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WNERSHIP OF THE TOOLS of industry is

O the foundation of industrial democracy. The

world will be “safe for democracy” when the

workers have sense and enterprise enough to own

and administer for their mutual benefit the land,

tools, machinery—the things they work with. So

long as anyone holds a piece of paper that gives

him authority to appropriate the earnings of other

men, democracy will be a figment of the imagin

ation.

Among the problems which the Straight Edge In

dustrial Settlement attempts to seutle is the owner

ship of the tools of industry.

The size of that problem can best be appreciated

in connection with the fact that the average worker

throughout the industrial world has an outfit worth

about two thousand dollars provided for him by

his employer. And each worker has to earn, on

an average, above his own compensation and the

cost of the materials he uses, about $6 a week for

the owner of his tools.

These figures date back to 1905. The war has

doubtless greatly increased the average cost of an

industrial opportunity and the average contribution

which each worker has to make to the owner of

his tools for the privilege of using them to earn

his living.

16:REE,

NDER THE STRAIGHT EDGE PLAN,

( | the workers collectively buy and pay for

their tools, and are thus freed from the con

tribution which workers in general have to make

perpetually to the owners of their tools. What

they pay to own their tools, in fact, is about one

third of what their fellow workers throughout the

£rial world have to pay for the use of their

tools.

The Straight Edge workers are under the handicap

of a much smaller working outfit than those who

are financed in the usual way. The average outfit

of a Straight Edge worker is considerably less

than a thousand dollars, or half of what the aver

age wage-earner wields in earning his wages and

his contribution to the owner of his tools.

UCH MEN AND WOMEN as Ernest Crosby,

Golden Rule Jones, General Herman Haupt,

Charles P. Fagnani, George D. Herron, Isaac

K. Funk, William Jennings Bryan, Charlotte Per

kins Gilman, Marcia A. Townsend, Susan Kingsley,

Charlotte Bingham, Mary Fels, Robert C. Ogden,

Francis Lynde Stetson, Everett P. Wheeler, R.

Heber Newton, William Ordway Partridge, gave

the Straight Edge its start by outright contribu

tions. Latterly it has not asked contributions,

but loans, which it is paying back from the earn

ings of the industries it has established. This

gives the workers a more independent feeling. By

paying back the loans of capital whereby they get

their land, tools and machinery, they are complet

ing the circuit of useful service that identifies them

with the real powers of the universe.

Every reader of THE PUBLIC is invited to join the

choice circle of “Founders and Friends” who are

laying the foundation for this interesting and im

portant enterprise. Write to 100 Lawrence Street,

New York, for particulars and literature.
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Editorial

Comment on the President's reply has

taken an unfortunate turn. Americans, at

any rate, should be by now sufficiently ac

quainted with Mr. Wilson's acts and utter

ances to know that he never deliberately

plays tricks for immediate political effect.

His ultimate objective is the key to under

Standing what he is doing. That interpre

tation should busy itself with what Mr. Wil

Son intends to do to the Hohenzollerns is to

miss and obscure the real meaning of the

note, and by consequence its contribution

toward peace. We are merely aiding the

German reactionaries in making the political

use of the note that is supremely to their

own interests. That we should pose as the

beneficent saviours of the German people is

little short of ridiculous. What the note

does in reality is to state the qualifications

with which the German nation may enter

and play a part in the future family of na

tions. Until Germany does this a durable,

or even a temporary peace, is unthinkable.

* * *

The final interpretation of this war will

see it as the birth agony of a world common

wealth. Its parts had become too close a

community for the national sectionalism

hitherto dominant to continue. But forces

that had to find their readjustment were

blind or avaricious and cynical. It is com

monly said that the first duty of a state is

to protect its citizens, but modern national

ism interpreted this duty as the seizure for

the benefit of its citizens of whatever pre

rogative other nations might be compelled to

relinquish. Among the more liberal nations

there was undoubtedly the possibility of ar

riving at modes of international co-operation

by the methods of peace and evolution. But

into this situation was injected the great

disturbing element of a nation possessing

every modern device of technology and or

ganization, but with political conceptions

that belong to the age of barbarism, that

definitely intended to exploit the world for

its own benefit.

To bring and hold nations together in

closer relations than they have hitherto

known, is the great problem. The German

solution has the advantage of simplicity,

and the assurance of certainty in operation

that comes from historic precedent. It is

the method of extending the hegemony of

one nation over the whole family. It is a

simple operation in proportion: what Prus

sia is to Germany, Germany will be to the

world. The method can certainly arrive at

unity, the unity of the Roman Empire, of

the Spanish Empire, and of every other em

pire that has been or may be. The only

trouble with the scheme is that the world

is too civilized to endure it.

* * *

On the other hand, what can the liberal

nations offer as a basis of world federation?

Not much that has the definiteness of im

perial control, not much that is not yet to

be created and tested. But these nations do

approach the problem with an increasingly

certain conviction that a manner of inter

national living, based on mutual respect and

mutual forbearance, can and shall be found.

Nor need we of America be too humble in of

fering our contributon. These United States

have been the one political laboratory in

which the experiment of merging discordant

factors has been tried. The best we can say

is that we have something that works, and

we begin to know pretty definitely what we

want. The eternal problem of a democracy

is to shape and adapt its own constitution.

We achieved the family relation of our

states only after a century of effort, and a

deluge of blood. On other parts of the

American continent the struggle has been

of the same kind. Every Latin-American

republic has been working upon the same
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problem that cost us so dearly, and is only

slowly emerging to national stability. Demo

cracy is strong in local government, from

our early town meeting to the Mir of Russia.

But intergroup control is a thing hard to

achieve; and if it is difficult on the smaller

national scale, it is a stupendous task when

it is made to traverse the sectional

ism of nations. And yet this is precisely

the work laid out for our civilization during

this century.

* * *

Meanwhile, the Germans may come to re

flect on the real offer conveyed in the note.

The silly newspaper outcry about Mr. Wil

son’s impertinence has no importance and

will be over in a few days. But that a

democratized German nation will have in

sured to it the economic privileges that other

nations are to enjoy, is the wedge that will

rend the imperial structure. And when the

fumes have passed, it will be seen firmly

driven home. Imperialists everywhere and

their diplomatic mouthpieces will try eter

nally to avoid the point. It is that the only

possible enduring peace, the only conceivable

basis of international living, is a peace char

acterized by economic justice.

* * *

Timid persons who have been inclined

to appraise democracy according as it fa

vored their point of view may take new

courage from the recent action of British

and American labor organizations. At the

very time the American Alliance for Labor

and Democracy was taking a decided stand

at Minneapolis in favor of a vigorous prose

cution of the war the British Trades Union

Congress, meeting in Blackpool, England,

decided by an overwhelming vote against

sending delegates to the Stockholm confer

ence. The action of British Labor is the

more significant because it comes after a

great deal of discussion, and is a reversal

of former action. On June 1, the British

Labor Party Executive Committee decided

to send delegates, but the Seamen's and

Firemen's Union refused to man any ship

tupon which they might take passage. Much

discussion followed. Arthur Henderson,

member of the War Cabinet, was thought

to have compromised himself at the Paris

Conference, and was forced to resign. The

great Miners' Federation reversed its ac

tion. And now the British Trades Union

has voted thirty to one against participa

tion in the Stockholm conference until

there is an agreement among the workers

of the Allied nations. These actions of

British and American labor organizations

should set at rest all question of labor's

loyalty.

*: sk *

Unfortunately erroneous was the news

item in last week's issue, stating that Judge

Speer of Georgia had granted Thomas E.

Watson's Weekly Jeffersonian an injunction

against the censors of the Post Office De

partment. The item was due to a press

dispatch which appeared in the daily papers

of September 1. As a matter of fact, the

injunction denying the decision was based

largely on Judge Speer's personal opinion

of views of the paper. No reference was

made to the constitutional issue. What the

Judge seems to have forgotten is that free

Speech implies freedom to express opinions

with which those in authority may disagree

or may consider dangerous. One of the

things which distinguishes democracy from

autocracy is this freedom. The views ex

pressed may be wrong, but if so, those who

are aware of it have their remedy in the

freedom to reply. If libelous statements are

made, the person injured has his remedy in

the right to bring suit. If speech must be

limited to statements to which the Govern

ment does not object then free speech does

not exist. The Jeffersonian’s articles were

vulgar, contrary to good taste, and offensive

to many, as it is the frequent habit of that

magazine to be. That this should arouse

resentment is natural. But it would be far

better nevertheless that it circulate without

interference than that freedom be lost.

* sk *

Domiciliary visits and searches in the

United States, and interference with free

dom of expression should not be confounded

with apparently similar acts by despotic

governments—if we may take the words of

eminent judicial and journalistic apologists.

In this country the act is always followed

by arguments claiming that constitutional

guarantees do not apply to that particular

case. In despotic countries that ceremony is

omitted. Any one can see that that makes
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a great difference. Now will those who have

denounced such acts as despotic, when com

mitted here, take notice and apologize?

* * *k

That good can come out of Nazareth is

once more demonstrated by Speaker Clark's

plea for a revenue bill based upon more taxes

and less bonds. The Speaker’s reputation

for conservatism, and his opposition or in

difference to progressive legislation makes a

dramatic setting for his appeal on the floor

of the House for an apportionment of bonds

and taxes that will indicate an appreciation

of the fact that the present war is of this

generation, and should not be saddled

upon Succeeding generations. To this end,

he urged that fifty per cent. of the war

burden be met with bond issues, and fifty

per cent. by taxes. “If the young men of

this country,” he said, “are willing to risk

their lives on the battlefield, the people who

stay at home ought to be willing to pay

their share in dollars.” This is but another

evidence that conscription of wealth is grow

ing in favor. The holders of wealth look

askance at such a proposal merely because

it is new. Conscription of wealth logically—

and in a democracy inevitable—must accom

pany the conscription of men. Congressmen

who stand for this principle may be voted

down now, but they will have another onnor

tunity at the next session, when additional

revenue will have to be provided. Individual

profiting is intolerable in a war that means

national sacrifice.

*: * sk

The American Consul at Curacao, Dutch

West Indies, in noting the fact that the san

dal-wearing natives are ambitious to own a

pair of shoes to be worn on special occasions,

Says that because of recent prosperity the

increase in the importation of shoes in 1916

over 1915 amounted to 44 per cent. And he

adds that of the shoes imported nine-tenths

came from the United States. This is flatter

ing to our pride as Americans, but it must

be somewhat disconcerting to our good pro

tectionist friends. It may occur to some one

to ask how it comes about that our manu

facturers can sell shoes in a foreign market

in competition with the world, and yet in

sist upon having a tariff to protect them

from competition at home. The whole ques

tion of foreign trade and markets, seems,

indeed, to leave the protectionist in the di

lemma of explaining how American manu

facturers can send goods to South America,

China, and South Africa and meet the prices

of the world, and at the same time are un

able to meet the same competition at home.

Either our manufacturers must sell abroad

at a loss, or make abnormal profits at home.

If foreign trade is conducted at a profit,

why not give the American consumer the

same prices as those given his foreign com

petitor?

Pax Economica

The German Government’s persistent dis

regard for the ethics of gentlemen, as typi

fied in the announced repudiation of the

Polish agreement, and the sending of mes

sages through Swedish diplomatic channels

advising the destruction of the ships of a

friendly nation “without a trace being left.”

tends to center public attention upon that

part of the President's message to the Pope

that dealt with the impossibility of making

a lasting peace with the present irrespon

sible Government. Nor does the consulta

tion of the German Chancellor with the com

mittees of the Reichstag and Bundesrat

offer any assurance that the resulting agree

ment may not become a scrap of paper

whenever it happens to thwart the desires

of the man who has the sole power to declare

war and make peace. Nevertheless, the in

sistence of the President that the German

people set up a responsible government

with which the Allies and the United States

can deal is but one feature of America's

answer to the Pope, Second only to this de

mand for a responsible government was the

President's declaration against “the estab

lishment of selfish and exclusive economic

leagues.”

This repudiation of trade agreements

foreshadowed by the Paris conference, is of

far-reaching effect. Discriminating tariffs

have been well named “war after war;” for

nothing, not even the continuance of great

armaments, would do more to set nation

against nation, and keep alive international

hatreds. In nothing has President Wilson

shown more clearly his vision of equitable

conditions upon which alone a lasting peace

can rest than in his stand for free commerce.

Tariffs there may be until statesmen master
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the science of political economy. But the

self-imposed burdens that nations lay upon

their own citizens should not be used as a

means of adding punishment to former foes.

Defeat may be forgotten, and restorative

damages forgiven, but trade wars are con

stant irritants that keep alive the passions

that support armaments and lead to wars.

The present conflict has already done enough

harm. Statesmen should strive in seeking

peace not to inflict further injuries upon

the human race, but to bring about condi

tions that will permit of the speediest re

pair of what has already been done. And

no other single force is so effective in build

ing up mutual understanding, appreciation

and sympathy of peoples as trade. It is the

unhampered trade throughout the length

and breadth of our forty-eight States that

has welded their many races into a new

single nationality; and the same influence

will tend to a similar result among the na

tions of the earth.

Land For Soldiers

Plans to provide land for the soldiers are

put in the forefront of after-the-war ques

tions now under discussion by statesmen

and publicists of Europe. It is a live ques

tion among the men in the trenches. Con

Servative Lord Northcliffe Writes: “The man

from the front, with his demand for a place

and a home on the land, will lead to a com

plete upheaval of landlords, not only in

England but in the whole world.” Herbert

E. Easton, secretary of the British Immi

gration League, says that “if a man from

the front wants a footing on the land when

he returns, he must have it.” Mr. Easton

goes farther and says that purchase and

distribution of the land by the Government

is impossible for the reason that attempts

of the Government to make purchases on a

large scale have “always resulted in a stif

fening of prices.” Others than Mr. Easton

have noticed the “stiffening” effect of in

creased demand for land. Joseph Fels met

it when he wished more land for colonizing

purposes near London, and found that the

neighboring landowners were adding the

benefits of his improvements to their land.

Henry Ford realized it when he doubled the

wages of his employes, and saw a large part

of the increase taken in rising rents,

But Mr. Easton, profiting by his exper

ience in Australia, where landlordism has

been checked somewhat by means of taxa

tion, says the purchase of small holdings has

been tried and found wanting. “If the land

cannot be taken,” he says, “as revolution

aries propose to take it, and are taking it in

Russia, let us try the Australian land tax

System.” And he declares that it will save

the landlords from a threatening worse fate.

All of which is self-evident to those who

have grasped the present trend of social

and economic development. Not one but two

swords hang over the landlord's head. The

landless men of England have the voting

power to apply any system they please. If

by any political mischance the application

of the land value tax is too long delayed,

the stalwart men from the trenches will go

to Canada and Australia, where provision is

being made to put them on the land; and

the mother country will be left with its aged,

crippled and infirm, burdened with a moun

tain of debt. The very necessities of the

case will compel action.

But how about America? What of our

returning soldiers? They, too, must be pro

vided for. Whether they farm, mine or work

in shops, they will use land; and that land

is rising in price by leaps and bounds. Not

every piece of land, for some is recovering

from previous speculative booms, but the to

tal value of the land of the country is in

creasing, whether it be in city lots, farms,

or mineral lands. That this enhanced price

will confront the returning soldiers, there

is not a shadow of doubt. Real estate dealers

are calling attention to the fact that the

Vast credits issued by the Government for

war supplies find their way ultimately to the

land. They are calling attention also to the

fact that persons with money to invest can

escape the income tax by buying vacant

land; for vacant land, they explain, pro

duces no income to be taxed, yet can be sold

after the repeal of the war-income tax for

a handsome profit.

This is the opportunity for statesmen. Not

for carping, nagging, super-critical men seek

ing to embarrass their opponents, but for

men of broad vision, who can relate cause

and effect to the advantage, not only of the

returning soldiers after the war, but to the

whole people. And the very instrument is
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at hand to accomplish this purpose. Vast

revenues are needed for the prosecution of

the war, and coincident with this need are

corresponding values in the hands of specu

lators. Means must be found to levy upon

the vacant city lots that contribute nothing

toward the housing of families, upon the

unused acres that furnish no food, and upon

the undeveloped mineral lands that supply

no materials. Such a tax will be as a two

edged sword in that it will free industry of

war burdens, and will at the same time

make these natural resources available for

industry. Thus will it be possible by means

of this tax on speculative values to finance

the war, and at the same time open up op

portunities for the returning soldiers. Bills

looking to this end have already been intro

ducd by Congressman Crosser in the House,

and by Senator Lewis in the Senate. It is

a great opportunity for statesmen.

Rescuing Business

“We must solemnly see that we do not

Smash business by imposing too much of a

strain,” said Senator Wadsworth of New

York, while urging, in effect, that the poor

and posterity be made to bear the heavier

share of war expenses. It is regrettable

that an effort should thus be made to make

of “Business” a buffer to stand between priv

ilege and taxation, though Senator Wads

worth may not have realized that this is the

nature of his position.

Concern for useful business ought to lead

to the support of the policy of wealth-con

scription in preference to proposed excise

taxes and taxes on small incomes. These

must decrease the purchasing power of a

great majority of consumers and thus sub

ject most business to a bigger strain than

could result from heavy taxes on war profits

and big incomes.

There is a way, however, by which Sen

ator Wadsworth could make his opposition

to taxation of wealth consistent with his

concern for business. It is the way indicated

in a statement by Joseph Fels:

Stop crushing business with taxes.

Abolish all taxes on personal property, build

ings and occupations.

Do away with every tax on labor or its product.

Then we will have prosperity.

In speaking against crushing business,

Senator Wadsworth takes apparently the

same position as was taken by Mr. Fels.

But when it comes to actually affording re

lief he balks. He wants to see that business

is not Smashed but, unlike Mr. Fels, he for

gets to demand that the crushing weight of

taxation be removed. Instead he champions

the additional burdens which the Senate

Committee on Finance would impose. That

may be attributed to the possibility that he

does not see how revenue can be obtained

otherwise. But there is the way which Jos

eph Fels had in view. Revenue can be had

by taxation of land values, a method con

spicuous by its absence in the pending rev

enue bill.

Such taxation would be no burden to busi

ness whatever. It would turn into the pub

lic treasury money which business men and

other citizens must pay in any event, but

which now remains in the possession of

private individuals. And it would make

possible abolition of taxes on industry which

business men and others pay in addition to

ground rent. It would further help business

by widening opportunities for labor, and in

creasing the purchasing power of all en

gaged in useful industry.

Looking at the proposal from the stand

point of a business man, Joseph Fels said:

No sane business man turns down a sound busi

ness opportunity. Such an opportunity exists. It

only requires the co-operation of all who would bene

fit. The opportunity is known as the taxation of

land values.

If Senator Wadsworth were to take this

same position he could offer a substitute

for suggested taxes on wealth, which would

give strength to his protest against burden

ing business. Since, however, he has no

inclination to take such a stand, his words

have no other meaning than a plea in behalf

of war profiteers at the expense of labor.

Overlooked War Profits

In presenting the minority report of the

Senate Finance Committee, Senator La Fol

lette quoted statistics showing the war

profits of a number of large corporations to

be more than sufficient to defray the cost of

the war, thus rendering needless and inex

cusable all the proposed taxes on the poor.

But there was one glaring omission in his

list of war profiteers, And, strange to say,
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the omitted one is treated by the Finance

Committee's bill even more tenderly than

the corporations mentioned by Senator La

Follette. These corporations will pay some

taxes on their war profits even though the

rate happens to be absurdly low. But the

profiteer overlooked by Senator La Follette

is exempted entirely. That profiteer is the

landed interest.

Statistics are not available to show to

what extent war profits have been absorbed

by land values, but an account in the Phila

delphia North American of September 2nd

indicates the amount taken locally in a

single county of Pennsylvania, a district

suburban to Philadelphia. According to the

North American, “Delaware County is $25,

000,000 richer through four months of war.”

That sounds well until one reads what fol

lows. Then it develops that it is not the

county but the landowners of the county

who have been enriched to that extent. We

learn that in the city of Chester “rents have

doubled and in many cases gone higher.

Where formerly rents of houses were less

than $15 a month, landlords do not feel that

they are charging too much by asking $25,

$28 and $30 a month.”

Mr. T. Woodward Trainer, secretary of

the Chester Chamber of Commerce, is

quoted as follows:

Delaware river front properties within the city

limits of Chester are not available at any price, as

the limited amount of Waterfront has long since been

purchased by manufacturers, who are occupying

nearly every foot of it. Three years ago these tracts

were bringing an average of $85 a front foot. Re

cently a tract sold for $200 per front foot. Acreage

adjoining the city limits that sold three years ago

for $3000 an acre is being held at $5000. But there

are many cases in which the land has gone up several

hundred per cent. in Value in the last year.

In the heart of the business section of Chester,

business sites on Market Street from Market Square

to Sixth Street have doubled in Value in the last

eighteen months. One corner in particular at Fifth

and Market Streets, eighteen months ago could have

been purchased for $80,000, is today being held at

$200,000.

These war profits are not received in re

turn for supplies to the Government, or for

any industrial activity whatever. They go

to persons who stand in the way of industry

and are paid that they may step aside. And

while this enriches a few owners of land

in this county it must make harder the lot

of most of the inhabitants, That is evident

from the statement that rents have more

than doubled.

What has happened in Delaware County,

Pennsylvania, has happened wherever in

dustries have sprung up to cater to war

necessities of the nation. If the North

American's writer had gone eight miles

from Chester over the State boundary into

Newcastle County, Delaware, he would have

found land recently used as cornfields

plotted into lots, and pending suburban de

velopment to that distance, to be held unused

in spite of the threatened food shortage.

Throughout the United States this in

crease of $25,000,000 may be multiplied

many times. Why should there be no profits

tax upon it? Why should the very persons

who must pay increased rents, be compelled

in addition to pay increased consumption

taxes or income taxes, in order that landed

war profiteers may be exempt?

The I. W. W.

The concerted action of agents of the De

partment of Justice in raiding headquarters

of the I..W. W., has brought that ill-starred

movement to the forefront of attention.

Rumors have been current for many weeks

that wholesale sabotage was to be initiated

in certain far western states, and presum

ably the present action of the Government

is precautionary. It is to determine from

documents seized whether the I. W. W. con

templated a campaign of destruction detri

mental to our national enterprise. Should

it be found that the movement had de

cided to take advantage of the country’s sit

tiation to practice the extreme principles of

its philosophy, the opinion of the country

will justifiably consider it as criminal, with

its guilt deepened and made more heinous

through disloyalty. These are days of the

“acid test,” and the first qualification of cit

izenship is straightforward, unwavering al

legiance.

If, on the other hand, this damning evi

dence is not forthcoming, the Government

will do well to clear itself as Speedily as pos

sible of the suspicion that it has used the

powers of the State merely to repress an

industrial organization. The nation-wide

raid is a double-edged sword that will cut

where it should only if wielded by clean
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hands and in good faith. The need of a

square deal is all the more urgent, because

the I. W. W. is regarded by the uninformed,

who take their opinions from the news

papers, as a band of criminals who, if the

police only did their duty, would be behind

prison walls. It must be admitted that the

I. W. W. has gone far toward condemning

itself in America. It has come to mean vio

lence and disturbance in and out of season,

purposeless sabotage and industrial obstruc

tion. But a judgment that could see noth

ing else in the movement would be grossly

wrong. One need not accept the Syndical

ist faith in social revolution through the

general strike. One may even regard it as

wholly fantastic. Sabotage may be consid

ered harmful only to its perpetrators. Di

rect action, in the sense of violence, may

-

*

have unqualified condemnation. But no fair

minded student of industrial evolution will

deny that the growth of the Syndicalist con

ception is the most important fact in the

history of labor for a half generation. If

the strike is admitted as an instrument for

obtaining its objects, and so far organized

labor has been blind to any other, then in

dustrial rather than trade units are in a po

sition to make this instrument effective. Any

one who saw the pathetically futile strike of

street car conductors in New York last year

knows that failure was due to the fact that

the man at the other end of the car had

no interest in the proceeding. Probably

no general strike that has taken place

in Europe can be counted as immediately

successful. Time is the deadliest enemy

of men on strike. But the employers

of any country that has seen a general strike

would go far to avoid a repetition. Our

nearest approach was the prospect that se

cured the enactment of the Adamson Law.

What is needed by our labor organizations

is greater flexibility of thinking. Events

are moving at breakneck speed. Principles

and ideals are being daily tested. To solve

the problems of national organization that

peace will leave on our hands, in a way to

safeguard democratic control, will call for

every energy of leadership that labor can

provide. The I. W. W. could and should

be an important national asset, but only by

taking larger and cleaner ground. If it

chooses to help the country’s enemies, di

rectly or indirectly, nothing better can take

place than its complete elimination. Only

those can help in the future who are loyally

helping in the present.

What of Democracy?

By David Starr Jordan

We hear much these days of the need to

make the “world safe for democracy.” Let

us now consider how to make “Democracy

safe for the World.” For a safe democracy

is no tender, shrinking thing to recoil from

a subsidized newspaper or a captain's

sword. If it is to be safe it must be self

reliant, ready to stand off every foe within

as well as outside its ranks. And if it is

to have rights in the world, it must recog

nize its duties.

We recognize that the question of actual

war or peace is no longer an issue. Our

nation has gone into the conflict, and, as I

said some months ago, the only way out is

forwards. We cannot back out, nor side

step, and the only important question ahead

is what the end shall be. Shall Democracy

or Tyranny be on top, and will victory in

the field be the defeat of democracy at home?

No military operation can decide these ques

tions and no selfish decision can be perman

nent. Obstruction in these days is folly.

Holding back gets nowhere. Democracy,

points forward, and the greatest of world

issues are still ahead of us. Sooner or later

Democracy must control civilization, be

cause there is no one else who can do it.

Whenever the people fail to rule, some one

else steps in to seize the lapsed sovereignty

and use it for his own purposes. And to this

danger democracy itself is always subject,

most of all in war time. “Eternal vigilance

is the price of Liberty,” and as Rousseau

observes, “It is easier to gain Freedom than

to regain it,” once it has lapsed.

First we must remember that the ma

chinery of democracy does not ensure gov

ernment by the people. Forms are useless

unless the people use them. The methods of
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democracy give the people their chance; it

is for them to take it. Every type of tyran

ny known to a suffering world, autocracy,

aristocracy, plutocracy, army-rule, mob-rule,

has operated under the name of democracy.

When the lid is off almost anything may

happen. It is, therefore, a primary duty of

democracy to keep the lid on, first by obey

ing the laws its own machinery makes.

The essence of democracy is bound up in

two principles: personal freedom and obed

ience to law. Only through freedom and

obedience can we receive justice, and justice

is the final end of all good government. And

to secure freedom, obedience and justice is

the purpose of public education.

Because of these needs, democracy de

mands respect for the rights of minorities.

The over-riding of opinions and repression

of acts of minorities, groups, races, parties,

nationalities, has kept Europe in hot water

for two centuries. Discontent rules among

people who have no stake in the government,

and enforced uniformity of language, cus

toms, opinions, makes a tyranny of the

central government.

Our position in this regard has been ad

mirably stated by Professor Franklin H.

Giddings of Columbia.

“Our government is based on the agree

ment, both tacit and implied, that the min

ority shall always have the rights of free

Speech, of free press, and of free agitation,

in order to convert itself if possible from

a minority into a majority. As soon as these

rights of the minority are denied, it will in

evitably resort to secret meetings, conspir

acies and finally force. In times of stress, it

may be extremely embarrassing for the ma

jority to be hampered in quick, decisive ac

tion by an obstinate minority; but never

theless the recognition of the right of the

minority is our sole bond of unity. For this

reason I repeat that any attempt to inter

fere with the rights of free speech and free

press is a blow at the very foundation of

our government.”

Democracy involves personal freedom of

thought and action with no other limit than

this, that such action should not interfere

with the welfare and freedom of others.

John Stuart Mill has stated the extreme

case, and the extreme case is the real test

of freedom.

Says Mill: “If all mankind minus one were

of one opinion and only one person was of

contrary opinion, mankind would be no more

justified in silencing that one person than he,

if he had the power, would be justified in si

lencing mankind. . . Over himself, over his

own body and mind, the individual is sover

eign. The only purpose for which power may

be rightfully exercised over a member of a

civilized state against his will, is to prevent

harm to others. If a man does not keep

step with his companions, it is because he

hears a different drummer.”

The history of England is one long

struggle, still far from complete, for demo

cratic freedom. In this struggle the weak

ness of most of the line of British kings

from James I down, has been most helpful.

It gave the Miltons, Cromwells, Pyms and

Hampdens their opportunity. If the Stuarts

and the Georges had been strong men like

the Prussian House of Bradenburg, freedom

in England would not have emerged in our

generation. America, it is said, is “like

England, only more so.” American freedom

was English liberty revived and invigorated.

Great Britain has no written Constitution

and her fundamental law changes from day

to day. The Act of Parliament is the voice

of the people, decisive once for all. Our

fathers hoped for stability through a writ

ten Constitution which should safeguard

the rights of minorities, the foundation stone

of freedom. Every one man has the right

to stand alone, if he does not thereby en

danger the freedom of others. We have in

sisted that one man with God on his side,

was a majority, and we have more than

once found that God moves in a mysterious

way in dealing with majorities.

But just as important to a democracy as

individual freedom is individual obedience

to law. There is nothing so undemocratic |

as riot, and nothing so sure to induce ty

ranny. After every outbreak of unreason,

anarchy and blood comes the man on horse

back. Democracy demands obedience to its

own statutes. A statute is an attempt at

law. It may be defective, unjust or even il

legal in itself. If this is the case the courts

will show it. These are our courts, and to

guard us from infringing on our own bill

of rights is the chief function of our Su

preme Court. If the laws are unjust they
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are our laws. We made them and we can

unmake them. We shall not know that they

are unfair unless we obey them. If we are

dissatisfied we are free to agitate until the

rest convert us or until we become the ma

jority.

The central fact of all democracy is

agreement with law. If it is wrong we can

change it, but the compact of democracy is

that we change it in peace. “The sole source

of power under God is the consent of the

governed.” This Cromwell once wrote

across the statute books of Parliament. This

our fathers wrote in other words in our

own Constitution. The will of the people

is the sole source of any statute you or I

may be called on to obey. It is the decree of

no army, the dictum of no president. It is

the work of no aristocracy; not of blood or

of wealth. It is simply our own understand

ing that we have to do right, shall behave

justly, shall live and let our neighbor live.

If our law is tyrannous it is our ignorance

which has made it so. Let it pinch a little

and we shall find out what hurts us. Then

it will be time to change. Laws are made

through the ballot, and through the ballot

we can unmake them. There is no other

honest way that is effective. Lawlessness is

the expression of weakness, of ignorance, of

unpatriotism. If tyranny provokes anarchy,

so does anarchy necessitate tyranny. It was

to keep away both anarchy and tyranny

that the public school was established in

America.

The gospel of discontent has no place

within our Republic. It is true, as has often

been said, that discontent is the cause of hu

man progress. It is truer still that discon

tent is good or bad, according to its relation

to the individual man. There is a noble dis

content which a man turns against himself.

It leads the man who fails, to examine our

weaknesses, to make the needed repairs in

himself, then to take up the struggle again.

There is a cowardly discontent which leads a

man to blame all failure on his well-groomed

neighbor or on society at large, as if a social

system existed apart from the men who

make it.

If we have bad rulers, let us change them

peacefully. Let us put an end to every form

of intimidation, wherever practiced. The

cause that depends upon hurling rocks or

epithets cannot be a good cause. Even if

originally in the right, every act of violence

puts its partisans in the wrong. When we

stand for justice among ourselves we can de

mand justice from the financial oppressors.

When we attack with clear vision and cool

speech we shall find the problem of combina

tion for monopoly not greater than other

problems. And large or small, there is but

one way for us to meet any problem: to

choose wise men, clean men, sober men, the

best we can secure through our method of

the ballot, and then to hold up their hands.

All war, industrial or other, loosens the

bonds of order, destroys mutual respect and

trust, gives inspiration to anarchy, pushes a

foul thought to a foul word, a foul word on

to a foul deed.

In the interest of democracy at home, the

only democracy we can ever make safe, we

should oppose all law-breaking, whether in

the form of lawless riot or lawless abuse

of law. If we do not approve of a particular

statute we may not resist it by force. It is

for us to appeal to Congress, to petition the

Government, to test its legality before the

Supreme Court. No statute is final until

this highest tribunal has supported it.

It is a common saying that the first death

in war time is the death of freedom. In war

a cause may be righteous, while its opera

tions are not. We do not question our duty

toward Belgium, France and Serbia, but

there may be more than one way of meeting

it. War is not the only means of doing a

world’s duty. The sin of Germany is war,

but all war is alike in nature, a system of

reprisals more violent and pitiless as the

conflict goes on. In time of war, it is hard

to keep peace at home. Intolerance parades

itself as virtue and epithets assume the

place of arguments. Fven officers of the

law lose their balance. In Columbia Univer

sity two young students were lately tried

and convicted for “conspiracy,” not because

they were found guilty, but as “a warning

to others.” Acts of lawless tyranny make

the plea of “military necessity,” but demo

cracy can recognize no “military necessity”

as more important than its own needs. Be

sides, no victory is won in the field by in

tolerance at home. Moreover victory is an

empty word to a people which loses its

liberty. That there might be no mistake
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about this our forefathers, who valued free

dom more than we do, because they knew

what it was to be without it, foresaw the

danger and wrote into the Constitution this

First Amendment; eternally guaranteeing

free religion, freedom of speech, freedom of

the press, and the right of free assembly and

of free petition.

The attempt to repress a dozen or so of

newspapers by tampering with the mail has

been made not long ago. I do not know

many of these papers. I have no time to

read them nor much inclination. They are

often as unfair in their way as the subsi

dized metropolitan press is in its own. But

we cannot crush the one nor the other by

force. We must answer them in some other

way. If we think they harm our country

we must also remember that it is their

country as well as ours. We are not as a

nation anybody’s personal asset. We cannot

allow any one, large or small, to “take the

law into his own hands,” for in private

hands, no matter how exalted, it ceases to

be law. We can have no higher hope for

our Republic than that in the most terrible

period of the world's history it may weather

the storm, without losing its ideals, or cast

ing overboard the substance of its demo

cracy.

There are but two theories of the State.

Either the claims of the government must

be paramount or else the rights of the in

dividual man. The claims of the govern

ment become those of the ruling class and

this theory of the State leads to autocracy,

imperialism, the domination by force. The

other theory is that of democracy and leads

to government by co-operation. If govern

ment means force, as George Washington

once observed, “Like fire it is a dangerous

servant and a fearful master. Never for a

moment should it be left in irresponsible

hands.”

We may have our varied opinions as to

war in general. I have expressed my own

freely in almost every civilized country. I

would not take back one word I have ever

uttered. But to condemn war as a whole

does not help us today. We are a part of

it, and we cannot mend the matter by any

sort of opposition. So we may as well look

for compensations, such as they are. It is

heartening in a degree to feel that we are

in line with democracy the world over, the

forces of peace which have been submerged

by war, a war which was forced on the

world, for this very purpose. And our al

liance is not one of nations but of peoples.

The enemies of democracy rear their heads

in London, Paris and New York, as well as

in Berlin, and the conflict of democracy

with autocracy, toryism, plutocracy and mil

itarism on the one hand, and with lawless

anarchy and mob-rule on the other will not

end with the treaty of peace. It may be

years before we know as a certainty who

has won the war.

We shall appear no longer at cross pur

poses with Canada, Australia, New Zealand

and Liberal Britain, our nearest kin in the

world of politics. We may express to the

full our sympathy with Belgium, with

France, and with the repressed minorities

everywhere. We are glad to assume as a

public duty, the care of the people of Bel

gium and France, by which the name of

America has been honored through the wise

and self-devoted labors of Herbert Hoover

and his associates, the most stupendous ef

fort ever undertaken by a citizen in one

country for the relief of another has become

our own. An idea has entered into the

labors of one of its citizens.

If our young men go into the shambles of

Europe they do not act blindly. They have

clear ideas of what they are doing and the

terrible sacrifice it may involve. We show

less of pomp and finery of war than any na

tion has ever displayed before. It is not a

question of glory or adventure. It is grim

realization that the world is in desperate

straits in which our young men can, per

chance, do something to help it out. There

is no special hatred for those we call the

enemy. We recognize that under the system

of force the people have no alternative.

Brave soldiers do not hate each other and

our young men are brave.

An officer in San Francisco the other day

said: “I doubt if, in modern warfare, there

ever were more serious men than our sol

diers. There are some, to be sure, merely

out for adventure. But most of us, if we

heard that the war was to stop to-morrow,

with the future of democracy assured, would

be glad. We’re going in because we feel that

we must and because the responsibility
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means so much, not only for our own coun

try, but for the whole world.”

These feelings are our feelings, and while

we may differ as to the treatment the sick

world needs, we would not throw the

slightest obstacle in the way of those who,

seeing affairs from a different angle, have

now the responsibility for action.

Is Land Value Taxation Unconstitutional?

By Jackson H. Ralston

In view of the constitutional provision

requiring direct taxes to be apportioned

among the several states according to popu

lation, is it possible with fairness to adopt

for national purposes taxation on the un

improved value of land? This question is

not susceptible of easy answer.

The Supreme Court has defined direct

taxes to mean taxes levied upon real estate

and poll or capitation taxes. The first of

these classes would undoubtedly include

taxes levied either upon land or improve

ments, or both.

The Crosser bill proposes to apportion di

rect taxes on the value of land, exclusive

of improvements, among the several states

according to population. Undoubtedly it

would seem that such a tax was absolutely

constitutional, being a direct tax apportioned

as the Constitution provides. It would not,

however, be a fair tax because the relation

between the value of land to the population

is by no means uniform. A state wherein

there are large cities and where consequently

the ability to produce wealth is intensified

and magnified, will have a land value per

head, much greater than that which exists

in a state of like population, but having its

inhabitants scattered among unimportant

centers. The strict application of the Cros

ser bill, therefore, would make the tax on

land values in a state like New York much

less in proportion to value upon the land

taxed than would be the case in Alabama,

Mississippi and Arkansas, for example.

On the other hand, a tax which would ig

nore State limes and be charged upon real

estate or land value only everywhere, ac

cording to its value, would be so far uncon

stitutional that it would not receive any

reasonable consideration by Congress.

Is the proposition, therefore, unsolvable?

I think not. A solution, however, must be

found in a direction different from those so

far pursued.

The holding of land by one individual to

the exclusion of all others is entirely due to

conventional arrangements. Without the

convention, it does not exist. This has been

recognized more than once by legal writers.

Blackstone maintains it in the first chapter

of the second book of his Commentaries,

wherein he says:

There is no foundation in nature or in natural law,

why a set of words upon parchment should convey

the dominion of land: why the son should have a

right to exclude his fellow-creatures from a determi

nate spot of ground, because his father had done so

before him: or why the occupier of a particular field

or of a jewel, when lying on his death-bed, and no

longer able to maintain possession should be en

titled to tell the rest of the world which of them

should enjoy it after him.

The right to hold land, therefore, being

purely conventional, is to be treated as a

privilege, and while the land itself may not

be taxed, the privilege—the franchise to

hold and use—is fairly the subject of tax

ation. It differs in no wise from the fran

chise of a corporation, whose property is

taxed separately from the right to hold and

control its property.

The tax, therefore, which I propose is a

tax upon the individual who holds land, and

I would have that tax apportioned to the

value of the privilege he enjoys. The value

of this privilege is shown by the value of

the land he owns, irrespective of the im

provements upon that land. The United

States, then, would not be concerned in any

way with the use he made of his privilege,

but only in the fact of its existence, irres

pective of the place of its exercise.

The reasoning upon which such a tax

would be based would be exactly parallel to

that upon which inheritance taxes are based.

The courts do not consider that inheritance
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taxes are upon the thing inherited, but upon

the right—the privilege—of inheritance, the

value of which privilege is measured by the

value of the thing inherited.

An interesting illustration of the under

lying principle is afforded by certain distil

lery taxes which are estimated, not upon the

amount of whiskey produced in the distil

lery, or upon the value of the machinery,

but by the capacity of the distillery. Lay

ing aside the element of speculation, this is

the ground work of the value of land—its

capacity to produce wealth.

Another suggestion remains to be made.

If I am right in my premises, it is not neces

sary that all classes of landed privileges

should be taxed at the same moment. The

experiment may be made progressively. We

can start for example, by a tax upon the

privilege of holding land primarily valuable

for mineral productions. We can tax the

privilege of holding agricultural lands in ex

cess of one thousand acres and other modi

fications may be possible.

The Industrial Commission in its latest re

port has pointed out the terrible effects of

land monopoly, ownership extending even to

tracts comparable in size with states of the

Union. This problem can be met and with tre

mendous efficiency, if we have the courage

to address ourself to it, in the manner I

have outlined.

NEWS OF THE WEEK

Week Ending September 11

Congressional Doings

The Senate has continued to reject all propositions

for increase of taxes on excess profits above the

amount provided by the Finance Committee. An

amendment was adopted on September 8 eliminating

the proposed tax on amusement parks when charges

are 25 cents or less. [See current volume, page 867.]

* *

The House passed on September 6 the emergency

bond bill authorizing loans to the amount of $13,

538,945,560. Of this at least $4,000,000,000 is to be

in certificates of indebtedness payable within one

year, and $2,000,000,000 is to be in the form of “war

savings certificates” to be issued in small denomin

ations bearing four per cent. interest and redeem

able in five years. A loan of $5,000,000,000 is to be

made to the Allies. During debate over the bill

Speaker Champ Clark took the floor. He insisted

that war expenses be paid by taxation. With $200,

000,000,000 worth of property in the United States

the property owners could finance the war. “When

the soldiers come back, if they do,” he said, “they

should not be compelled to pay the war debt.” He

warned Congress that with excessive bond issues the

bonds would not sell at par. Although English

bonds sell at par in the United States, they do not

sell at that figure anywhere else. Being asked by

Fordney of Michigan if he would vote for a tariff

to raise money, the Speaker answered:

First I insist that every possible dollar shall

be raised by taxation of the wealth of the coun

try, and then a moderate bond issue floated. If

that does not produce enough revenue, then I

will vote for higher tariff duties rather than re

sort to either excessive bond issues or consump

tion taxes. And I shall pray all the time that

God will forgive me for it.

* *

The House adopted on September 4 a resolution

by Representative McLemore of Texas asking Sec

retary of War Baker to supply it with complete in

formation concerning defective ammunition sent to

the Pershing expedition. On the following day Sec

retary Baker appeared before the Senate Committee

on Military Affairs and testified that one-third of

the ammunition supplied the expeditionary force

in France was defective. Brigadier General Williani

Crozier said that one-tenth the ammunition fur

nished the entire army was defective. The War

Department ordered a special investigation by a

committee composed of Dr. H. P. Talbot, of Massa

chusetts, and Dr. C. L. Parsons, both prominent

chemists, and an army officer to be selected by Gen

eral Hugh L. Scott. On September 8 Speaker Clark

appointed a committee of nine, selected from the

House Military Affairs Committee to investigate the

matter.

* *

The Senate finally passed the War revenue bill

on September 10 by a vote of 69 to 4. Those Op

posed were Borah, Norris, Gronna, and La Follette.

As passed the proposed taxes on coffee, tea, cocoa and

sugar, and the proposed increase in letter postage

were eliminated. The bill goes now into conference.

The conference committee consists of Senators Sim

mons, Stone, Williams. Penrose and Lodge, and Rep

resentatives Kitchin, Rainey, Dixon, Fordney and

Moore.

Votes on Suffrage

Maine defeated a suffrage amendment at a special

election on September 10 by about 14,000 majority.

The first returns from two-thirds of the State gave

the vote as 17,035 in favor to 31,807 against.

* *

Under the home rule provision of the Ohio Con

stitution the City of Columbus by a referendum vote

has granted women municipal franchise.

* *

Picketing Trouble Continues

Thirteen women arrested for picketing the White

House were sentenced to 60 days in the Work

House by Police Judge Pugh of Washington on

September 5. They had displayed banners bearing

the words: “Mr. President: It is unjust to deny
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women a voice in their government when the gov

ernment drafts their sons.”

The sentence of one prisoner, Miss Julia Emory

of Touson, Md., was suspended on account of ill

health. The others sent to the prison at Ocoquan

were Miss Mary Winsor of Philadelphia, Mrs.

William Wallace Chisholm of Huntington, Pa.;

Mrs. W. J. Bartlett of Putnam, Conn.; Miss Lucy

Burns of Brooklyn, Mrs. Ebby Scott Baker of

Washington, Miss Edith Ainge of Buffalo, Miss

Maude Malone of New York City, Miss Lucy Bran

ham of Baltimore, Mrs. Annie Arniel of Wilmington,

Del.; Miss Margaret Fotherington of Buffalo, Mrs.

Pauline Adams of Norfolk, Va., and Miss Eleanor

Calnan of Methuen, Mass. They did not appeal.

Resigns to Aid Suffrage

On account of dissatisfaction with President

Wilson's refusal to urge adoption of the Federal Suff

rage Amendment, and in order “more freely to go

into the larger field of democratic effort,” Dudley

Field Malone resigned his position as Collector of

the Port of New York on September 7. In his letter

of resignation to the President, Mr. Malone tells how,

in campaigning for the national ticket last year, he

found the failure of the Democratic Congress to pass

the suffrage amendment the most difficult argument

to meet. He said further in part:

And if the women of the West voted to re-elect you,

I promised them I would spend all my energy, at

any sacrifice to myself, to get the present Demo

cratic Administration to pass the Federal Suffrage

Amendment. But the present policy of the Admin

istration, in permitting splendid American women

to be sent to jail in Washington, not for carrying

offensive banners, not for picketing, but on the

technical charge of obstructing traffic, is a denial

even of their constitutional right to petition for,

and demand the passage of the Federal Suffrage

Amendment. It therefore now becomes my pro

found obligation actively to keep my promise to

the women of the West.

In more than twenty States it is a practical im

possibility to amend the State Constitutions; so

the women of those States can only be enfranchised

by the passage of the Federal Suffrage Amendment.

Since England and Russia, in the midst of the

great War, have assured the national enfranchise

ment of their women, should we not be jealous to

maintain our democratic leadership in the world

by the speedy national enfranchisement or Ameri

can women? To me, Mr. President, as I urged upon

you in Washington two months ago, this is not

only a measure of justice and democracy, it is also

an urgent War measure. The Women of the nation

are, and always will be, loyal to the country, and

the passage of the suffrage amendment is only the

first step toward their national emancipation. But

unless the Government takes at least this first step

toward their enfranchisement, how can the Govern

ment ask millions of American women educated in

our schools and colleges, and millions of American

Women in our homes, or toiling for economic inde

pendence in every line of industry, to give up by

conscription their men and happiness to a war for

democracy in Europe, while these women citizens

are denied the right to Vote on the policies of the

Government which demands of them such sacri

fices? -

For this reason many of your most ardent friends

and supporters feel that the passage of the Federal

Suffrage Amendment is a war measure which could

appropriately be urged by you at this session of

Congress. It is true that this amendment would

have to come from Congress, but the present Con

gress shows no earnest desire to enact this legisla

tion for the simple reason that you, as the leader of

the party in power, have not yet suggested it. For

the whole country gladly acknowledges, Mr. Presi

dent, that no vital piece of legislation has come

through Congress these five years except by your

extraordinary and brilliant leadership. And mil

lions of men and women today hope that you will

give the Federal Suffrage Amendment to the wo

men of the country by the valor of your leadership

now. It will hearten the mothers of the nation,

eliminate a just grievance, and turn the devoted

energies of brilliant women to a more hearty sup

port of the Government in this crisis.

As you well know, in dozens of speeches in many

States I have advocated your policies and the War.

I was the first man of your Administration, nearly

five years ago, publicly to advocate preparedness,

and helped to found the first Plattsburg training

camp. And if, with our troops mobilizing in

France, you will give American Women this meas

ure for their political freedom, they will support

with greater enthusiasm our hope and the hope of

America for World freedom.

I have not approved all the methods recently

adopted by women in the pursuit of their political

liberty; yet, Mr. President, the Committe on Suf

frage of the United States Senate was formed in

1883, when I was one year old; this same Federal

Suffrage Amendment was first introduced in Con

gress in 1878; brave women like Susan B. Anthony

were petitioning Congress for the suffrage before

the civil War, and at the time of the civil War men

like William Lloyd Garrison, Horace Greeley, and

Wendell Phillips assured the suffrage leaders that

if they abandoned their fight for suffrage, when the

war was ended the men of the nation “out of grati

tude” would enfranchise the women of the country.

And if the men of this country had been peacefully

demanding for over half a century the political

right or privilege to vote, and had been continu

ously ignored or met with evasion by successive

Congresses, as have the women, you, Mr. President,

as a lover of liberty, would be the first to compre

hend and forgive their inevitable impatience and

righteous indignation. Will not this Administration,

re-elected to power by the hope and faith of

the Women of the West, handsomely reward that

faith by taking action now for the passage of the

Federal Suffrage Amendment?

Government Raids on Radicals

The national headquarters of both the Socialist

party and of the Industrial Workers of the World

at Chicago were raided on September 5 by secret
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Service men on orders from Attorney General Gregory.

At the same time raids were made on local I. W. W.

quarters and papers in New York City, Pittsburgh,

Lincoln, Nebraska, Detroit, Salt Lake City, Superior,

Wisconsin, Minneapolis, Duluth, Milwaukee, Seattle,

Portland, Oregon, Los Angeles, Omaha, Philadelphia,

and Miami, Arizona. The homes of many prominent

members were also raided and searched. All litera

ture and letters found Were seized. A number of

arrests were made including William H. Haywood,

president of the I. W. W. No announcement has

been made of the nature of the charges. The raids

continued on September 6 when the Radical book

store on North Clark Street, Chicago, was visited. This

place has made a Specialty of keeping progressive

books and periodicals of all kinds on sale. Croatian,

Swedish and German Socialist newspaper offices

were also raided.

* *

A protest against these raids was sent on Sep

tember 8 to President Wilson and Attorney General

Gregory by the Boston League for Democratic Con

trol, in which it states:

The free speech committee of the League for

Democratic Control desires to voice its protest

against the raids on Socialist and I. W. W. head

quarters and private homes which were made on

the 5th of September. We further protest against

the declared determination of the department of

justice to continue the prosecution of these organi

zations, on the assumption that such organizations

are “pro-German” or disloyal. We have as yet seen

no information upon which such an assumption

might be based.

The recent action by the authorities has not

been duplicated in any country since the revolution

set Russia free from just such practices. There

fore, we regard these raids as a repetition of acts

which we had hoped were anachronistic except in

autocracies.

While holding no brief for the principles of the

organizations whose headquarters have been Vio

lated, we appeal for a federal policy toward them

which will be characterized by justice, fair play

and a due regard for American constitutional guar

antees.

ROBERT W. DUNN.

MARGARET HATFIELD CHASE,

REW. GEORGE GROVER MILLS.

Chairman.

The office of the Philadelphia Tageblatt was raided

on September 10th, all letters and documents con

fiscated and its editor and business manager ar

rested. In this case the cause of arrest Was an

nounced. It is “wilfully making and conveying

false reports and statements with the intent to

promote the success of the enemies of the United

States.”

Warning to Slanderers

That it will bring suit against papers indulging

in such epithets against it, as “pro-German,” and

“seditious,” was announced on September 7 by the

American Union Against Militarism. The announce

ment States:

The policy of the American Union Against Mili

tarism in the past has been to ignore newspaper

attacks. These lately have increased, however, to

such a hysterical point that we have decided on the

advice of conservative counsel, to sue for libel any

newspaper or press association Which suggests that

we are “German agents,” or are “pro-German,” or

“supported by German funds,” or are guilty of

“sedition,” or “treason,” however those words may

be modified.

Several such suits are in preparation. Further

more, several branches which have grown tired of

local newspaper abuse have asked permission to

bring suit for libel in our name, and permission has

been granted. We intend to give news editors a

chance to prove the truth of their language.

We are moved to make this announcement at this

time, ahead of actual legal action, because of the

news dispatch widely printed yesterday that the

department of justice was investigating “our lit

erature with a view to prosecution.”

The truth of the matter is, that ever Since the

outbreak of the war we have voluntarily sent to

the department of justice, both in New York and

in Washington, every solitary piece of literature

which we have gotten out, and that not one of them

has received the slightest official criticism. We de

cided on this policy after a full discussion, in

order that the federal authorities might have a

chance to investigate the material coolly and with

out pressure from hysterical “patriots” or unin

telligent secret service men. That policy has been

amply justified to date.

Under the circumstances, to suggest that We are

being “investigated” when we are courting the

fullest co-operation with the government along the

lines of President Wilson's expressions in favor of

free speech and free press is to put a perverse and *

perhaps a libelous color on the facts.

Since the war was declared we have not sought

to obstruct the government in the conduct of the

war, although we have done our best to protect

American democracy from the attacks of Some of

its new-found friends. *

Seamen's Law Being Fought

The British Consul at Seattle has filed a brief

in the Federal Court objecting to application of

the La Follette Seamen's Law to British vessels. He

objects particularly to the section of the act allow

ing seamen of foreign as well as of American vessels

to draw one-half of their wages at any port, and to

leave the vessel if so inclined. The suit is said to

have been entered on instructions from the British

Embassy. It is contended:

1. Upon a proper construction of the statute,

it does not apply at all to foreign seamen shipped

in a foreign port on a foreign vessel under an

agreement, valid where made, whereby such sea

men are not entitled to payment of their Wages

until the end of the Voyage.

2. If so construed as to be applicable to the
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case at bar, the statute would exceed the legis

lative power of the United States.

3. If so construed as to be applicable to the

case at bar, the statute would violate the Consti

tution of the United States.

4. There has been no authoritative construction

of the Act in this respect by any American Court

and the question may be treated as res nova.

European War

The week has been one of lesser engagements,

favorable to Germany near Riga, and to the Allies

on the other fronts. It is reported that the Rus

sian forces have made a stand thirty-two miles

northeast of Riga. They are said also to retain the

forts commanding the Gulf of Riga. On the west

ern front the French have made further advances

at Verdun, which they hold against all German at

tacks. The British have been hampered by bad

weather, but have strengthened their positions

about Lens. The Italian advance has been tem

porarily checked at Mount San Gabriele, whose

strong fortifications are being taken piecemeal. The

Italians have taken 32,000 prisoners and a large

number of guns and quantities of ammunition.

Both Germans and Turks are among the prisoners

taken, indicating that both nations have come to the

assistance of Austria. Fighting is reported in the

region of Monister, where Berlin admits retirement

before the French forces. [See current volume,

page 868.]
* *

Interest in the Stockholm conference of Socialists

appears to be waning. Opposition to sending dele

gates is increasing in Great Britain. The Trade

Union Congress at Blackpool voted down the pro

posal to send delegates by 2,894,000 to 91,000. Swit

zerland will not be officially represented at the con

ference. Nor will France. England, or the United

States give passports for their citizens to attend.

The conviction appears to be growing that the

movement has been promoted by the German Gov

ernment for its own purposes. John Spargo, speak

ing for the American Socialists, who have withdrawn

from the party because of its pro-German senti

ments, specifically charges that the American dele

gates would have aided the Kaiser's cause, and

approves, under these circumstances, the denial of

passports.

* *

Great Britain has advised the American Govern

ment that President Wilson's reply to the Pope's

peace proposals is in effect Great Britain's reply.

No other government has published its reply. The

German Chancellor announces that Germany's re

sponse will soon be ready. The first effect of

President Wilson's reply in Germany was to arouse

keen resentment. The Pan-German leaders and press

particularly were bitter in their attacks. But a

pronounced change in sentiment has succeeded this

outburst of fury. The Socialists are outspoken in

their demand that the reforms for which they have

been working be now hastened in order that peace

negotiations may begin. The Worwaerts, the leading

Socialist paper, SayS,

The government of a billigerent country is per

fectly justified in asking the German people for

guarantees, which they cannot furnish under the

present form of government, for these guarantees

exist in all other belligerent countries. The

greater part of our newspapers will claim that

we are offending Germany and that it would be

unworthy of us to obey the advice of our enemies.

We believe, on the contrary, that the only un

Worthy thing on our part is to refuse to give the

guarantees demanded of us.

We are not conducting the war in order to

maintain the privileges of certain families. Our

people are fighting for their own existence. Our

soldiers would never bear the thought of suffer

ing and dying for a government that can give no

acceptable guarantees.

Shall we allow our people to be spoken of as a

people of helots, incapable of exercising their will?

The German Parliament has never seriously at

tempted to break the power, but at present it

can no longer evade, for it is the entire people

that demand that the Reichstag take the road

conducting the world to peace.

* *

The State Department gave to the press on the

8th three dispatches that had been intercepted from

Count Luxburg, German Chargé at Buenos Aires, to

the Berlin Foreign Office, through the Swedish Lega

tion as its own official messages. In a message dated

May 19, 1917, Luxburg says: “I beg that the small

steamers Oran and Guazo, 31st January, 300 tons,

which are nearing Bordeaux with a view to change

the flag, may be spared if possible or else sunk

without a trace being left.” The dispatch of July

3d relates to the exaction of a promise from Ger

many not to sink Argentina ships, which Luxburg

urges his government to refuse. He refers to the

Acting Minister for Foreign Affairs as “a notorious

ass and Anglophile.” Under date of July 9, Lux

burg says: “Without showing any tendency to make

concessions, postpone reply to Argentine note until

receipt of further reports. A change of ministry

is probable. As regards Argentina steamers, I recom

mend either compelling them to turn back, sink

ing them without leaving any traces, or letting them

through. They are all quite small.” The State

Department makes no comment upon the dispatches,

other than to give assurance of their authenticity,

but leaves the question for settlement to Argentina

and Sweden. Neither country has taken official ac

tion, though much feeling is apparent among the

people. General indignation in all countries outside

of the Central Empires is expressed over the pro

posals to sink vessels of a friendly country “without

ieaving traces.”

* *

American preparations go forward without con

fusion or delay. The first instalment of the con

scripted men has been called, and is proceeding to

the training camps. Complaints are heard that

some supplies of clothing and similar equipment are

slow in arriving, but the general feeling appears

to be one of confidence and good spirits. General

Pershing reports two American soldiers wounded

from bursting shells while conducting observations
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at the front, and four men killed in hospital bombed

by German airplanes.

* *

The number of British merchant vessels sunk by

mines and torpedoes during the week, as announced

by the Admiralty, was twenty vessels of over 1,600

tons, and three under that tonnage. The arrivals

were 2,384, and the departures, 2,432. The tonnage

of Allies and neutrals sunk by German Submarines

from January to August, with the Weekly average

is as follows:

Total Sunk

Month. Tonnage. Weekly.

January (four weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . 333.000 83 000

February (four weeks) . . . . . . . . . 479,000 120,000

March (five weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 600,000 120,000

April (four weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 788,000 197,000

May (four weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 549,000 137,000

June (five Weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 758,000 152,000

July (four weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 463,000 116,000

August (five weeks) . . . . . . . . . . . . 591,000 118,000

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,561,000 . . . . . .

New construction for the same period is placed at

one million tons, leaving the net loss at a little

over three and a half million tons. The loss of

American shipping is said to have been less than

one-half of one per cent.

French Cabinet Crisis

The French Cabinet unanimously agreed to resign

on the 8th. Premier Ribot was requested by the

President to form a new Cabinet, but he failed in

his efforts because the Socialists would not lend

their support to his policies. Paul Painlevé, Min

ister of War in the outgoing Cabinet, has undertaken

the task. Professor Painlevé is said to have made

an excellent record as Minister of War. His outline

of policy, and his proposal of a Cabinet to unify the

country, instead of representing parties or political

groups, has been received with favor.

Russia

Many sensational reports have come from Russia

during the week. Following the royalist plot to

restore the former government has come a clash

of authority between Premier Kerensky and Gen

eral Korniloff. General Korniloff demanded of the

Premier that all authority, civil and military, be

turned over to him. The Premier's answer Was

to depose the general from his command, arrest his

envoy, Vladimar Lvoff, a Duma Deputy, through

whom the demand was made, proclaim a state of

siege in Petrograd and vicinity, and appoint as com

mander in chief of all the armies of Russia. General

Klembovsky, who has been in command on the

Riga front. General Korniloff is reported to be

advancing on Petrograd with forces to overthrow

the Provisional Government. The Executive Com

mittee of the Workmen's and Soldiers' Delegates

is supporting the Kerensky Government, and calls

upon the army and navy to ignore the commands

of Korniloff, and those acting with him. Comment

ing upon this, Premier Kerensky says in his

proclamation regarding the situation:

All of the army organizations should give the

government and the executive of the Workmen

and Soldiers decisive co-operation and support in

their struggle against counter revolution. The

conspiracy has no deep roots among the com

manding force of the army. It is necessary to

preserve full calm and firmness and to use every

exertion in the struggle with the external enemy.

All events and measures taken by army organiza

tions should be indicated to the Workmen's and

Soldiers' organization.

Ireland's Constitutional Convention

The convention which has been holding its meet

ings in Dublin transferred its sittings on the 4th

to Belfast, where sessions were held for three days.

Other sessions will be held at Cork. The interest of

the Ulstermen in the convention, and their cordial

hospitality to the South-of-Ireland members has

produced a friendlier spirit between the two fac

tions, which it is thought will be still further de

veloped by the visit to Cork. Sir Horace Plunkett,

chairman of the convention, speaking at a luncheon

given by the Lord Mayor of Belfast, said that never

in his life had he heard such frank speaking and

such unreserved expression of opinion without of

fense being taken by any member as he had heard

at this convention. Every member, he said, had

come to the convention with the earnest desire to

develop, not Irish differences, but Irish agreements.

[See current volume, page 750.]

China

Opposition to the Provisional Government con

tinues in the south of China. Dr. Sun Yat Sen

has been named commander in chief of a new mil

itary government proclaimed by seventy members of

the disbanded Chinese Parliament, meeting at Can

ton. Dr. Sun has won over a portion of the navy,

but is said to have only a small military following

Provisional President, Feng Kwo Chang, expresses

confidence that peace will be established between

the factions. The President has informed the

American Minister that he will not call a popular

council or order a parliamentary election until he

has determined which plan is more acceptable to

the provincial officers. [See current volume, page

870.]

NOTES

-The appointment by Governor Whitman of

George W. Perkins as food controller of New York

State was rejected by the State Senate on September

7. The vote was 25 to 18.

-Philippine sugar interests have appealed to the

Insular Government to make representations to

Washington that the prices fixed for sugar will

ruin them unless Pacific freights are also regu

lated. -----

-Porto Rico made 502,398 tons of sugar during

the season that ended with August. This is the

largest crop in the hist iry of the Island. It is esti
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mated that 450,000 tons have been shipped to the

refiners in the United States.

—Surplus or exportable wheat in Australia

amounts to 135,927,000 bushels, in India, 80,538,000

bushels, and in Argentina, 26,107,000. Owing to the

shortage of tonnage, however, and the long voyage,

this wheat cannot be moved at present.

–An appeal for observance of the 130th anniversary

of the signing of the United States Constitution on

September 17 has been issued by the Civil Liberties

Bureau of the American Union Against Militarism,

with headquarters at 70 Fifth Ave., New York.

—An embargo on shipments of coin bullion and

currency to become effective on September 10 was

declared by President Wilson on September 7. At

the same time the Federal Reserve Board was

authorized to license such exportation when not

harmful to the public interest.

—United States Marshal McCarthy of New York

stopped a meeting in Forward Hall, New York, on

September 9, because, as reported by the daily press,

he “considered the meeting seditious.” He did not

arrest any of the speakers whom he thus charged

with making seditious remarks.

—The municipal elections held in Petrograd re

sulted in a victory for the radicals. The Social

Revolutionists polled 182,000 votes, the Bolsheviki

174,000, and the Constitutional Democrats 101,000,

which gave the Social Revolutionists 73 municipal

councillors, the Bolsheviki 70, and the Constitutional

Democrats 44.

—A special committee of 1,000, of which Calvin

Tomkins, 30 Church Street, is treasurer, has been

formed to push the campaign for re-election of Reg

ister John J. Hopper of New York County. The chief

issue will be for a practical Torrens law, the present

one being unworkable. The Committee's head

quarters are at 47 West 42d Street.

—Returns So far received from the Intersta‘e

Commerce Commission from 106 of the country's

186 roads show a net revenue for July of $63,308,

196 as compared with $61,299,980 for July of last

year. For the seven months ending with July the

net revenue is $367,914,241 as compared with $360,

180,674 for the same period of 1916.

—Statistics made public on the 6th by the Inter

state Commerce show that 10,001 persons were killed

in railroad accidents in 1916, and 196,722 Were in

jured. Of those killed 291 were passengers, 2,941

employes, and 6,769 were trespassers and others than

passengers or employes. Of the injured 8,008 were

passengers, 176,923 were employes, and 11,791 were

trespassers, etc.

—The American Alliance for Labor and Democ

racy, at Minneapolis on September 6 to 8, chose an

executive committee headed by Frank P. Walsh and

declared for conscription of wealth, heavy taxes on

incomes, excess profits and land values, government

control of industries in case of labor disputes, equal

suffrage, soldiers' insurance, and action against

speculators in necessities.

—Representatives of practically all sugar refineries

operating in the United States, meeting in confer

ence with Federal Food Administration on Septem

ber 5, voluntarily agreed to import all foreign sugar

through a committee to be appointed by the Food

Adminstrator. The foreign sugar purchased

through the National Sugar Committee will be dis

tributed proportionately to all refineries operating

in the United States.

—A Suffrage bill under the guise of a war measure

has been presented in the Canadian Parliament by

Premier Borden. The bill gives the ballot “to all

women of twenty-one or over who have brothers,

husbands, fathers or sons in active service.” It also

enfranchises women of voting age who are British

born. It is estimated that 450,000 voters Will be

added to the former electorate.

—That municipally-owned railless trolleys have

proven a success in Bradford, England, is reported

by the United States Consul, Augustus E. Ingram.

It yields a profit to the city. The fare is graded

according to distances and average one and three

tenths of a cent per mile. Half fares are charged

before 9 A. M., the lowest fare being one cent, and

special reduced fares for children going to and

returning from school. The operating cost of 18

cars was $.0155 per car mile. The number of passen

gers carried was 3,402,955. The system requires but

one-tenth the capital of an ordinary street railway

system. The service was instituted in 1911, not as

a permanent affair, but as a pioneer to precede in

stallation of an ordinary trolley in thinly settled

districts and to serve as a feeder for the main trans

portation service.

PRESS OPINIONS

Bound To Put Taxes On the Poor

Good Government (Peoria, Ill.), Sept. 1.—Members

of the United States Senate wrangled for hours over

the taxing of excess profits and the brilliancy of the

arguments in behalf of overburdened capitalists

would have made one think they were bearing the

whole weight of government on their shoulders. The

next day senators argued against a tax on inherit

ances, which would have fallen on those who profit

Without work, and on the very next day the same

Senators argued for a tax on parcels post packages,

which would fall largely on the people who have to

pay practically all taxes, the consumers. The ways

of the average lawmaker are past comprehension.

The Dollar Before the Man

Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat, Sept. 5.—The senate

is tender of wealth. It had no hesitation in reach

ing out and taking the young men of the land for

Service in the trenches. That meant only lives,

careers, opportunities, hopes, ambitions, prospects.

But when it was proposed to reach out and take

wealth for service in winning the war for democracy,

that was a quite different matter. The senate

balked, only a few of the elder statesmen voting for

the Johnson amendment. However, steps in the

right direction have already been taken. Should

the war continue for another year—and it will not

stop if the profiteers can keep it going—the con

scription of accumulated wealth may be regarded

as practically certain. Conscripted manhood is not

going to be very tolerant of unconscripted gold.
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What Will the Harvest Be?

From a recent address of R. L. Outhwaite, M. P.

You may not accept my views of the future. I know

that to-day there is, through the demand of War

conditions, better employment than ever existed be

fore in Britain. Wages are nominally higher and

unemployment does not exist, and for this reason I

know many people think that the future is going

to be better. But it will not be of long duration

when war ceases, for you will have millions of

men discharged from the army, and millions of men

and women discharged from the factories where they

have been engaged in the provision of munitions

of war. You will have millions of people discharged

from the auxiliary occupations or employments of

today, and you will have, I think, a spirit among

those people which privilege and monopoly will have

to reckon with. Men who have been in the trenches

and endured the horrors and agonies of modern

warfare are not coming back to be the hewers of

wood and drawers of water which they were before

they went. The question is, Who is going to pay?

We are told by the Chancellor of the exchequer that

the taxation in the present budget will be carried

on into the future. Then this is the proposition,

that after having taken these men to make this

sacrifice at the front you will dispense with them to

say, “Go back to the loom and the forge, go back

to your work, and then as a reward of your work

render up at least three months' toll out of every

twelve months’ pay as your share of the interest

On the debt created in your absence.”

Taxing the Voteless

The Woman Citizen (Sept. 8.)—In the war revenue

bill Congress is conscripting the wages of American

Working Women. Millions of dollars of direct taxes

will be collected from these women by federal act, in

addition to the consumption taxes they will have

to pay also by federal act. Millions of dollars more

will be collected from the incomes of other women,

Yet in thirty-seven States these women have no voice

or vote in the making of this or any other law.

Mrs. Carrie Chapman Catt, president of the National

American Woman Suffrage Association, in a state

ment issued from Washington headquarters, de

mands the passage of the federal suffrage amend

ment by the Sixty-fifth Congress as the immediate,

just, and inevitable sequel to the war revenue bill.

“With the income tax exemption lowered to $1,000

for unmarried persons,” says Mrs. Catt, “one may

estimate that at least three million dollars of the

war taxes will be contributed by the wage-earning

women of the country—women who have earned it

under the hard conditions of economic inequality

due to their political disfranchisement. Think of

the thousands of teachers, for instance, and clerical

workers in Government and private employ, most

of whom, although unmarried, have some of the

obligations of married men on the small salaries of

$1,000 and $1,200 a year. They are unrepresented in

the law-making body, yet a part of their actual

living expenses is taken by this tax law. Women

are giving to this war, moreover, not only their

wages and their incomes. They are giving their

services, their very life's blood—and that for a

Government which has so far refused them political

acknowledgement. . . .”

CORRESPONDENCE

ANOTHER GIFT

In a recent issue of THE PUBLIC a Writer showed

that the city of Chicago gave to Charles P. Taft of

Cincinnati, the sum of $850,000 in the way of in

creased value on an idle lot in the “Windy City,”

which the said Mr. Taft had inherited from his

father-in-law, the late David Sinton

The gift of Chicago to Mr. Taft is a very small

one compared to what the people of the Lone Star

State have given him on a 325,000-acre farm here

in the gulf coast section of the State, which he also

inherited from his father-in-law. The expenditure by

the Federal Government of more than a million

dollars (during President Taft's administration) in

establishing a deep water port at the very entrance

to this gigantic farm, together with the steady de

velopment of this section into fruit and truck farms

and the increased demand for land for homes, has

many times doubled the value of Mr. Taft's in

heritance.

What could be more just than for society to ap

propriate by taxation the Value it creates?

Halletsville, Tex. J. R. SECREST.

PARTY LABELS

I was greatly interested in your editorial, “Party

Labels vs. Common Sense,” in which you point out

how far California has gone in the direction of get

ting rid of party politics in state and local elections.

Of course the benefits are many and great.

Here in Minnesota we have gone farther than

California and have reaped more and greater ben

Cfits.

Every city and village officer is non partisan,

so is every county official, every judicial officer,

from Justice of the Peace to Chief Justice of the

Supreme Court; and, what is better than all else,

every member of both House and Senate is elected

without reference to party—elected solely on his

merits as a citizen and what he stands for in the

Way of social, economic, political and reform prin

ciples.

We have had two legislatures of this non-partisan

kind, and the people like it. There is no danger

of going back.

St. Paul, Minn. C. J. BUELL.

* *k s

All conservatism is based upon the idea that, if

you leave things alone, you leave them as they are.

But you do not. If you leave a thing alone, you

leave it to a torrent of change. If you leave a white

post alone, it will soon be a black post. If you par

ticularly want it to be white, you must be always

painting it again. . . But this which is true of

inanimate things is in a quite special and terrible

sense true of all human things. An almost unnat

ural vigilance is really required of the citizens be

cause of the horrible rapidity with which human

institutions grow old.—Chesterton.
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BOOKS

The Christian Ministry and Social Problems. By

Charles D. Williams, Bishop of Michigan. Published

by The Macmillan Co., N. Y. C. Price $1.

It is one among the many hopeful signs of the

times, that within that most conservative of insti

tutions, the Church, there are to be found such whole

hearted and robust radicals as Bishop Williams. The

little book just published is obviously addressed

chiefly to his brother clergy, but as a reflection to

the layman of the change that is overtaking the

clerical mind, it is significant of much. That a dis

tinguished theologian should Write in the forefront

of a book “The social problem is at bottom the

economic problem; it is essentially none other than

the problem of the distribution of wealth,” is not

less encouraging than it is surprising. And that,

to the religious stand-patter's time-Worn slogan: “If

every man, Woman and child were made perfectly

true, honest, just, and loving by religion, the mil

lenium Would come to-morrow,” he should say em

phatically “I deny this proposition,” brings a hope

We have not hitherto been able to entertain, that

at last the Venerable body of Ecclesiastics may

awaken to the necessity for preaching social justice.

Bishop Williams does well in focussing his ex

hortation to his fellow-churchmen upon the import

ance of reaching the Organic conception of Society,

and on the shifting of the emphasis from individual

Salvation to that of Social righteousness. The con

ception of human society as an organism, growing

from Within by the same processes according to

which all life evolves from the simple to the com

plex, from the homogeneous to the heterogeneous,

certainly effects what Bishop Williams calls “a

change of base” in our thinking. Among other

things, it suggests the idea of “conditions of health.”

similar to those that are necessary for an individual

organism, whether a rabbit or a man-sufficiency

of work, of leisure, of food, of sleep, of room—in a

word, of opportunity. It is probable that no mere

thinker has ever been responsible to a greater degree

for giving a backset to human progress than Rous

seau with his “social contract” theory. That theory

Seemed to give a Scientific endorsement to the con

ception of Society as a mass of discrete parts having

no organic relation to each other, but which human

ingenuity might piece together into the form of a

machine. Reinforcing as it did, the religious in

dividualism of Luther and John Knox, it rivetted

upon men's minds for generations the cart-before

the-horse theory that society can be saved only

through its members, instead of the truth that is

now coming slowly to light, that individuals are

saved only in proportion as they resign all concern

for the safety of their own souls, and rest in the

sure and certain hope of finding them again in the

passionate realization of a purified and regenerated

society. Bishop Williams traces the disastrous re

sults of this militant individualism in Various di

rections, particularly in that “most pernicious of

heresies” the false distinction between the sacred

and the secular. From this has arisen the “double

standard” kind of life with which modern conditions

make us so fanlillar—the repetition of the beauti

tudes on Sunday and the laying of them aside as

unworkable during the other six days—the practise

in short, of a hypocrisy for which we need not

blame the practitioners too harshly if We can trace

it, as we may do, to the influence of “pernicious

heresy.”

One closes this little book With the feeling that

curtains have been Withdrawn, Windows thrown

open, and a flood of Sunlight With a Wave of fresh

mountain air let in where formerly the atmosphere

had been stifling. Light and fresh air! Surely these

are among the most health-giving and sanitative of

all natural influences? No germs of superstition

or error can long withstand their destructive power.

If the Church will respond to such teaching as

Bishop Williams offers it may be that the Venerable

grey-hooded Mother who has stood by at the birth

of every institution the World has seen, may yet live

to Witness and pronounce her blessing upon the

advent upon earth of a community whose habitation

is justice and whose guiding principle is mutual

Service. ALEX. MACKENDRICK.

BOOKS RECEIVED

Japan in World Polities. By K. K. Kawakami, author

of American-Japanese Relations. Published by The

Macmillan Company, N. Y. C. Price $1.50.

The Restoration of Trade Union Conditions. (Pam

phlet.) By Sidney Webb. Published by B. W. Huebsch,

N. Y. C. Price 50c.

Jean Jaure’s, Socialist and Humanitarian. By Mar

garet Pease. Published by B. W. Huebsch, N. Y. C.

Price $1.00.

Women as Munition Makers. By Amy Hewes. A

study of conditions in Bridgeport, Conn., and Muni

tion Workers in England and France. By Henrietta

R. Walter. Published by the New York Russell Sage

Foundation. Price 75c. net.

Herbert Spencer. By Hugh Elliot. Published by

Henry Holt & Co., N. Y. C. Price $2.00.

How to Make Your Will. By William Hamilton Os

borne of the New York Bar. Published by Small, May

nard & Company, Boston.

Philosophy and The Social Problem. By Will Durant,

Ph.D. Published by The Macmillan Company, N. Y. C.

Price $1.50.

Periodicals

The first issue has appeared of A Voice in the

Wilderness, “a magazine of sane radicalism.” It is

edited and published by Dr. William J. Robinson,

12 Mt. Morris Park, West, New York City. The

subscription is $1.00. The initial number is devoted

to discussion of war issues ably presented from the

Viewpoint of an Opponent of war who makes no ex

ception of the present one. By no stretch of the

imagination can any one familiar with Dr. Robin

son's attitude honestly apply to him the epithet of

“pro-German,” so frequently used at present for lack

of other argument. His pro-Ally sympathy has been

clearly enough expressed since August of 1914, in

the columns of his older publication, The Critic and

Guide. A list of “decent and sane periodicals” is
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announced. The list is small, containing but ten

names, being all considered, deserving of that classi

fication with which Dr. Robinson is familiar, but

“not meant to be complete or exhaustive.” The

honor of a place therein is accorded THE PUBLIC.

* * *

Men in authority who profess to believe that

woman is constitutionally incapable of grasping and

handling the exigencies of legislation, should board

for a week in a typical workingclass household.—

Joseph Fels.

You and I side with the public interest. Let the

vaue of land be assessed independently of the build

ings upon it, and upon such valuation let contribu

tion be made to those public services which create

the value. This is not to disturb the balance of

equity, but to redress it. There is no unfairness in

it. The unfairness is in the present state of things.

Why should one man reap what another man sows?

We would give to the landowner all that is his, but

we would prevent him taking something which be

longs to other people,—Henry Campbell Bannerman.

“Most fellows don’t care what currency system they

have so long as it’ll buy whisky and cigarettes.”

will be published soon.

attempted before in the history of journalism.

announced in advance.

in price.

site-tax, and nothing but interesting matter.

DAVID GIBSON, Publisher

Caxton Building

THE GROUND HOG'S

Reactionary Number

You don’t know what it will be like because nothing like it has ever been

All we can say is that it's coming soon.

By subscribing now for The Ground Hog you can get the Reactionary Number at no advance

If you don’t subscribe the Reactionary Number will cost you 10 cents per copy.

Remember, The Ground Hog is the most lively site-tax journal in the field.

EO Cernts a Year :

when clubs of four or more names are sent in at one time, 25 cents each for seven months.

THE GROUND HOG

The definite date of its publication will not be

Nothing but

WILLIAM A. FEATHER, Editor

Cleveland, O.

SUGGESTIVE THERAPEU

LEARN TICS. A course of essentials

which may be completed at

home in 180 hours. Concise, definite and practical.

Well adapted for use by physicians.

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

Institute, Nevada, Mo.

A Syllabus of

“PROGRESS AND POWERTY”

By LOUIS F. POST

This booklet is an abstract of the leading prin

ciples of the constructive argument of Henry

George's great work. Try it as an appetizer for

those of your friends who show signs of intel

ligence!

Per Copy, 5c; 12 Copies, 50c

The Public las”: "s:"st, New York

WHY BINDS 9
The Nation needs money. Bonds extend

long after “war profits” end. They increase

all taxes, burden industry until paid and

ultimately cost $2.00 for every $1.00 raised.

They increase living costs and reduce wages.

T- or PAY

A tax on land walues only will raise yearly

$5,000,000,000, will abolish all other taxes,

force idle land into use, increase crops, boom

industry *: perpetuate real £ity.
nvestigate-Booklet Free

SINGLETAXLEAGUE, Arden, Delaware, Dept. x
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“The Troops Refused to Shoot”
|

In the New York World of Sunday, September 9, Vladimir

Krymoff, one of the proprietors of the Novoe Vremya of Petrograd,

describes how swiftly, without warning, the Russian Revolution came:

“The working people and their families filled the streets demand.

ing bread. Nobody demanded a revolution. The troops were ordered

to disperse the crowds. The cronds did not obey. Order nas given

to shoot—the troops refused to shoot. AND THIS WAS THE

REVOLUTION.”

In the New Republic of September 8, an American ambulance driver, Longshaw K. Porritt,

writing from France of his experience with the soldiers:

=

=

==

=

=

=

É

=

=
:=

“There is going to be a tremendous revolution after this war. . . a better

and a saner form of government will emerge than has yet been demonstrated.”

E

The Public, a week ago, quoted Pioneer H. A. Berens, who is on active service:

“No one who has spoken to the men out here on ‘After the-War-Problems’ can help being

struck by the new spirit that is rife among them. Never before have I come across an audience

pitched in so high a key, and so ready and sympathetic to listen to any one willing to speak to them

on social problems. The mere mention of the Land Question brings forth rounds of applause. The

men are red-hot, and are fully determined that when this war is over they are going to reap the

benefit (or rather their posterity will) of the great sacrifices they have made. They have not

forgotten, or perhaps they are beginning to remember, that we entered this war on behalf of liberty

and justice, and they are determined to establish social justice on their return.”

It may be-it will be-that in other countries than Russia the soldiers will be the deciding

factor after the war. Back from the front, moulded anew by a terrible experience, they will have a

different outlook, and our concern now is to do our part in influencing that outlook in the direction

of democracy.

The Public,
Subscriptions for the Public to be

122 East 37th St., sent to the reading rooms in the training

New York. - camps and behind the front will be

Enclosed is my check for $2.50 to cover six subscrip- - accepted at a rate which is really lower

tions; six months each, for the reading rooms of the than present production-cost: six sub

training camps.
: scriptions, for six months each, for $2.50,

| and to everyone who sends in six of

Name...~~~~~ - - these subscriptions, We will send ten

- copies of "The Great Iniquity" by Leo

Address--~~~~~~~~ Tolstoy.
*:
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Size

28 x 36 inches

This photograph is

a reproduction of the

most complete single

map of the Western

Front ever published.
It is 28 x 36 inches in

size, but folds into a

convenient cover 5% x

% inches, just right

to be carried conven

iently in the pocket for

frequent consultation.

It is printed on excel

lent paper. and can be

ad mounted on cloth

if desired at slight extra

cost.

xamine it

FREE!

The Most Complete Sing

oftheWestern Front
More than 7,000 Villages,

Towns, and Hamlets Follow the

Nothing is more unsatisfactory than search

ing all over the map for a small place that may

or may not appear upon it. However, this loss
On this map there are shown more than • of time and patience is now at an end, for

': The: : Illinois£ American £:#": it

about the same number of square miles as vastly more useful and valuable. - incier

shown on this map and in Illinois there are less Troops IIl France contains more than 7,000 names. An idea of

than 1,700 places of 100 or more inhabitants.

In addition to this vast number of places it gives

all woods, fortresses, fortified towns, naval arsenals, forts, re

doubts, batteries, aircraft depots, wireless stations and railways.

The forests and woods are indicated in green, giving the map an

attractive appearance, and adding a strategical feature of import

ance. The scale of the map is 10 miles to the inch. It extends

west to Ashford, England; north to Antwerp, Belgium; east to

Frankfort, Germany; and south to Orleans, France. It shows for

comparison the battle line of 1914, when the Germans were

almost at the gates of Paris. The ground gained by the Allies

therefore, may be plainly seen. It is without exception the most

satisfactory map of the Western Front which has been engraved.

It has been prepared especially to throw light on movements as

they occur. It may be examined with ease, for the type is bold

and clean cut. -

A Complete Index Makes Locating Easy

An index of towns and villages accompanying a map of this

kind has been proven an absolute necessity. The smaller towns

are the ones usually mentioned in the news dispatches. They are

not to be found on ordinary maps, and the locations, of most of

them were, and still are utterly unknown to the general public,

but unless their locations are known their strategical importance

cannot be grasped.

the importance of this statement may be gained

from the fact that 90 per cent of the war maps

available to-day contain less than 500 names. This index is

bound in with the map and enables one to locate instantly any

one of the 7,000 places mentioned.

Send No Money

The great value of this map is so apparent that a copy will

be sent on approval without a penny in advance. If, after examin

ing this map, you decide to keep it, send only $1.00 for the plain,

or $2.00 for the cloth-backed map. If not delighted with the map

and index, return them and you will owe nothing. Just mail the

coupon now.

Free Examination Coupon

Nelson Doubleday, Dept. 609, Oyster Bay, N. Y.

Please send me the Large Scale War Map of the Western Front on approval.

If it suits me, within five days I will send you $1.00. Otherwise, I will
return it.

Name.......................................... ....................

Add"..........................................................

If you want the map mounted on cloth, greatly increasing its durability, at the

special price of $2.00, if it suits you, write “Yes” here

 


