern wars. Thenceforth will fate-
fully arise the catastrophic phenomenon. Those
most benefited by injustice will be condemned to
defend “par le fer et par le sang” (through iron
and blood), against those less favoured, the por-
tions of the globe which they have conquered, and
even those territories which they have possessed
immemorially. So long as there exists the gen-
eral desire and prejudice in favour of economically
closed and monopolistic empires, so long will the
catastrophic phenomenon repeat itself and increase
in gravity. The ignorance and injustice of con-
querors will, unfailingly, bring their own retribution
in ultimate attack by other would-be conquerors.

At our epoch the problem of peace consists in
substituting for the causes of war, which are eco-
nomic, the natural economic condition of peace.
Modern peace must be a Pax QOeconomica. Such
will be the fruit of knowledge and practice of an
international morality inspired by that economic
justice which is comprised in liberty of interna-
tion co-operation and exchange.

It is incumbent on men to recognize that this is the
only natural and solid moral basis of a universal
and permanent peace.

The economic activities and utilitarian progress
of men are the necessary means and material sup-
port of their moral progress. They form the base
of civilization. Moral progress is its consummation
and end, because it alone is capable of response to
Finalities. = Material progress and enrichment
not followed in due time by corresponding and
“compensating” moral progress will become a cause
of corruption and perdition. Persistent retard-
ment of advance in morality entails the annihila-
tion of the works of men and the disappearance of
their civilizations,
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T h e P ublic Twentieth Year.

An Invitation To You

THE PUBLIC stands for fundamental democracy. The readers of THE
PUBLIC must endorse this stand, else they would not buy the paper. Essen-
tial to democracy are not only freedom of speech and press, but also freedom
to exchange the products of one’s own labor for the products of others’ labor
wherever one pleases, unrestricted and unburdened by tariff taxes.

The American Free Trade League is working for world-wide freedom
of trade from all taxes and restrictions, and the freeing of trade routes from
interference. We believe the readers of THE PUBLIC share these aims,
because they see they are right. If you agree, and want to help in the reali-
zation of our ideals, join the League by sending one dollar to the Secretary.
In return you will not only have the privilege of assisting in our work, but
you will receive the League’s quarterly, the FREE TRADE BROADSIDE.

The League’s publications now go to several hundred public libraries
in different parts of the country, and it can extend its work in proportion to
the increase of its membership. Protected interests are working hard and
spending vast sums of money to deceive the public. Are believers in Free
Trade—who have right on their side—to be outdone by advocates of eco-
nomic war and legal privilege?

With the proposals of the Allied statesmen for an economic war to
follow the present armed conflict pending, the world faces a crisis of history.
Free Traders, who see in their plan the remedy for war and the guarantee of
future peace, need now to do their best to turn public thought in the right
direction. Will you help?

®* The Free Trade Broadside—25c a year to non-members. Sample copy for 2c stamp.

THE AMERICAN FREE TRADE LEAGUE,
Room 3529, 120 Boylston St., Boston, Mass.
Kenneth B. Elliman, Secretary.

SECRETARY AMERICAN I'Ree TrabE LEAGUE:

I approve the object of the League and wish to hecome a member. 1 enclose one dollar
to pay the annual assessment for 191

8 18 S Y

I recommend for membership (use the margin for name and address)

=
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We are in a position to accept

SEVENTY-FIVE
THOUSAND DOLLARS

or any part of this sum for
investment in

NEW YORK CITY
TRANSFERS OF TAX LIENS

guaranteeing a return of

7%

per annum

The Tax Lien Company of New York

68 William Street NEW YORK CITY

THE BEST BOOKS
INTERNATIONALISM

We asked a nationally known worker
in the Peace Movement to give us a list
of the books he recommended on Inter-
nationalism. Here is his list:

= The Confederation of Europe. By
Walter Alision Phillips

A study of the European Alliance, 1813-1823,
as an experiment in the International Organiza-
tion of Peace. $2.50 postpaid

Nationalism, War and Boolety. By Edw. Krehbiel.
Introduction by Norman An 11.

A study of nationalism its mitant, war,
- in their relation to cnv:lmtion and of the funda-
mentals and the progress of the poamon t0
WAL, ccetercccttcsnrncnsrrsasnncns Pootpuld
Progress and Poverty. By Henry Geor An inuqiry
into the cause of industrial d rmﬁ‘m and of in-

crease of want with increase of wealth

$1. 25 Postpaid,

An Essay on a Congress of Nations. deted by James
Brown Scott. ...ciceviiiececianns 00 Postpaid.
Addresses on International Bubjects. Ehhu Root.
ottpud

Peace Through Justice. By James Brown

81, 00 Poltptld
- THE PUBLIC %% New York C:ty

The Ethics of

Democracy

By Louis F. Post
Third Edition: New Introduction

The “Ethics of Democracy” is Mr.
Post’s greatest book. It is a series of
optimistic essays on the natural laws of
human society, which should be read and
recommended widely.

CONTENTS: Introduction — Democ-
racy; The Democratic Optimist, Indivi-
dual Life, Business Life, Economic Ten-
dencies, Politico-Economic Principles,
Democratic Government, Patriotism; Con-
clusion—The Great Order of Things.

What Reviewers Say:

Mark Twain wrote of the first edition:
“l prize it for its lucidity, its sanity and its
moderation and because I believe its gospel.”

The Globe, Boston:

A republication in a third edition of Post’s
Ethics of Democracy is a literary event worth
noting.

The Citizen, Ottawa, Canada:

Louis Post’s light will continue to shine for
true democracy, in the United States; and the
rest of the world has nothing to lose by keeping

in touch with the principles laid down in
The Ethics of Democracy.

The Christian Science Monitor, Boston:

The author has written a preface bringing
himself and his convictions up to date as it were;
and a very fine thinker on the ethics of democ-
racy he has been and is. Monopolies, imperial-
ism, protection, unearned increment, pseudo-
patriotism, mock-justice, get hard blows from
him but not in a bitter spirit. He “speaks the
truth in love.”

William L. Chenery, in the Chicago Herald:

Louis F. Post’s volume of Essays in “funda-
mental democracy” has now reached its third
edition. Mr. Post got his inspiration from
Henry George, but he has learned his democracy
from the life around him. The production of a
clear-sighted, brilliant leader, Ethics of Democ-
racy opens a wide window for the viewing of
our common life.

Price $1.50, Postpaid

The Public Z29%~<T- New York

122 E. 37th Se.,
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Editorial

All who would save the country from war
should promptly protest to the President
and Congressmen against a declaration of
war. And at the same time let a protest
"be made against a threatened worse evil,
universal compulsory military training.
President and Congressmen wish to hear
directly from the people.

* * *

It is a dangerous thing during the present
patriotic hysteria to say anything about
flags; but if such a question is in order one
- should like to ask what these good Ameri-
cans who are so vociferous over the Russian
Revolution would do if they were suddenly
confronted with the flag, the red flag of in-
ternational brotherhood. One also wonders
what will be the state of mind of the Social-
ist in the German army on the eastern front
when he is commanded to fire upon that flag.
And is it likely, should this red flag be re-
tained as a national emblem, to lead to inter-
national complications if Russians in this
country should attempt to entwine their flag
with ours, as is not infrequently done by
former residents of a foreign country taken
into American citizenship?

* * *

Everybody in the United States is rejoiced
over freedom in Russia, including even the
universal conscriptionists, the suppressors
of free speech, injunction-issuing judges,
the New York Times and others actively en-
gaged in efforts to destroy American free-
dom. In the meantime it is quite probable
that even the ex-Czar of Russia and all the
former Grand Dukes are enthusiastically in
favor of freedom—in the United States.

* % *

It is proposed by a number of persons that
the United States contribute a billion dollars
to the Entente Allies to enable them to win

the war. This country could well afford to
contribute that sum, but it would be far
better that it be used in making good the
ravages of war, rather than to continue those
ravages. A billion more spent in fighting
will mean not only the loss of that billion,
but other billions that are brought against it.,
Whereas, a billion spent in setting-up the
countries of Europe would add not only that
amount to their physical comfort, but the
very fact of the gift would be the means of
regenerating the souls of us all. It were
better, indeed, that we should contribute five
billions to the repair of the ravages of war
than one billion toward further destruction.

* *

“Love your enemies” would not be a very
appropriate text for a sermon in those New
York churches where Mayor Mitchel’s so-
called “loyalty” pledges are now being cir-
culated. But perhaps Reverend Newell
Dwight Hillis or some other prominent
Rooseveltian clergyman is preparing a ser-
mon to show that in this case the word “love”
means “kill”.

* * @

An unfair impression prevails outside of
New York that the city is thoroughly com-
mitted to war-madness and militarism. This
is due to the daily press which misrepresents
local sentiment. That anti-war sentiment is
strong was shown clearly enough by the
Madison Square Garden meeting of March
24. Although the meeting was not exten-
gively advertised, yet the hall was filled and
the audience made clear enough its endorse-
ment of the speakers’ protests against our
entrance into the war. Compared with a
pro-war meeting two nights before, when a
crowd no greater had been secured by much
beating of tom-toms and other howling
dervish methods, the peace meeting made by
far the better showing.
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Should universal conscription and the pro-
posed spy bill be put in force in the United
States, together with now existing forms of
censorship, the citizens of the free Russian
Republic will probably speak of any tendency
to return to the methods of the old regime
as “Americanization.”

»* * »*

Former Attorney General George W.
Wickersham told the New Hampshire Legis-
lature on the 20th that

We are on the brink of war with a nation having
12,000,000 trained soldiers under arms. . . . The
fact is that at this moment the United States presents
to the warlike, tax-burdened, and predatory nations
of the world a succulent morsel of unprotected
wealth more attractive and helpless than anything
since the empire of Montezuma unfolded its attrac-
tions to the hungry bands of Cortez. How shall we
prepare ourselves while yet there is time against the
fate of the ancient Empire or the Kingdom of Peru,
which Pizarro plundered?

As all nations are friendly to us save the
Central Powers and Colombia, and as the
Central Powers dare not send a ship to sea,
and Mr. Roosevelt boasts that he “took Pan-
ama” from Colombia, it would seem as
though there were no occasion for Mr. Wick-
ersham and his Wall Street friends to inter-
rupt their arduous labor of clipping coupons
from war bonds.

»* * »

“War time,” says William Marion Reedy,
“is a fine time to put anything over under
the guise of patriotism.” Mayor Mitchel of
New York seems to agree with Mr. Reedy
sufficiently to put his philosophy to a practical
test. There is a land deal to be put over at
Rockaway Point. The land belongs to the
Rockaway Pacific Company. The State is to
buy it at a very liberal price, in order that the
Federal government may build a fort on the
site, and New York City is to sell the Pacific
company, for a much lower price, a munici-
pally-owned site equally good. There are
good business reasons why the details of such
a transaction should be carefully examined.
State Senator Robert F. Wagner evidently
takes this view. He refuses to be
stampeded into endorsement of what may be
a bad deal. But Mayor Mitchel is much in-
terested in putting this deal over quickly, and
has sought to scare off Senator Wagner by
the demogogic trick of charging him with
“working in the interest of Germany.” This
is but one example of the way things will be
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put over under the guise of patriotism. With
war once under way we may look for many

more examples.
* * *

A course of practical instruction in what
used to be Russian methods seems about to
be commenced by the principal of a Brook-
lyn High School. The first lesson consisted
in causing the arrest of three students of
another school for circulating anti-enlistment
pledges among his pupils. The arrested ones,
all boys under age, were fined by a magis-
trate and compelled to have their finger-print
records taken. It should be said in palli-
ation of the act of the principal and magis-
trate that both are probably affected by the
prevalent war-madness. Both are entitled
to the presumption that when that passes
they will be heartily ashamed of their con-
duct. In the meantime their young vic-
tims may rest assured that their experience
will be remembered to their credit.

* = *

In reference to the new act forbidding cir-
culation of liquor advertisements in prohibi-
tion states the New York Times asks “Is free-
dom of the press safe under legislation of this
kind?” Let it be said that it is as safe at
least as it will be under the Overman spy
bill which the Times champions. The right
to advertise liquor is no more sacred than the
right to eriticise public servants holding mili-
tary positions.

* * *

Congress should investigate the case of
Thomas Mooney, convicted at San Francisco
of complicity in the bomb throwing at the
preparedness parade. The reason this mat-
ter concerns Congress is because the convic-
tion was based on a statement by District
Attorney Fickert that the bomb throwing
was but part of a nation-wide plot against all
preparedness agitation. If that statement
is true, if District Attorney Fickert has any
evidence of the truth of his claim, then
Congress should certainly know it. On the
other hand, if it is not true then the jury
that convicted Mooney was misled, and
that is something which ought to be demon-
strated. It is significant that so conserva-
tive a citizen as former Congressman Bourke
Cockran has openly declared the whole pros-
ecution a frame-up, in which San Francisco’s
big business interests are implicated. From
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radical sources such a charge would receive
little attention, but Mr. Cockran is anything
but radical. Let Congress investigate.

* L ] *

That every child born in New York City
increases land values by $1,000 or more, is
the reason for opposition to birth control
legalization, given at a legislative hearing at
Albany, by a Mrs. Wheelock, representing
real estate interests. In other words every
child born in New York City is robbed at its
birth for the benefit of a few land owners,
of at least $1,000. Whatever may be the
merits of birth control it is clear that this
robbery of new born babes is a grievous
wrong. It is furthermore clear that if the
law did not permit such robbery, fewer
parents would be driven by economic stress
to desire birth control, or to practice it. The
legislature has the opportunity to make a
beginning at doing justice to these babies by
acting favorably on a measure, now slum-
bering in a pigeon hole, allowing the City
of New York to put more taxes on land
values and less on improvements. But it
must be said that the present body seems
more inclined to favor landed interests than
to do justice to any one. Though ready
enough to compel young men to train for
defense of the State, the legislature will take
no steps to defend these youths from a rob-
bery that begins at their birth.

Russia’s Revolution.

The great outstanding fact of Russia’s
political upheaval appears to be its modera-
tion, its reasonableness, its sanity. Such a
corrupt, mad, oppressive autocracy might
well have provoked retaliation; and a people
so long outraged by privilege would have
had some justification for making reprisals.
But the leaders of the Revolution have
shown their wisdom in centering popular
attention upon the promise of the future,
rather than upon the failures of the past, by
directing their energies toward constructive
and positive work.

It is a matter of astonishment how such
complete accord could have come about that
the successive steps in the Revolution should
be as a play upon a stage; but this wonder-
ment is due apparently to our lack of infor-
mation regarding the situation within the
Empire, and to our failure to appreciate the
new conditions. The natural democracy
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prevailing in the village life served as a
foundation ; the Zemstvos offered a means of
experience, and the co-operative societies,
having more than eleven and a quarter mil-
lion members, served as a medium for the
union of forces and the interchange of ideas.
And last, but by no means least, the Army
was in full accord with the people.

The condition of the Russian Army should
not be overlooked. Had the same attempt to
overthrow the autocracy been made two
years ago it very likely would have failed;
for the Army at that time was composed
largely of men who had been so long under
arms as to give implicit obedience to their
officers; and their number was sufficient to
influence the newer recruits. But that Army
thas passed away. Practically all the men
who were under arms at the beginning of
the war have been killed, wounded or taken
prisoner. The men now in the ranks are
fresh from the people, imbued with the
ideas prevailing in the village communities
at the time they went to the front. Had all
these men been at home there would have
been confusion of purpose, and they might
have been overborne by the soldiery; but
being themselves the soldiery, they had but
to will it and the Revolution was a fact.

The course of the leaders in proclaiming
amnesty, free speech and a free press de-
notes a degree of self-restraint and a sweep
of vision that augurs well for the future, If
the same grasp of fundamentals be taken of
international relations it will do much to re-
strain the unbridled passions of the warring
nations. Particularly is it to be hoped that
there is truth in the rumor that Russia
wishes to internationalize the Dardanelles.
Constantinople in Russia’s possession will be
a source of irritation in many quarters, and
will constitute a weakness rather than
strength; but Constantinople and the
Straits internationalized will give Russia
free access to the seas, without any of the
disadvantages.

Further, to internationalize the Darda-
nelles is the strongest of reasons for inter-
nationalizing Gibraltar and the Suez, Kiel
and Panama canals. Such a step will aid in
neutraljzing the small States, and in securing
the expression of all suppressed peoples.
For it matters not how nice may be the bal-
ance between Empires, or how overpowering
may be the force that presumes to regulate
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world affairs, if there be one principality,
province, or tribe that is denied the expres-
sion of its individuality it will become a fes-
tering sore to corrupt the blood of nations.
England has had her Irish question, Ger-
many her Polish question, and Russia her
Jewish question. And no matter to what
heights those nations may rise, there is but
one way in which they can free themselves
from this drag. Unless a nation does jus-
tice to the least of its people it nurses the
cause of its own disintegration. It is to be
hoped the Russian leaders may profit by the
mistakes of their neighbors, and their own
former government. 8. C.

What a Free Country Needs.

When the representatives of the Russian
Republic frame their Constitution let them
profit by the experience of the United States.
The framers of the American Constitution
made the mistake of distrusting the people.
That was the fundamental error to which
may be traced the successful encroachments
on liberties guaranteed in various pro-
visions. The courts have proved but a poor
defense, while Congress is subject to in-
fluences which would have greater difficulty
in dealing with the people direct. It does
not follow that the people would always
decide right, or that they would never be un-
just or oppressive, but their rule would be
less dangerous.

If provision should be made at the begin-
ning in the new Russian Constitution for
the Initiative, Referendum, Recall and Pro-
portional Representation, the danger will be
minimized of flagrant violations of rights
which should be guaranteed to all citizens.
Lack of these measures has made it difficult
in the United States to call to account execu-
tive officials who disregard constitutional
rights, the judges who uphold such violations
and add to them, and the legislators who
ignore them.

The Russian Constitutional Assembly will
have a great opportunity to make impos-
sible any attempt to force anything upon
the people that they do not want. It should
make no exception, in this respect, of mili-
tary service. A clearer confession of fail-
ure cannot be made by any government than
that it has been of so little benefit to its peo-
ple that they cannot be depended upon to
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defend it without compulsion. The way to
ensure defense is not by making military
slaves of the youth but by establishing eco-
nomic justice. Here again the United States
has, so far, failed. We have allowed our
natural resources to become private property,
and thus placed in the hands of com-
paratively few the opportunities to labor
needed by all. We have added to this blunder
by granting to favored ones other privileges
and by taxing labor products. Russia should
avoid this error. And should the Hohen-
zollerns, Hapsburgs and other parasitic
dynasties share the fate of the Romanoffs,
the liberated people of all the affected coun-
tries should make their freedom secure as the
United States has so far neglected to do.

8. D.

Why We Should Fight.

Let the reader of these words pause a
moment to reflect. We have a constitutional
government, where peace and civil law pre-
vail. Not all is as it should be; but political
power rests with the people, and evils are
in the course of correction. With freedom
of speech and press and liberty of person
we shall in time solve the problems confront-
ing us. But it is proposed to interrupt this
constructive progress. There is a clamor for
war. Before the week is out it is possible
that compulsory military service may be
enacted, a drastic censorship set up, and war
declared. From that moment the American
citizen ceases to be a free individual, and
becomes a part of a great organism, to go
where he is ordered, and to do as he is told.
If he has opinions he must keep them to
himself. If those not directly in the service
have thoughts at variance with the military
authorities, they must not be expressed.

It is most earnestly to be hoped that this
affliction may be spared us; but until it does
come, pause and reflect upon the freedom
we are about to surrender.

Why do we give up these inestimable
blessings? Why should we go to war? Our
rights have been invaded, it is said; our
honor has been questioned. That is a grave
charge; but there are other ways of meet-
ing injury and insult. What do the Ameri-
can people propose to do? The politicians
are in doubt; Wall Street says, “Fight”; and
the metropolitan press echoes, “Fight.” But
the young men look questioningly to their
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elders, and the fathers and mothers who
love their country, but who would not lightly
sacrifice their sons, ask a reason.

At last a reason has been given—a real,
tangible reason why- we should enter the
war. A member of the Federal Reserve
Board, commenting on the proposal of the
head of the board, E. P. G. Harding, to place
our credit at the disposal of the Allies said,
according to the New York Tribune of
March 22d:

As banker and creditor, the United States would
have a place at the peace conference table, and be in
a much better position to resist any proposed repudi-
ation of debts, for it might as well be remembered
that we will be forced to take up the cudgels for any
of our citizens owning bonds that might be repudi-
ated.

Here is a definite proposal. We are to
enter the war in order that when the ugly
word “repudiation” is heard we can say:
“Gentlemen, we entered this war at your
solicitation in good faith to defend our rights
and to preserve our honor; we have sacri-
ficed both life and treasure in behalf of those
rights and that honor; and we shall expect,
nay, we shall insist that you repay, not the
lives of our young men, nor the treasure of
our people, but the money loaned you by our
banks.”

There may be those who will not think this
a sufficient reason for sacrificing the lives
of our young men. But let such doubters
reflect. Wall Street has loaned to Europe a
billion dollars, which at one thousand dollars
each—the price of slaves seventy years ago
—equals the value of a million men ; but con-
sidering the rise in prices the average young
man today should not be figured at less than
two thousand dollars. Wall Street, there-
fore, should understand that if more than a
half million American lives are sacrificed in
this war, in order to ensure the repayment
of its loans, such excess will be considered
unwarranted, and will not be looked upon
as efficient financiering.

But whether or not our money lenders
confine the sacrifice of our young men to a
half million—and this would be moderate in
comparison with the losses borne by Euro-
pean countries—it is a satisfaction to under-
stand why we are to go into the war. It is
reassuring to know that Wall Street and its
hangers-on, who so hysterically urge us to
fight, have a reason. And when at the con-
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clusion of the war we count our dead and
bind up the wounds of the living, we shall
have the satisfaction of knowing that the
great god Moloch still lives. 8. C.

Real Madness.

The United States appears to be headed
toward a state in which only militarists will
be permitted to discuss public questions; but
before the censorship shuts down it may be
in order to call attention of those persons
who have not yet fallen under the spell to
some of the manifestations of the war spirit.
The sentiments expressed at the Union
League Club of New York on the 20th, and
at the Madison Square Garden meeting of
the 22d, banish the thought of insincerity.
A rogue never would have voiced such coun-
sel. Only a man in deadly earnest could be
guilty of such foolishness.

In the Union League Club, where elderly
gentlemen whose lots have fallen in pleasant
places gather to discuss the state of the na-
tion, a few amiable Americans, well on in
the sixth age of man, that of “the lean and
slippered pantaloon,” sat about the board of
plenty and talked of war as dispassionately
as they might have discussed a Fourth of
July celebration. Men who were a vital
force in the nation during its constructive
period have so far lost their grasp of affairs
that they sit with their backs to the future,
and with their fading sight resting upon
their yesterdays, prattle of carnage and
death.

The audience at the Madison Square Gar-
den meeting expressed a different kind of
sincerity. It was composed for the most
part of persons whose lots had not fallen in
such pleasant places, but who were never-
theless devoted to their country. The sin-
cerity of their devotion may be measured by
their expressions of purpose. For, not con-
tent with cheering the proposal that this na-
tion enter the war to defend its rights on the
high seas, they cheered to the echo the sug-
gestion that we send an army into the
trenches in France commanded by Theodore
Roosevelt.

Can such fatuity be exceeded? Ever since
the beginning of the war that did not take
place between this country and Mexico, The-
odore Roosevelt, as a major-general, has
been impatienf to lead an army against
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