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Editorial

The effort of Germany to make imperialism

safe on her eastern border by encouraging the

dissolution of Russia into component nationali

ties, is already proving itself a dangerous game.

To satisfy the nationalist aspirations of two ad

joining peoples, with the inevitable mixed belt, is

an impossibility ; to make a friend of the Ukraine

is to make an enemy of Poland. It is the policy

of Austria to withdraw as soon as possible from

the welter of nationalist strife; an independent

and friendly Ukraine provides the safety she re

quires; further interference might start danger

ous fires. But the Germans with characteristic

stupidity may be counted upon to do what their

interest forbids. The latest reports show a re

sumption of hostilities with a forward movement

of troops on the northeastern front, thus belying

the supposition that non-resistance has any ef

ficacy. But it indicates blindness as to the

future.

* * *

The Bolsheviki, exponents of internationalism,

are in the curious position of attempting to over

whelm the emerging nationalities of Russia, thus

making themselves the successors of czarism.

And just as czarism by oppression kept alive and

strengthened nationalist feelings, so the Bolshe

viki, by their sanguinary opposition, are hasten

ing that local integration which will provide the

component provinces of the future federation.

The menace of continued aggression on the part

of Germany may prove a useful factor in the

achievement of the new unity. With the Bolshe

viki out of the way, and German greediness

growing with successive devourings, the cen

tralizing tendencies now in abeyance may operate

with surprising celerity.

The shipyard workers striking for $6.6o a day

have been told that their action is unpatriotic.

Yet, Mr. George J. Baldwin, a representative of

their employers, was driven to say in explaining

to the Senate Commerce Committee why his cor

poration needed $6,000,000 profits : " You can't

keep a corporation alive on patriotism. Our

stockholders must have their dividends." In

other words, no $6,000,000 dividends, no ships.

And because an increase of wages may cut into

dividends workers are driven to strike and then

denounced as slackers and lacking in patriotism.

Mr. Baldwin has frankly admitted what was not

unknown before. But his admission makes it

less difficult to insist that the workers should hot

be required to make all the sacrifices. If cutting

down of a $6,000,000 dividend reduces a corpora

tion to living on patriotism alone, then denial of

a $6.60 wage to its employes must compel them

to live on less. It would not deplete the $6,000,-

000 dividend to give the employes what they

want, and the stockholders would still have some

thing in addition to their huge supply of patriot

ism to live upon.

* * *

A significant paragraph appeared in the Sun

day Standard of New Bedford, Massachusetts,

Feb. 10, in an advertisement of the New Bedford

cotton mills. These advertisements are something

out of the regular run of publicity, and as the

New England cotton manufacturers have long

stood as the personification of the protective

tariff this statement is worth attention when it

•ays : " Quality is the cornerstone on which

New Bedford's success as a cotton manufac

turing center has been built in the past, and on

which it must rely more and more in the future.
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Operating in competition with mills in other

States where wages are lower, and hours of labor

longer, and where laws which add to produc

tion-costs in Massachusetts do not «xist, New

Bedford mills have to seek business largely on

the basis of the quality of their products." One

would like to know if any such statement as

that was made to the tariff committee. It would

also be interesting to know why the New Bed

ford mills can meet the competition of low wages

in Southern States, with which there is free

trade, but can not meet the competition of British

mills. These cotton mills claim to be paying

higher wages than are paid in other States, and

to be subject to labor regulations that do not

apply elsewhere. May not this be the explana

tion of the superior quality of their output?

Good wages and good treatment secure the best

labor, which in the end is the cheapest labor.

The next time Congress finds itself in the throes

of tariff parturition, it will be interesting to hear

the testimony of the New Bedford mill men.

* * *

Straining at gnats and swallowing camels ap

pears to be the only phrase that covers much of

the criticism of profiteering. Objection is made

to pouring millions of dollars into Hog Island to

convert it into a shipyard. Two thousand dol

lars an acre it is said is too much to pay for

waste swamp land. But has not one of the prin

cipal owners given a perfectly respectable reason

for that price. The land, he says, has been in

the possession of his family for more than a

hundred years. Truly republics are ungrateful.

Here is a self-sacrificing family that has " held "

this land for more than a century. A generation

would have been a long time; but this is more

than three generations. Besides, much of the

land is swamp. The feat would have been re

markable had the land been dry; but swampy,

water-soaked land! During those long, dreary

years a great city of industrious people grew

close by, and spread out toward the " held " land.

People of the city wished to use the land; they

offered large prices for it. But no, the owners

preferred to bear the burden alone. And so

they continued through the long, trying years to

" hold " the swamp land. If such service is not

to be rewarded, then, indeed, have we fallen upon

evil days. Let the iconoclastic critic pause, ere

it is too late. If the nation is not fittingly to re

ward the family that has " held " Hog Island for

more than a century, what shall be said of other

families that are " holding " vacant land of vast

area throughout the country, including enormous

water power and undeveloped mineral resources ?

Are we not striking at the very basis of modern

industrial conditions when we question the price

a man sets on his land? Let critics have a care

lest they set people to thinking.

Mr. Hurley and Labor

The strike of carpenters employed in ship

building was only symptomatic of conditions in

the shipyards that call for drastic action. The

carpenters have gone back to work, smarting un

der the implication cultivated by Mr. Hurley

that they are enemies of their country who would

ruthlessly take advantage of her necessities. But

there is no assurance that other difficulties as

serious will not arise in the future, involving

further delays. Only Mr. Hurley's status as

an employer with a reputation for efficient man

agement and his standing in the business com

munity have saved the entire shipbuilding situa

tion from an exposure of inefficiency that would

have aroused justly all the popular wrath and

condemnation that certain interests tried in vain

to launch against Mr. Baker. The best evidence,

for those who have no mind for details, that

something is wrong in the management of the

shipbuilding program is the fact that the Navy

Department, with a huge job of shipbuilding on

its hands, has lost not a day through labor dis

turbances, but has worked in complete harmony

with the carpenters' and the other unions en

gaged in ship construction. It may yet appear as

an unfortunate mistake that the entire shipping

program was not put in the hands of the Navy

Department, where an excellent organization has

shown itself capable of great expansion without

loss in efficiency.

Officers of the carpenters' organization have

no confidence in the Shipping Board because they

are convinced that Mr. Hurley has been unable

to conquer his prejudice against dealing with em

ployes on a basis of collective bargaining, that

his prejudice against unions and union members

shows itself in large acts and small, so that while

the saturnalia of extravagance and inefficiency at

Hog Island went uncorrected and unrebuked, the

first sign of recalcitrance on the part of workmen
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stirred him to bring down en their heads all the

opprobrium that could be manufactured by ref

erences to the Tuscania and the boys in the

trenches. They would deserve the severest con

demnation that Mr. Hurley could visit upon them

if they had wantonly laid down their tools like

spoiled boys because every demand had not been

instantly met. But what are the facts? At the

very moment when Mr. Hurley was dispatching

his Tuscania telegram to Mr. Hutcheson, the Car

penters' National President, addressed to him at

Indianapolis, Mr. Hutcheson was in Washington

trying in vain to obtain an interview with the

Shipping Board head. The carpenters' officials

had been trying for weeks to reach an agreement

with the Shipping Board that would standardize

wages and conditions at the shipyards and pro

vide for the employment of carpenters through

the regular employment service of the Depart

ment of Labor. In the meantime, carpenters em

ployed in the New York and Baltimore yards re

fused to continue at work under existing condi

tions, and went on strike against the instructions

and advice of their leaders.

Specific grievances at individual yards are not

as important as the situation that lies back of

them. Private contractors in each instance have

been left free to hire and discharge men as they

saw fit, and to pay them whatever wages they

pleased. A carpenter might leave his home and

go to a distant shipyard where housing and work

ing conditions were bad, and where the chaos that

characterizes any new construction job begun in

a hurry made the work difficult and trying. In

many instances he was put to work at common

labor, in other instances he was forced to accept

employment at his trade at wages less than those

prevailing in the district. If a foreman dis

charged him, whether with prejudice or without,

he found himself out his railroad fare and his

pains. In some instances large numbers of skilled

men answered the Government's call only to find

that there was no work ready for them. Worst

of all, no uniform consistent policy prevailed. At

one shipyard in California applicants for work

learned that they must first pledge themselves to

buy sandlots on the installment plan from land

owners in league with the shipbuilding company.

At another yard applicants were examined as to

their membership in a union, and if union men

they were told they must first tear up their cards.

A conviction became widespread in the carpen-

ten' organization that the open-shop metal

trades association and the big steel companies

were determined to resist unionism in the ship

yards, and that in this they had at least the pas

sive sympathy of Mr. Hurley. Unions in the

metal trades had, it is true, signed agreements

with the Shipping Board, and the Board's Wage

Adjustment Commission had been active. But

an initial attempt to include the carpenters' or

ganization in this agreement had failed, and since

then the men's representatives had felt them

selves antagonized and frustrated in every effort

to reach a working basis. They had dealt with

the War Department in the building of the can

tonments without friction, and their relations

with the Navy Department, engaged in rushing

the greatest fleet of destroyers in the world to

completion, had been entirely harmonious. Sec

retary Daniels had given personal interviews to

the President of the carpenters' organization,

once after hours at his office, at another time at

his home in the evening. Mr. Hurley sent out

subordinates to see him, and at the very time

when Mr. Hutcheson was attempting to arrange

an interview in Washington addressed to him a

highly provoking telegram at Indianapolis.

The Carpenters' Union has a membership of

300,000. Nine thousand of its members are in

the Army and 3,500 more above military age are

working at the trade for the Army in France.

The union maintains a highly efficient employ

ment service, with machinery in every district of

the country for furnishing skilled men quickly

wherever and whenever they are needed. This

machinery has been offered to the Shipping

Board, with the assurance that the organization

stands ready to furnish as many skilled men as

are needed, provided only these men can be as

sured that some uniform standard of wages and

treatment will prevail. The union urges that all

employing be done through the employment ser

vice of the Department of Labor. No demand

is made for the closed, or union shop, either di

rectly or indirectly. On the other hand, members

of the union have been refused work by private

contractors because they would not tear up their

union cards.

But Mr. Hurley will stand no nonsense. He

will show them who is boss. We will see who

is running this job-

And all the other gestures of that medieval

American industrialism that seemed to work so
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well in the days when the unemployed were clam

oring before the gates of every factory, ready to

take the places of men who might dare assert

their rights.

Mr. Hurley's cavalier handling of the labor

problem is in striking contrast with his toleration

of the waste and incompetence at Hog Island. It

is a contrast that has not been lost on the work

ers. Either the Government must take over all

shipyards and place every employe on the Gov

ernment payroll, or administration of labor con

ditions at the private yards must be vested in a

board responsible to the Department of Labor,

and in which all classes of workmen will have

confidence. Mr. Hurley has demonstrated that

he is constitutionally incapable of enlisting the

confidence and support of the workmen, and a

wage board subordinate to him cannot function

effectually. As an employer and industrial ex

ecutive Mr. Hurley would be an exception if he

were any different. His is the type of business

executive still prevalent in America. It is a type

that depends for results on the existence of a

large labor surplus, and the stand-for-anything

mood that such a surplus imposes on those work

men fortunate enough to obtain employment. We

may be able to forget Hog Island and give Mr.

Hurley another chance to prove his efficiency as

a manager. But labor administration in the yards

should be taken out of his hands.

An American Labor Party

Perhaps nothing would accomplish so much

for the cause of labor in this country as the

refusal on the part of Congress to enact legisla

tion nullifying the decision of the Supreme Court

in the Hinchman case in which the reactionary

majority of the court held that union organizers

may not solicit employes without the consent of

the employer. This decision and the contempt

proceedings and damage suits that will follow

it threaten the existence of organized labor, and

with a reactionary federal judiciary to deal with,

it is scant comfort for responsible union officials

to know that the enlightened thought of the

country is solidly behind them. The dissenting

opinion by Justices Holmes, Brandeis and Clarke

is the opinion that eventually will prevail, but

meanwhile the growth and the very life of the

labor unions is in jeopardy. One of the most

important matters to be considered at the forth

coming convention of the American Federation

of Labor will b« the planning of a campaign to

obtain legislation nullifying the absurd mandate

of these stupid old men, who, like their predeces

sors, have usurped power to thwart the will of

the people as clearly expressed in Congressional

enactments.

Why, then, would a refusal by Congress to

reassert labor's rights react to labor's advantage ?

Because the American labor movement has

reached a stage where its interests require active

participation in politics through a separate or

ganization devoted singly to the welfare of the

wage earner. Thus far, the old parties have

been able to prevent the formation of a labor

party by now and then throwing labor a bone.

The Clayton Act to legalize union activities was

such a bone, and labor rejoiced on the assurance

that it was a large and succulent one. But the

Hinchman decision may have stripped the meat

from it, and a refusal by Congress to make good

its intention might convince labor that something

was wrong with the system. It was the Taff-

Vale decision of similar import that united the

British workers in a determination to enter poli

tics " on their own," and the result is the power

ful Labor Party that today stands as the chief

support of President Wilson's international

policy.

A strong Labor Party is the need of the hour

in this country. With Woodrow Wilson in the

White House, it would act as the left wing of

his support, and in presidential elections it would,

for some years at least, merely throw its sup

port behind the candidate of another party whose

purposes most nearly squared with its own.

What is the situation at present ? Labor is repre

sented, after a fashion, by about eighteen men

of both parties known in the House of Repre

sentatives as " the labor group." They have

been skillfully led by men of the calibre of Keat

ing of Colorado and Nolan of California, and

they have accomplished much by standing to

gether as a compact group for certain measures.

But they are a pitiful minority in a body of

nearly 500 members. It is doubtful if their

existence as a separate group is known to all

their fellow-members. Outside of Congress it

is not known to one man in a thousand. Their

leaders speak with no authority that carries to

the country, or even to Washington. Pledged

to support certain legislation asked by the Ameri
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can Federation of Labor, they owe no obligation

to labor except in this relatively narrow field of

remedial legislation, much of which falls within

the category of trivial enactments designed to

aid labor in small and technical ways. Their

authority as a group is limited to measures that

have received the official indorsement of the

American Federation of Labor or its Executive

Council, and they are powerless to speak au

thoritatively for labor on the many issues that

arise over night in these quick-moving times.

Their achievements are not to be belittled. The

eight-hour day is being widely observed in the

nation today because of clauses inserted into ap

propriation bills through their influence, and the

enactment of the Clayton Act was a first impor

tant step in mitigating the power of reactionary

or venal federal judges. The point is that they

function as a group only in the narrow trades

union field, and as a group are subject at all

times to the decisions of men whose grasp of

affairs is limited to the technique of trades

unionism. Men belonging to this labor group

have been free to work and vote for a protective

tariff, to oppose wealth conscription, to favor

water-power grabs, to ally themselves with the

most reactionary wing of the Republican Party.

And they have used this freedom. There has

been the spectacle in Washington of Congress

men notorious as servants of privilege and

monopoly receiving labor's official O. K. because

they had " voted right " on a workmen's com

pensation bill !

Wage earners as a class are today intent on

a thorough-going economic reconstruction. They

have definite ideas regarding international policy,

and their influence is likely to be sorely needed

on short notice in support of democratic prin

ciples and against reactionary and imperialistic

designs. They should function continuously and

effectually as a political force. Their point of

view should be reduced to definiteness and made

articulate as it could be only by the delibera

tions of a political organization responsible to

them alone. And, policies having been adopted

at frequent conferences, their representatives in

the political field should be placed in positions

where they could present these policies to the

country and the Government and obtain for them

either acceptance or at least a respectful hearing.

It is true enough that today there is no such

thing in this country as a body of political opin

ion or a program of political action that could

be identified as that of labor. To formulate a

program on which labor could stand in the

political field would involve many difficulties.

But labor's political vagueness and disorganiza

tion, so far from constituting an objection, is

the strongest argument for replacing them with

a program and an organization in the political

field. It is a pitiful and deplorable inadequacy

in the American labor movement. The rank and

file are thinking. Scores of leaders have evolved

programs for themselves and their unions. But

when we come to look for the political cutting

edge of the labor movement we find only a little

group of Congressmen whose efforts as a group

are limited to advancing the relatively trivial

technical interests of trades unionism. To study

the work of this group would be to come to the

conclusion that American wage earners had no

aspirations and no interests outside of the shop,

and that even there their interest stopped with

the obtaining of an eight-hour day, safety ap

pliances, and workmen's compensation. Not a

single agency exists within the American labor

movement for changing the basic principles on

which property is owned and industry conducted.

Wage earners as a class may believe that coal

and iron and copper should be mined and sold

to the account of the people. They may believe

that private ownership of land should be limited

by the theory of beneficial use, and that monopoly

in land or natural resources should be abolished.

They may feel that the attack on Secretary Baker

is inspired by profiteers and imperialists, and

that now is the time to say so in the name of

labor. They might have felt last summer and

fall that Russia could have been saved to the

Allies by manifestations of sincere and cordial

sympathy and understanding; they may think

and believe many things in the course of the

next few pregnant years—things that will need

saying loudly in the name of labor. There is no

agency for saying them.

The fault and the failure cannot be laid at

the doors of existing agencies. Administering

the affairs of trades unionism is an intensely

practical business job. A schedule of Mr. Gom-

pers' days in Washington would probably show

an impressive burden of details, each of vast

importance to some particular trade, some large

group of organized workers. We cannot blame

Mr. Gompers for refusing to add to his ad
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ministrative duties that of voicing labor's views

on every important issue as it arises, as Mr.

Henderson voices the views of British labor.

We can blame him only if, in the face of the

need, he either fails to initiate or discourages

others in initiating a new agency for expressing

labor's interests in the wider political and eco

nomic field.

The question is a serious one as to whether

American labor will be content with the present

policy of the Federation. Ferment and change

are going on throughout the world. American

wage earners will continue to reject pacifist So

cialism and Bolshevikism. But both will gain

many recruits among men who would prefer to

work with a labor movement of the British

model, unless the American Federation of Labor

more adequately meets the needs of the time.

It must realize that all of the demand for a more

radical political and economic policy does not

emanate from pacifists and impossibilists.

Penrose in Command

There is nothing very surprising in the dis

closure that the man who had been chosen to

manage the Republican National Committee was

in 1914 a strong partisan of the German Govern

ment and a defender of the march through Bel

gium. Those who now control the Republican

Party have much more in common with the

rulers of Germany than they have with the

Russian revolution or the labor movement of

England. There is not such a wide difference

between German military methods and the

methods sanctioned by Messrs. Gary, Frick,

Perkins and Morgan in suppressing organization

among the employes of the Steel Corporation.

The detective force of the Carnegie Steel Com

pany, under their management, has a truly Prus

sian efficiency. One can imagine a little group

of Republicans of this type getting together at

the Union League club and saying, confiden

tially to themselves after a round or two of hot

toddies: "After all, you've got to hand it to

Germany. They manage these things supremely

well. No nonsense with labor agitators, and a

fellow like Baker wouldn't last two minutes in

Berlin ! "

Mr. Adams of Iowa was eliminated, it is

true, after publication of his letter extolling Ger

many. But he was retained as vice-chairman

of the National Committee. And Republicans

of the Lincoln tradition will find little com

fort in the election of Mr. Hays of Indiana,

when all its circumstances are considered. Pen

rose was supreme during the committee's ses

sions at St. Louis. It was his approval that ele

vated Mr. Hays to the management of the as

sault now being prepared on the Government at

Washington, and it was Penrose, who, in a

formal statement, gave the committee's action

his blessing at the close of the meeting. A con

dition of Mr. Hays' election is that the few

Progressives who held seats on the committee

are to be eliminated. To make this doubly sure,

the power of appointing members of the execu

tive committee was taken from the chairman,

and henceforth they are to be elected. This will

remove from the committee, among others, Mr.

Chester H. Rowell of California, the committee

man who tried in vain to dissuade Mr. Hughes

from throwing California and the Presidency

away by snubbing Governor Johnson and ac

cepting the embraces of every venal stand-pat

politician in the State. As for Mr. Hays him

self, what does the designation of him as a pro

gressive signify? His chief claim for distinc

tion was his management of the Indiana cam

paign of 1916, which resulted in the election of

a Republican Governor and of two Republican

Senators. The latter are Messrs. Harry New

and James Watson. Their success was prog

ress backward toward the worst days of the

Mark Hanna regime. Watson will be remem

bered as the Congressman on whom the genial

Colonel Mulhall and the more sedate Jim Emery

of the National Association of Manufacturers

most relied in the days when they were engaged

in writing that slimy record that was uncov

ered by the Mulhall lobby expose. It was Watson

who took their money for exerting his influence

with Congressmen, while he was still in Washing

ton just after the expiration of his term, and

while the National Association of Manufacturers

was seeking friendly tariff legislation. And so,

while the Republican National Committee's vice-

chairman is in no position to denounce the

brutality of Prussian militarism, its chairman

is hardly better off in dealing with such other

manifestations of Prussianism as the Zimmer-

man-Bernstorff-Luxburg disclosures. Not un

less, that is, he stands prepared to repudiate the

associations and activities of Mr. Watson, whose
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election to the Senate was an important part

of the success with which he is credited.

If democracy with either a large or small " d "

has anything to fear from an organization in

such hands, then we might as well confess that

the American people; are unfit for self-govern

ment and give it up as a bad job. The line-up is

so bad, in fact, that it is a matter of concern

whether the more honest and intelligent, and

therefore more dangerous, of our champions of

privilege will not abandon the Republican Party

as their medium and organize a drive on the next

Democratic convention. They never hesitate to

abandon partisanship when it suits their pur

pose, and the Democratic Party still has consid

erable elements that offer an opening. But Presi

dent Wilson's leadership stands in the way. On

the whole, the situation is decidedly encouraging.

Mr. Perkins' announcement that Colonel

Roosevelt will be the candidate of the re-organ

ized party in 1920 is not surprising. Time was

when Mr. Perkins was almost the sole friend of

the Colonel among men of standing in New

York's financial district. It is so no longer.

Judge Gary's luncheon to him is of recent mem

ory. The Colonel is no longer either crazy or a

drunkard,—two of the amazing fictions that were

tenaciously believed by Wall Street in the days

of the tennis cabinet. Age has sobered him.

Today he regards any critic of the Mooney prose

cutions as an anarchist. He has no sympathy with

those who condemn the Bisbee deportations. And,

best of all, he is an ardent champion of universal

compulsory military service as a permanent pol

icy ; he has no foolish sentimental regard for the

rights of small nations that get in the way of

American enterprise, such as Colombia or Mex

ico; and nothing would give him greater satis

faction than to send a fleet or an army to protect

American interests. Those interests would, of

course, be Wall Street interests. But the Colonel

would doubtless assure us that he would send a

fleet to protect the foreign loans of American

working men with exactly the same dispatch that

he would send a fleet to protect the foreign loans

of American capital.

Community Control of Land

Slowly but surely the idea is filtering through

the gray matter of man that property in land is

radically different from property in the things

that labor makes out of land. A dramatic ex

ample has been furnished in connection with the

housing of workers in munition plants and ship

yards, where unused land that has' lain idle for

a generation has suddenly acquired enormous

value when the Government wishes building

sites. Another example is seen in the efforts of

city governments to exercise greater authority

over the use of lands by apportioning the vari

ous activities and interests into zones. These

and many other facts intimately associated with

industrial and social life are provoking thought

that must soon compel readjustments in com

munity control of land.

City zoning is an attempt to meet the demand

of the community for some means of restraining

the individual who is disposed to carry his own

right into the field of his neighbors' rights. Cer

tain vague and indefinite rules to prevent one

man from using his property in a way to cause

injury to another—such as acts that come under

the head of nuisances—have long been recog

nized; and other restraints have been included

in title deeds in newer platted cities, but suf

ficient license in the use of city lots has remained

to cause grave injury, both to immediate neigh

bors and to the city as a whole. The serious

ness of the problem, and the necessity for finding

a means of correction, is set forth in December

" Buildings and Building Management," by Law-

son Purdy, who, as president of the New York

City Department of Taxes and Assessments for

eleven years, had the best of opportunities for

studying the question.

The advent of the skyscraper accentuated to a

high degree the natural tendency toward conges

tion on Manhattan Island; but the harm done

by modern high buildings under ancient building

regulations was not appreciated until much

damage had been done. Even when far-seeing

men did realize the loss, remedial action was

delayed by an excessive reverence for the title

deed to land, and the fear that the courts would

in this, as in so many other questions, cling to

the letter of the law. But conditions compelled

action. The overcrowding of streets, to the great

inconvenience of the general public, might have

been endured, but to play at ducks and drakes

with land values was another matter. When the

erection of super-skyscrapers caused a value at

one point of $200 or $300 per square foot, while

other land within 600 feet was reduced to $10
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per square foot, and a block on Fifth Avenue

declined in value from $17,000,000 to $7,000,000

property owners were emboldened to brave the

terrors of adverse court decisions.

The fact that competition, which regulates

ordinary commercial transactions between indi

viduals, does not control where monopoly lodges

is evident from New York's experience with the

new style of architecture. Speaking of the struc

tures of twenty to fifty stories to which tenants

flocked to get light and air from above the sur

rounding buildings, Mr. Purdy says : " The fact

that these buildings paid so well made it seem

as though the land on which they stood was

worth a great deal more money than any one

had ever supposed. Of course, that led to others

putting up similar buildings. And, presently,

those who at first stole the light and air could

steal no more, and one or two sides of a building

were practically put out of business, and where

they had obtained $2.50 or $3 a square foot rent

per year, they were cut down to $1.25, and some

times less." He notes a similar decline in values

where tall loft buildings for the garment makers

were erected among three and four-story dwell

ings, and where factories invaded the shopping

district of Fifth Avenue. The same result fol

lowed the advent of the apartment house. " Go

into the suburbs," he says, " where we had nice

single-family detached dwellings and some one

came and planted a store right out at the building

line and destroyed the value of all the houses

thereby, and another man, when private restric

tions ran out, put up a tenement house, and the

value of all the private houses within 100 yards

dropped overnight because of the construction

of that tenement house."

But notwithstanding these conditions a vast

deal of mischief had to be done before men of

standing and influence, particularly in the real

estate world, would act. Action, however, has

been taken. The city has been laid out in zones

as far as may be in an effort to overcome the

maldevelopment of the past thirty years. To

many it appeared to be heroic treatment. It was

like tearing at the heart strings for the property

owner to be told that he could or could not do

this or that thing to his own bit of earth. And

what is more, the recalcitrant ones who may wish

to have the zoning set aside by the courts are

confronted by the decision of the Supreme Court

in the case of Hadacheck's brickyard in Los An

geles. This was a case in which a brickyard

was absorbed by a growing city. As a brick

yard, the land was estimated to be worth $800,-

000, as residence property, $60,000. When the

city excluded manufacturing from the residence

zone the value of the brick-making land fell

from the higher to the lower figure, and the

owner appealed to the courts. " But the courts

of California," writes Mr. Purdy, " said that Mr.

Hadacheck had to give way to the public interest,

and the United States Supreme Court almost

expressed sympathy for Mr. Hadacheck, but

said that the individual interest had to give way

before a great public interest."

Here is meat for reflection. The Supreme

Court has sanctioned the subordination of an in

dividual interest in land to the community inter

est in that land. It is but a short and logical

step from turning a brickyard into residence

lots—though in doing so the owner is deprived

of values that he had considered his—to requir

ing the owner of a vacant lot to improve it or

give it to some one who will improve it. This

action of the court would also include the right

of the city to require the owner of an old and

inadequate building to replace it with a good

one. Such action might take the form of taxing

vacant lots out of existence, as Congress taxes

State bank notes out of existence. There is no

law forbidding the issue of currency by State

banks; but the tax of ten per cent on their

circulation is sufficient. The same principle

would apply to vacant lots. Here again Mr.

Purdy, in considering the possibility of the

court's declaring the New York zoning uncon

stitutional, makes this sage comment : " The

thing must be done, and we don't believe the

courts will declare it unconstitutional, for the

courts are just human beings like the rest of

us, and when they are frightened they do things

they ought not to do, but if you feed them

slowly with new ideas by persons in whom they

have confidence, and they see that public senti

ment is behind the idea, then the police power

grows. . . . The police power in law is a

developing power, and it should develop in har

mony with the needs of the community." It is

quite apparent to the man in the street that the

city is well within its rights when, as a political

and social unit it limits the privilege of a few in

order to extend the rights of all, and when the

man in the street has become sufficiently nu-
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merous there will be na difficulty about the right through legislatures or courts. The immediate

of the community to control its own lands, either need is to " feed them slowly with new ideas."

The Land Problem in Russia

By Count Ilya Tolstoy

The land problem as it exists in Russia at pres

ent rises from deeply rooted historical bases.

" All land must belong to the people without re

purchase." This cry now heard from all Russian

peasants does not indicate the birth of a new

socialist party. On the contrary, this demand has

permeated the Russian people for a long time,

it was born with the peasants, imbibed with the

mother's milk, and for this reason it is mighty

and powerful, like the life which gave it birth.

Until 186 1, when the peasants were liberated

from serfdom, land in Russia had no market

value.

On the contrary, the vast forests and steppes

were only unnecessary ballast, impeding the de

velopment of the nation, and the entire attention

of the government was directed towards the

populating of these lands by new settlers. De

pending upon the exceptionally high birth rate

of the Russian people, the Russian Czars and

landowners drew up ukazes " to prevent the

vain standing of land," stating that " peasants

should be placed thereon," thus directing their

attention solely towards the colonization of new

land.

During the period of serfdom the object was

not the possession of land but of " orthodox

souls."

Deeds of purchase were only drawn up for

people, whereas, the land on which they lived

and which they cultivated was considered their

inalienable right, and changed hands from one

owner to the other automatically and without

barter. It is natural that when Emperor Alex

ander II liberated the peasants and only gave

them a part of the land they had previously cul

tivated, the peasants were unable to understand

the reform. They could not realize why they

should pay for land without market value, and

for this reason they considered for a long time

that they were paying a tax not for land but

only for themselves.

Knowing from bitter experience that as

" souls " they represented in themselves prop

erty, which was pawned, exchanged, given as a

present and sold, they could easily understand

the need of redeeming themselves, whereas, the

repurchase of land belonging to nobody but

God was incomprehensible to them.

According to the law of 1861, the peasants

were granted the right to refuse a part of the

land allotted to them, thus receiving a smaller

share, subsequently termed the " beggar's share."

Many of the peasant communes, unable to grasp

the full meaning of this and considering that the

land would be theirs in any case, refused these

shares and are now suffering severely for lack

of it.

It is easy to see that the landowning nobility

cruelly exploited the peasants in such cases, and

coincidentally with the land shortage developed

discontent and class hatred among the peasants.

Simultaneously, the Russian Government,

after the reform promulgated by Alexander II

in this incomplete form, refused all attempts to

ameliorate the condition of the people and stood

solidly by the landowner and nobleman. These

conservative elements had always been the true

supporters of autocracy, as a consequence of

which the political efforts of the Government

were blindly directed towards the strengthening

of the landowning class at the expense of the

majority of the Russian people, formed by the

peasants and the working men.

The Turkish War of 1876 placed a heavy

burden of expense upon the Russian treasury.

To cover this, the Government resorted to new

taxes, the customs being selected in particular.

These taxes caused Europe to retaliate by rais

ing the duty of our bread grains.

A bloodless customs war was started, during

which Russia, to receive the money needed by

her, was obliged to lower the price of her bread

grains and at the same time throw such quanti

ties of cheap grain in the market as she could not

spare without the danger of a famine at home.

At that period, Russia only disposed of twenty

poods of bread grain annually per capita.
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As a result, Russia fed German hogs with her

cheap bread and went hungry herself.

Nobody can forget the terrible famines of

1881, 1890, 1891, and of 1896.

The last commercial treaty drawn up with

Germany placed our agriculture in an even

worse situation than before, for it created a

tax, payable by Russia to Germany's credit,

graded to nine rubles for every dessiatin (equal

to 2.7 acres) of Russian ploughed land.

The second cause of the poverty of the peas

ants lay in the irrational distribution of their

communal lands.

According to the principle of justice, the peas

ants divided their land into a number of grades :

for ploughing, for grass and for forest ; into the

best, middle and worst quality, and besides this

into the closest, furthest and farm land. In this

way every family received land divided into nu

merous small pieces, never less than ten, fifteen

and sometimes thirty or more.

With the growth of the population this sub

dividing increased every year.

It can be positively stated that the Russian

peasant loses over half his time on the useless

covering of distances, in needless traveling from

his farm to the field, and from one piece of land

to another.

The third reason for the condition of low de

velopment of the peasant farm is the lack of

tools, and the poor quality of those he does pos

sess. According to the statistical data of 1910,

only 52 per cent of the peasants worked with

ploughs. The remaining 48 per cent, or almost

half of the peasants, still cultivate their land by

primitive methods, using wooden ploughs.

The other tools, such as harrows, scythes,

sowers, grinders and others are no better. Be

sides this, the horse of the peasant is very small

and weak, owing to lack of food. Before the

war 32 per cent of the peasant farms lacked

horses, 32 per cent owned one horse, 22 per cent

owned two horses and only 14 per cent had over

that number.

The most striking indication of the intensifi

cation of farming is obtained by the study of the

quantity and methods employed to manure the

soil.

Possessing only enough manure to cover 14

per cent of the total surface of ploughed land,

Russia uses hardly any artificial fertilizers.

The following is a table showing the manur

ing of Russian fields as compared with those of

other European countries:

Amount Spent in Pounds Sterling

on All Manures, for Every 100

Dessiatins

Belgium 8,911

Germany 5,460

France 3,267

England 2,794

Russia 56

There is small wonder that the yield of our

peasant lands is so much below that of other

western countries.

Although Russia has the best soil in the world,

her crop is several times below the crops of

other European countries.

The following is a table of the harvests dur

ing the years 1901-1910, per acre:

Rye Wheat

lbs. lbs.

Belgium 2,320 2,900

England 2,100

Germany 1,900 2,170

France 1,245 x>250

Russia 830 830

To illustrate the above it is sufficient to com

pare the yield of the Russian wheat-grower

with that of his Canadian comrade. The Cana

dian produces eight times more bread per

worker than the Russian. For this primitive

condition of the peasant farm the Russian Gov

ernment is alone responsible.

Without any agrarian or agricultural pro

gram, the Government only concerned itself with

getting money from the people. Not helping

them to solve their difficulties, far removed from

correcting those injustices permitted by the re

form of 1861, depriving the people of education

and giving them in its stead government vodka,

the Russian Government only tightened the

noose and ruined not only the peasants, but also

Russia.

The popular uprisings which occurred peri

odically in Russia had as their foundation the

demand for land on the part of the peasants, but

they forced the Government to squeeze the

people harder by denying them the most primi

tive rights.

Then came the revolution of 1905. The wave

of revolt swept across Russia and the discontent

of the people, accumulated through the cen

turies, found vent in savage robberies, incen
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diarism and destruction of the property of the

landowners.

The revolution failed. But the Government

following the idea of Stolypin, who was then

Premier, learned the lesson and took upon itself

for the first time the preparation of a Govern

ment agrarian policy.

The gist of this policy was the total elimina

tion of the peasant communal land and the crea

tion of individual farmers and small owners, who

would become the future bourgeois defenders of

private landed property in Russia.

With this in view, the powers of the Peasant

Government Land Bank were considerably

broadened. It was through this bank that sepa

rate farms and sections were sold to the peas

ants, thus facilitating the creation of the farmer

peasant.

Owing to this measure, during the years 1905-

1916, the peasants bought 3,025 million des-

siatins of land formerly owned by the nobility.

The owners of this bought land together with

the individual peasants, who had left the com

mune and become private owners, according to

the plan of Stolypin, should have formed the

advance guard of small bourgeois, the support

of the principle of property and also of auto

cratic power.

Stolypin's reform, from the point of view of

the autocracy, was undoubtedly practical, but as

it had come fifty years too late, it did little to

ward changing the contemporary position of the

peasant.

At the present moment, after fifty-eight years

of various sufferings, Russia must once more

draw up a decision regarding that same painful

land problem,—the question with which are in

volved the life and well-being of 180 million

people.

It is in the theoretic resolution of this funda

mental problem in Russia that unfortunately all

our socialist parties disagree. I do not consider

that any one of them has offered an entirely

satisfactory program.

I cannot indicate here, for lack of space, the

defects in these programs. It will suffice to give

their chief aims.

The program most comprehensible to the

people is offered by the left wing of the National-

Socialist Party in Russia, the party of Socialist-

Revolutionaries, which offers socialization of

land.

According to this proposal, land, like all ele

ments—air, water, sunlight—cannot belong to

anybody and must consequently become the

property of the people. It would be untaxed,

and without repurchase would be given to all

those wishing to cultivate it themselves, not

through hired labor. Private property under

such a plan of organizing agricultural work

would be maintained only in the case of the

house, outbuildings, tools and the live stock.

It is not the land that would be taxed, as is

the case now, but the homestead, the income.

As the soil bears differently in different loca

tions, the equalizing labor norm and the taxation

of the farm products must be graded according

to these natural conditions of the soil, its bear

ing power, the character of crop, the climate and

similar factors. The distribution of the land is

in the hands of the Government and local organs

of self-government.

This program has been developed and ampli

fied by the leader of the party, V. M. Chernov,

the ex-Minister of Agriculture in the Kerensky

Government.

To the best of my knowledge, this program

has the most general support among the needy

in Russia. Its application will be impeded by the

peasant owners, Cossacks and all the small

bourgeois.

The program of the Social Democrats, Men-

sheviki, of the National Socialists and of the

Laborites includes, as with the Revolutionaries,

the requisition of all crown, fiscal, monastical and

private lands, excepting small holdings, and

suggests the organization of a general govern

ment land fund.

This fund, according to the plan of the Men-

sheviki Socialists, must be under the jurisdiction

of local representatives of self-government, such

as the commune and district Zemstvos, acting in

accordance with the laws drawn up by the Gov

ernment.

It is thus that the government lands, nation

alized, or according to the Mensheviki, munici

palized, enter directly into the people's fund for

rental to working farmers. The difference be

tween this plan and the preceding is that whereas

with socialized land the worker receives only as

much land as he can cultivate himself, nation

alization admits hired labor, thus including saw

mills, factories, large farms as well as small ones.

The program of the Bolsheviki is merely that
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of nationalization by an uncompromising appli

cation of Marxian principles.

All the moderate socialst parties, realizing the

importance and the responsibility of land re

forms, postpone the final decision for the Con

stituent Assembly to decide upon. The Bolshe-

viki, unfortunately, are in this case as well the

preachers of violence and encourage usurpation,

thus only further complicating and entangling

this already difficult life problem of the Russian

people.

I will not linger on the programs of the Con

stitutional Democrats and Nationalists, for they

offer only temporary measures and possess only

momentary importance.

I fear that not one of the above programs

will be found practical, and I foresee many and

many years of disorder in Russia before this

problem is in any way solved.

From the above facts the reader will see that

the programs of both the strongest socialist

parties in Russia approach in their essentials

closely to the theories of the famous American

economist, Henry George.

Unfortunately, this theory, though close in

spirit to the Russian people, beautiful, ethical

and at the same time highly rational, is little

known in Russia.

In spite of the efforts of my father, who

thoroughly agreed with the ideas of Henry

George, and gave much time and labor towards

spreading them, the idea of Singletax has not

taken root in Russia. Several hundred thousand

books and pamphlets that were printed and dis

tributed among the people melted away in the

mass of inhabitants and gave no direct results.

At the present time the entire edition of " Prog

ress and Poverty " has been sold out in Russia

and cannot be bought.

Meanwhile, the establishment of Singletax in

Russia seems to me the only just solution of the

land problem, both for the interests of the work

ers and for the application of socialism. A sin

gletax on land, lightening the burden on the

working farmers who do not speculate in land,

would undoubtedly easily kill without struggle

and injustice all capitalistic farmholdings, based

only on the constant growth of land values.

Under such a system, land, like merchandise,

loses all its interest and value for capital and

automatically passes into the hands of the

workers.

This system frees the Government from care

and participation in the domain of farming, and

automatically, without any struggle, settles the

quarrel between capital and labor, in favor of

the latter, and solves the entire labor question

together with the land problem. It guarantees

the just distribution of wealth, and once for all

makes impossible the existence of undeserving

human poverty.

Statistics show us that if in Russia all the

fiscal, church and private lands are confiscated

for the benefit of the peasant, no peasant will

receive even one additional dessiatin to that

which he now owns. Statistics also tells us that

with the increase of population, in twenty years,

the area owned by every man must inevitably

diminish by half.

It is clear that the division of land on the

basis of private ownership can lead only to tem

porary results.

It is the problem of wise statesmanship to see

beyond that.

The Russian people are being offered several

solutions to the land problem. It is not yet

known which of these will be followed.

All large land holdings have been abolished;

the land belongs to " nobody." The decision

now rests with the Russian people, whose hands

will work it, how they will obtain from the land

their just benefits and secure their just rights.

A Suggested Platform on International Relations

By J. G. Phelps Stokes

States have not merely the duty of promoting

the well-being of their own citizens, but also a

The writer gratefully acknowledges his obligation to

Senator Henri La Fontaine of Belgium for many val

uable suggestions.

similar duty of furthering the common welfare

of mankind.

In furtherance of the common task of pro

moting the general welfare of humanity the States

should be associated in an appropriate federa
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tion. No State should be permitted by the asso

ciated States to despoil or oppress another, or to

take advantage to itself through wrong-

Relations between the States should be con

trolled by the same principles of right, equity

and morals as those which control relations be

tween individuals. As governments derive their

just powers from the consent of the governed,

and as laws derive their validity from the gen

eral consent of the people over whom they exer

cise their sway, so in international affairs, treaties

and agreements derive their validity only from the

consent of the peoples of the contracting States,

and no treaty or agreement between governments

is binding upon the respective peoples unless rati

fied by them.

A State's rights to liberty are to be measured

by the rights to liberty that its people enjoy

within it. A State which restricts undemocrat-

ically the liberties of its people, restricts corre

spondingly its own right as a State to complete

liberty of action. The independence of demo

cratic States must be safeguarded by the States

collectively, but over autocratic States there may

be exercised by the associated States such re

straint and pressure as may be necessary to safe

guard such fragmentary liberties as their peoples

already possess, and to promote their freedom.

Communities, whether autocratic or demo

cratic, are entitled to only such degrees of liberty

as men and women enjoy within them. Political

groups organized for purposes of tyranny over

others, or for purposes of gain through harmful

exploitations, have no right of liberty to pursue

such purposes. Their liberties of action may be

restricted by democracies in the interest of the

oppressed peoples and of all humanity.

Rights to liberty never include the right of a

group or an individual to oppress others or to

seek gain through injury to others. No State

acting independently, has a right to forcibly con

trol or hamper the actions of another, except

in so far as an individual State, may, like an in

dividual citizen in smaller affairs, restrain, if

able, the violence of another pending the arrival

of democratically constituted international forces.

The associated States have the right to enforce

international law.

The earth is a vast reservoir of products use

ful to men. Monopoly of any portion of that

reservoir by individuals, groups or nations is in

tolerable where adverse to the just interests of

others or to the common interests of humanity.

The exchange without hindrance, of the earth's

products and of the products of labor, and the

utmost freedom of peaceful human intercourse

and communication, is essential to the welfare

of mankind. No restrictions should be per

mitted upon communications, travel, trade or

commerce, except as may be necessary to thwart

actions or purposes prejudicial to democratic in

terests. All countries and colonies should be

open on free and equal terms to the peoples and

commerce of all nations, and no tolls should be

levied, except as needed to defray the costs of

useful services actually rendered.

The sea must be open without hindrance, to

the peaceful navigation of all peoples. The as

sociated States should assume the costs of ade

quately policing the same, and of maintaining

the security of passenger and freight traffic and

communications thereon, therein and thereover.

All waterways, natural or artificial, uniting with,

or flowing into seas must be accessible to the

peaceful ships of all nations, without dis

crimination.

The gathering of prohibitive or discriminatory

taxes on trade and commerce, and inequitable

discriminations among the peoples of the various

nations in the matter of franchises, privileges and

rights, more than distances, mountains and

oceans, have kept the peoples of the various na

tions aloof from one another and have given

birth to hostile international feelings and to re

sultant wars and devastations. Commerce, trade

and peaceful intercourse among peoples must be

free in the interest of humanity. Just as free

dom of trade among the States of the American

Union promotes the just interests of the several

states and of their peoples, so freedom of trade

among the nations of the earth would promote

the just interests of mankind.

Great natural resources should be collectively

organized for the common good by the people

within whose territories they occur, but nothing

can be held to justify exclusive monopoly of

anything adversely to the interests of mankind.

No individual, group, tribe, or nation may exer

cise exclusive control over more lands, waters,

rivers, forests or other natural resources than

he or it makes beneficial use of, and reasonably

conserves. Mere priority of occupation or pos

session conveys no right to exclusive control of

resources or natural highways necessary to the
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welfare of mankind; but efficient and beneficial

use, conservation and maintenance thereof for

public benefit justifies national control thereof so

long as the common interests of mankind are ad

vanced thereby.

Nations must not permit or countenance

monopolies of any sort within their borders, ex

cept such public monopolies, exercised by gov

ernments, as promote the just interests of all.

No law-abiding people shall be governed with

out its consent, nor otherwise than as its adult

citizens decree; provided, that in the case of

very backward peoples who are satisfied with a

continuance of ancient and undemocratic condi

tions inimical to the common interests of man

kind, temporary colonial policies are at times

justified, where such policies actually and pur

posely enlarge the democratic opportunities of

such peoples and fit them by educational and

other appropriate means for efficient self-gov

ernment as democracies, and promote meanwhile

the common interests of mankind. Every colo

nial policy shall be subject at all times to revi

sion and control by the associated nations, and

shall be discontinued as rapidly as the respec

tive backward peoples become capable of effi

cient democratic self-government.

The cause of liberty does not require that

tyrants be permitted to rule over native tribes

or elsewhere, or that they be allowed to keep their

peoples in ignorance; nor does it require that

either rulers or groups of people be permitted to

retain exclusive control of natural resources or

of natural highways needed for beneficial use by

mankind. It is imperative that in all such mat

ters, public attention be directed primarily to the

common needs of humanity. Wherever the

smaller interests of a group conflict with the

larger interests of mankind, the larger interests

of mankind must prevail.

The international spirit and consideration of

the greatest good for the greatest number should

determine all human relations. He is no good

citizen who seeks advantage for himself alone,

or advantage for himself at the cost of injustice

to another ; and that nation is no worthy member

of the family of nations, which looks with uncon

cern upon oppression anywhere or which seeks

unjust gain, or which fails to endeavor by all

feasible means to promote justice, equity and

happiness throughout the world.

To facilitate the favorable settlement of in

ternational disputes, we call for the establish

ment of an international judicial organization to

which shall be referred all disputes between na

tions, all disputes between a nation and the citi

zens of other nations, and all disputes between

the citizens of different nations. Such interna

tional judicial organization should include two

principal divisions—an International Court of

Mediation and an International Court of Justice.

The International Court of Mediation should on

request of either party to an international dis

pute, tender its friendly offices in the hope that

through its intermediation such dispute may be

amicably adjusted. Failing, it should refer the

issue to the International Court of Justice. The

findings of the latter, unless overruled on appeal

by representatives of the associated States in spe

cial conference assembled, should be binding be

tween the parties, and should, if necessary, be

enforced by the armaments of the associated

States. No State, however, should be called

upon to aid in the enforcement of a decision

against itself, but may justly endeavor to resist

such a decision if deemed by it flagrantly oppres

sive. Pending all such proceedings the armed

forces of the associated States should be em

ployed to maintain order conformably to estab

lished law.

Where a State is attacked in violation of the

principles of justice and law collectively affirmed

by the associated States, the other States, if

called upon, must share in its defense and make

such defense efficacious.

In order to promote better understanding and

more friendly and helpful mutual relations among

the nations and between their peoples, and in

order to facilitate the just development of inter

national law, and the development of just and

mutually helpful relations between advanced and

backward peoples, we call for the organization

of an International Parliament to meet at fre

quent stated intervals, and to which each nation

shall be free to send such delegates as it choose,

who should consider such international questions

and problems as may arise, and propose such

modifications of international law and usage as

may seem likely to promote the welfare of man

kind. Such proposals as may be formulated by

the International Parliament, should be referred

to the respective States for ratification or rejec

tion by their peoples, and should receive the sup

port of the associated States and their forces only
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if ratified by the people in democratically con

ducted referenda. The votes of the nations in

such referenda, and in the sessions of the Parlia

ment, should have weight proportionately to the

democracy of their laws and procedure.

As a means to secure appropriate weighting of

the votes of the several States to the end that

democratic tendencies may ever prevail in the

international referenda and in the sessions of the

International Parliament, the following method

of procedure is proposed: At the commence

ment of each session of the International Par

liament each of the assembled States shall by

its representatives voting as a unit, and without

debate, deliver to the clerk of the session a bal

lot upon which the names of the assembled

States shall be arranged in order corresponding

to the relative degrees of democracy achieved

by the respective peoples as judged by the vot

ing unit; each such unit placing opposite the

name of that State which it thinks the most demo

cratic State, a numeral corresponding to the total

number of Sates participating in the vote; and

each such voting unit placing opposite the name

of that State which it judges to rank second, by

virtue of its degree of achieved democracy, the

next smaller numeral ; and so on throughout the

list of States participating in the vote. Each State

in every such referendum and in every session of

the International Parliament shall have as many

votes on each project that is before it, as shall

correspond in number to the sum of the nu

merals found opposite its name in the classi-

ficatory ballot thus previously taken, and the

weights of the votes of the respective States as

thus fixed shall prevail and continue in effect

until a reclassification is effected at the next ensu

ing session of the International Parliament.

RELATED THINGS

About Chinamen

Jones and I were discussing the war over a

cafe table. Jones' grandfather made millions in

grain and ships, and Jones is looking after the

family interests.

" What this country needs right now is about

five million Chinese coolies," said he. " France

has come to it and is hollering for more. If it

weren't for these damned labor unions we'd do

it tomorrow. And there'd still be plenty of work

for every man in this country who wants to work.

It might hurt the I. W. W. and the other agi

tators, but it wouldn't hurt anybody else."

" How about a race problem ? " I suggested

timidly.

" I'm against the Japs coming in, but the China

men are alright," said Jones. " They mind their

own business and behave themselves. And they

are good workers. It's got so in San Francisco,

where I live, you can't get a good Chinese ser

vant any more. You have to get a Japanese.

The Chinese cooks we used to have were the

best in the world, but they've all come East and

started chop suey restaurants on their own.

Can't blame them—they're making more

money."

I suggested that before Chinese immigration

was stopped the Coast didn't look on Chinamen

so kindly. Small boys followed them in the

streets and threw rocks, and the miners as far

East as Wyoming, on one occasion, chased sev

eral hundred of them into the desert and threw

others down the mine shafts to their death.

Even now in an old-fashioned mining camp, it

was part of the fun of the monthly spree to

chastise a Chinaman, and even to kill one, while

regarded as bad manners, was no capital of

fense.

Jones didn't think there'd be any trouble.

" We're coming to it, anyhow," he said. " Do

you think this country is going to give up the

merchant marine it's building up during the

war? No. And its shipping interests are not

going to be held up forever by Furuseth's union,

with the Government standing in. It's the only

thing that will save the country. There's no

limit to what these unions are asking. The agi

tators will own the country if it goes on. Right

now the big fellows are selling the best indus

trial stocks in America and buying Government

bonds. After the war they will put their money

in South America and China. And they'll get

better returns, too."

" Wouldn't it be better for the Government to

help China develop its own unparalleled re

sources, by arranging loans on easy terms, and

so keep its population at home ? " I asked. I

felt that Jones, as a practical business man,

worth several millions, knew much more about

these things, and that I must appear presumptu

ous in raising questions.

" Government, nothing I " snorted Jones.
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" What would this Government do to help de

velop China? They threw cold water on every

legitimate proposition looking to a loan of the

sort that would appeal to a conservative finan

cial interest. We'll do it without their help, and

later, if we need it, we can depend on the patri

otism of the American people, and don't you

forget it. After this war America isn't going

to stand for the miserable picayunish foreign

policy that has let Mexico go to rack and ruin.

This ' too proud to fight ' business might have

been alright in the old days, when we were a

provincial nation. As for Chinamen, there's

enough of them to work their own resources

and help us out at the same time."

" How about the Chinese as a nation ? " I

said. " If they get the idea that our capitalists

are exploiting them at home, and if our work-

ingmen over here resent their coming and make

things unpleasant for their immigrants, won't

they join with Japan and start trouble? It

seems to me we might be sowing the seeds of

another great war."

"Oh, hell!" said Jones. "You don't mean

to tell me you're taken in by this universal peace

talk? Why, there'll always be wars, as long as

the human race endures."

That settled it. Jones ordered another Scotch

and gloomily lit a fresh cigarette. He inhaled

a long puff, blew it out, and then squinted up

at me from under his impatient brows.

" How long do you think, this fellow Baker

will last? " he said.

The Democracy of Mark Twain

When Mark Twain published his " A Con

necticut Yankee at King Arthur's Court," he

made a laughing-stock of evil institutions, and

of the deluded mortals who uphold them. Nor

did he confine himself to the safe and popular

pastime of ridiculing the evils of a past age or

of distant nations.

" A Connecticut Yankee " is not only a splen

did piece of literature, with its alternating humor

and pathos, it is a textbook of democracy, eco

nomic as well as political. The superficially

patriotic American will enjoy its flings at mon

archy and hereditary aristocracy. But it is much

to be feared that the superficial patriot will be

gin to squirm when he notes the logical con

clusion of the truths he has applauded. What

Mark Twain had to say about self-government,

for instance, applies with equal force to the

Philippines, to Hayti and to nations held subject

by European countries. He made short shrift of

the plea that some are unfit to govern themselves.

" A man is a man at bottom," he said, " ages of

oppression cannot crush it altogether out of him."

Then he put himself on record in a way that

really did not need the events of today to vindi

cate.

" There is plenty good enough material for a

republic," he said, " in the most degraded people

that ever existed—even in the Russians ;—plenty

of manhood in them—even in the Germans, if one

could but force it out of its timid and suspicious

privacy, to overthrow and trample in the mud

any throne that was ever set up and any nobility

that ever supported it."

In the course of the tale, the Yankee meets

with a self-made man named Dowley, one of

the type who is sure that conditions are all right

because he has prospered. And of course, this

self-made man is a protectionist, " solely for the

good of the workingman," not for himself.

Dowley tells the Yankee that wages in his coun

try are double what they are in Arthur's king

dom, where steps are being taken toward free

trade, and when the Yankee admits it, the pro

tectionist shouts in glee. The Yankee's " ad

mission " happens to be one that does not affect

the logic of his position at all, but Dowley's

mind is not capable of grasping that fact. " You

confess it! " he joyfully exclaims every time an

incidental mention of the fact is made. Finally,

the Yankee explains in a way that a kindergarten

pupil or a member of the American Protective

Tariff League should have understood. The con

versation and result follow:

" 'Now look here—let me illustrate. We pay

four cents for a woman's stuff gown, you pay

8.4 cents, which is 4 mills more than double.

What do you allow a laboring woman who works

on a farm ? '

" ' Two mills a day.'

" ' Very good ; we allow but half as much ; we

pay her only a tenth of a cent a day and '

" ' Again ye're conf '

" ' Wait ! Now, you see the thing is very sim

ple ; this time you'll understand it. For instance,

it takes your woman 42 days to earn her gown at

2 mills a day—7 weeks' work; but ours earns
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hers in forty days—two days short of 7 weeks.

Your woman has a gown and her whole seven

weeks' wages are gone; ours has a gown, and

two days' wages left, to buy something else with.

There—now you understand it ! '

" He looked—well he merely looked dubious^,

it's the most I can say; so did the others. I

waited—to let the thing work. Dowley spoke at

last—and betrayed the fact that he actually

hadn't gotten away from his rooted and grounded

superstitions yet. He said, with a trifle of hesi

tancy :

" ' But—but—ye cannot fail to grant that two

mills a day is better than one.' "

Still undismayed, the Yankee tries once more.

He makes up a list of things a laborer would

need, compares their cost in the two countries

and the wages current in each, and then shows

that the free trade worker could lay in a full

supply and save five or six week's wages in a

year, while the protected worker would save

nothing. This he thought was a crusher. " But,

alas, it didn't crush. . . . What those people

valued was high wages; it didn't seem to be a

matter of any consequence to them whether the

high wages would buy anything or not. They

stood for ' protection,' and swore by it, which

was reasonable enough, because interested par

ties had gulled them into the notion that it was

protection which had created their high wages.

I proved to them that in a quarter of a century

their wages had advanced but 30 per cent., while

the cost of living had gone up 100; and that

with us, in a shorter time, wages had advanced

40 per cent, while the cost of living had gone

steadily down. But it didn't do any good. Noth

ing could unseat their strange beliefs."

The able artist who illustrated the book was a

singletaxer, Dan Beard. Where the moral is

missing from the text, it appears in the illustra

tions. It is regrettable that Mr. Beard was not

called upon to perform a similar service for later

works. It would have strengthened the splen

did posthumous story, " The Mysterious Stran

ger," which Mark Twain did not see fit to pub

lish during his life time. One need not agree

altogether with the views on theology therein

expressed to appreciate its lesson. There is the

delightful story wherein the hero (an angel named

Satan) goes to India, plants a seed and causes a

magic tree to grow at once, upon which are all

kinds of fruit. The people come with baskets

to gather them, and as fast as they pluck, the

fruit is replaced. But finally there happens

what might easily have been foreseen.

" A foreigner in a white linen suit and sun

helmet arrived and exclaimed angrily :

" ' Away from here ! Clear out, you dogs ; the

tree is on my lands, and is my property.'

" The natives put down their baskets and made

humble obeisance. Satan made humble obeisance

too, with his fingers to his forehead in the native

way and remarked :

" ' Please let them have the pleasure for an

hour sir—only that and no longer. Afterward

you may forbid them and you will still have

more fruit than you and the state together can

consume.'

" This made the foreigner very angry and he

cried out : ' Who are you, you vagabond, to tell

your betters what they may do and what they

mayn't ? And he struck Satan with his cane and

followed this error with a kick."

One is reminded of a thought strikingly sim

ilar conveyed in Henry George's " Open Letter

to the Pope," wherein he asked if God were to

" infuse new vigor into the sunlight, new virtue

into the air, new fertility into the soil—would

not all this new bounty go to the owners of the

land, and work not benefit, but rather injury to

mere laborers ? "

In another place Twain expresses impatience

with the degrading use of humor when turned

toward trivial things. " Your race in its poverty,"

he makes " Satan " say, " has unquestionably one

really effective weapon — laughter. Power,

money, persuasion, supplication, persecution—

these can lift a colossal humbug—prod it a lit

tle, weaken it a little, century by century; but

only laughter can blow it to rags and atoms at a

blow. Against the assault of laughter nothing

can stand."

S. D.

CORRESPONDENCE

"Capital"

To the Editor of The Public:

In The Public of January 25, Mr. Alex. Macken-

drick, reviewing Liebknecht's " Militarism " says :

"The only jarring note ... in Dr. Liebknecht's

book is the constant assumption that ' capital ' is the

natural enemy of liberty."

First of all, socialism and singlctax are difficult
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only as " languages " not at all as systems of thought.

In socialist phraseology " capital " means merely " pri

vate monopoly," or strictly (Capital III, 948) "Capi

tal signifies the means of production monopolized by a

certain part of society." Capital I, 839, " A negro is a

negro. In certain circumstances he becomes a slave.

A ' mule ' is a machine for spinning cotton. Only

under certain circumstances docs it become capital."

. . . " Capital is not a thing, but a social relation

between persons established by the instrumentality of

things," i.e., a monopoly is not a "thing" but a "re

lation between persons, established by the instru

mentality of things." In socialist patois " capital "

means a monopolized means of production ; anything

the possession of which enables one to get more serv

ice than he gives. A " capitalist " is a monopolist.

" Capitalism " means production under privately mo

nopolized means of production.

I am not arguing, but merely showing what social

ists, including Marx, mean by " capital." Now, grant

ing that " capital " means privately monopolized means

of production, is it not perfectly plain that " capital "

(that is " private monopoly ") is the natural enemy of

liberty?

The principal difference between Marx and George

is in their use of words—in their " patois " and not

in their philosophy. In four pages of The Public I

could make this perfectly plain, but will wait till

either some one challenges the above statement con

cerning Marx and George, or until the editor requests

me to furnish the article. Mr. Mackendrick goes on

to use " capital " in the usual sense, not knowing that

" capital " in the socialist patois is as peculiar as is

" land " (which includes wild horses, swans and

water), or as "singlctax," which is not a tax at all

but merely a rent.

The second clipping following Mr. Mackendrick's

review of militarism, is from Henry George. " For a

man, who, out of the proceeds of his labor is obliged

to pay another man for the use of ocean or air or

sunshine or soil, is in this deprived of his rightful

property, and thus robbed "—and this robbery is

through the " ownership of the means of production

by a part of society," which monopolization Marx calls

" capital."

I am not at all defending Marx's misuse of words.

If Marx had called his great work " Private Mo

nopoly," and had attacked " Monopoly," socialism

would long ago have won the world. As it is, many

of our socialist friends still think " capital " means

" the means of production " ; whereas " capital " means

only " privately monopolized " means of production, of

which land is the chief ; for as Marx says, Capital

III, 748: "does property in land acquire the faculty

of capturing an ever increasing portion of surplus

value," and " surplus value " means, with Marx, value

for which the creating working man has never been

paid; as land values, goods values, etc., above labor

cost. " Singletax " is the chief plank in Marxian

socialism.

W. H. Kaufman.

Bellingham, Wash.

Are We a Democracy ?

To the Editor of The Public:

Since the beginning of our present conflict, the sub

ject matter of your editorial, entitled "Are We a

Democracy? " has seemed to me to be the most vital

matter for our consideration next to the war itself.

The determination of a post-bellum policy that is con

sistent with our avowed aims in prosecuting the war

must not be one of the things any one of us must dare

to be uncertain about. If such a policy is not adopted,

even victory over Germany is of secondary importance,

and it is nothing short of a duty that devolves upon

every public-minded man to see to it that men are

chosen for office whose minds do not linger in the

" age that is dead and gone," and if any man fears the

silent opposition of his vote and the votes of those

like him will not be sufficient to stem the tide of

thoughtless reversion to a condition we are fighting

to eliminate from the world, then it is that man's

duty to fight publicly with every faculty and wit with

which he has been endowed to defeat such reversion

as decisively as the militaristic program of Germany

must be defeated. The unprecedented sacrifice the men

in battle are making is too prodigious to allow the

more fortunate who remain at home to seek to betray

the children of these heroic dead back in the despotic

militarism they died to abolish. I can see nothing in

consistent in the policy of our President. He spoke

of an age that is dead and gone, but it may rather be

said that he alone of the leaders of great nations of

the world lived in an age that was not yet born, and

which he is now, by steadfast and inspiring faith in

the realization of Right, bringing into existence. Men

aced by the possibility of a victorious nation who had

proclaimed herself bound to no solemn pledges, nor

to any law but expediency and military necessity, and

with the vision of the necessity in the near future

of either adopting a permanent domestic militaristic

despotism like Germany's or being forced to adopt a

foreign one, in the event that we remained at peace,

it was decided that nothing was left but to discourage

imperialistic autocratic ambitions throughout the

world by a decisive defeat of the hitherto successful

German war machine. Realizing the magnitude of the

task, it would have been fatuous, contemptible equivo

cation not to use every power the nation could pos

sibly commandeer to strike the most forceful and quick

blow that she is capable of delivering to bring about

such discouragement. It would have been worse than

shortsighted, it would have been tragic, had the gov

ernment stopped to question which were better—tem

porary suspension of democratic and free institutions

or permanent abolition of them. But the speed with

which the new era has dawned upon us has been so

great as to confuse minds unaccustomed to think

quickly, and thus we have the apparent contradiction

of dazed Congressmen proposing in substance that in

order to make democracy really safe, after the war

we remove it from Washington altogether and conceal

it safely in a history book, but which apparent contra

diction, however, must in no wise discourage those
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with clearer vision, who must determine that our dead

shall not have died in vain and their sacrifice ren

dered futile and abortive, and that the kingdom of the

doubters in the practicality of Right shall not come

to pass.

A. Kay.

New York.

Insurance or Pensions

To the Editor of The Public:

I am exceedingly interested in the article, " Insur

ance or Pensions ? " in the February 8 issue of The

Public. This is particularly true for the reason that

the " Tontine " method of raising money is not new to

me.

I think, when it is sifted to the bottom, the real

object of adopting the Tontine system, for the reasons

suggested, is to raise public money. The system was

employed by the French Government for that purpose

many years ago.

You say it is like a lottery excepting there are no

blanks. I note you are careful not to say there are no

losses. A little refund under certain contingencies

works well as a sop. You know there cannot be large

profits without proportional losses to the less fortu

nate. " You cannot get wool unless you have sheep to

shear."

The fact is " Tontines " or pooling of interests, or

the " survivorship benefit " schemes may well be viewed

with suspicion, especially when they are advanced as

a beneficent institution.

It is purely a lottery and can only result in still fur

ther enriching the more fortunate at the expense of the

less fortunate. Such a scheme is not productive of

one penny but merely a juggler, passing money from

one fellow's pocket to the other. If there were no

necessary loss to any in order to make it attractive

as an investment, all very well. You know that is by

no means true of this scheme.

May we not as well throw down the bars to all

forms of lottery? Do you think the adoption of such

a scheme will have no adverse affect on the national

morals.

I am surprised at your quiescent attitude toward

this proposal.

Let the expense of the war and all government ex

penses in the future be proportionately borne by all

and such special benefits as are due to any, be received

in just proportion.

R. G. Van Nuys.

Frankfort, Ind.

* *

To the Editor of The Public:

Your article on " Insurance or Pensions " published in

the February 8 issue interested me very much. Per

haps you are not aware that the very system which

you credit Charles Frederick Adams with working out

was incorporated into the Brotherhood of the Com

monwealth, founded by him in 1904. Louis F. Post,

founder of The Public, and many other well-known

men, are members of its advisory board.

A copy of the Brotherhood bulletin may be obtained

by writing to the secretary, P. O. Box No. 9, Brooklyn.

It gives detailed explanation of the working of the

plan.

If The Public will call attention to these facts they

will no doubt prove of great interest to many of your

readers.

Clarence E. Hauser.

Brooklyn.

BOOKS

Into the New World

The Soul of Democracy. By Edward Howard Griggs. Pub

lished by the Macmillan Co., New York. Price $1.25.

Every problem is ultimately a personal problem,

whether it concerns a world crisis or only a minor

contingency. Each must grasp his scheme of things in

a way that makes it possible for him to live with it. To

understand the meaning of what we are doing is an

uncomfortable necessity involved in being human; to

remake comprehension into directive purpose is a su

premely satisfying privilege. Dramatic events in the

process of world change must in the end be translated

into terms of human and personal values. The thesis

of democracy, as of this book, is that " the state is for

man," supplemented by another, " man is for mankind."

The war and subsequent reconstruction are not, then,

matters of mechanical determination, but matters of

individual and moral concern, matters that involve and

depend upon hopes, fears, hatreds, loyalties, ideals. Mr.

Griggs' book is one that will help innumerable persons

to find their spiritual bearings.

Just as modern drama begins with persons living

ordinary lives according to ordinary standards, and

projects into this situation the disturbance that requires

readjustment, so Mr. Griggs begins with the ordi

nary cultivated man's stock of ideas, and projects into

it the lessons of world-change. It is the sudden illu

minating flash of insight disclosing obscured signifi

cances in the spiritual no-man's land of war, it is the

sure guidance of one who has explored the region

where moral and social readjustment must take place—

that gives this book its charm and value.

Democracy is for the majority rather an atmospheric

effect than a concept of thinking, and the fight for the

preservation of democracy is due to vague instinct

rather than reasoned purpose. To understand this

thing, to grasp its implications, to see it as a world-

order with its inevitable consequences for individual

life, and this in terms so simple that no intelligent

member of the community can be excused a lack of

comprehension, was a task awaiting the effort of some

great teacher. And the accomplishment is commend-

ably free from the technical language of moral philoso

phy and political science as well as the pedantry of

scholarship. The pre-eminent requirement of the pres

ent is a balanced sanity, sufficiently tenacious of the
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past, but stepping out with bold inquiry into the future.

Taking democracy as the great central moral fact of

life, the chapters embrace a wide range, from interna

tional ethics to the evolution of leadership. As was to

be expected of one whose work is that of a teacher, Mr.

Griggs shows special competence in his treatment of

education. "The path of democracy is education," but

our mechanized schools and autocratically ruled univer

sities are far from meeting their responsibilities. To

protect and foster the quality of individual initiative

and point it to the service of man, is the essential of

democratic education.

The effect of the war upon feminism is studied in

one of the most interesting chapters of the book. It is

strange that a social order which receives so much

feminine admiration is one that most adversely affects

the status of women. " Militarism and feminism are

counter currents in the tide of history. All recrudes

cence of brute force carries the subjugation of women."

But with " the general stimulation of radical thinking

that the war involves," there will be " a profound ac

celeration of the feminist movement throughout, at

least, the democracies of the world."

The present hour is one of sacrifice, to be faced un

flinchingly for the ideals we have so proudly proclaimed.

" ' Awake America ' means Americans awake 1 For in

democracy the individual is the soul. On each person

rests the responsibility. Let us accept the bitter burden

and meet the supreme test, giving time, money, service,

life, and those we love better than life, for the sake of

the safer, freer, nobler world that is to be."

Conservation and Laissez Faire

The Foundation of National Prosperity. By Richard T. Ely,
Ralph H. Hess, Charles K. Leith, Thomas Nixon Carver. Pub
lished by The Macmillan Co., N. Y. Price, $2.00.

The book consists of four separate treatises on

conservation. Professor Ely confines his discussion to

" Conservation and Economic Theory " ; Professor

Hess dwells upon " Conservation and Economic Evo

lution " ; Professor Leith presents facts concerning

" Conservation of Certain Mineral Resources," and

Professor Carver speaks of " Conservation of Human

Resources." The work is useful for the facts it pre

sents, as well as for its arguments and theories. Need

less to say, it is not a radical production, but expresses

rather the views of thinkers who realize the im

practicability of orthodox treatment of the land ques

tion, and yet stop short of or turn aside from the

logical alternative.

Professor Ely finds that conservation requires

abandonment of the laissez-faire idea, using that term

not in its proper sense, but as currently misconstrued

and misapplied. He will find true individualists in

accord with him since they have never felt any other

way. The conditions to be let alone are those only

which rest upon a sound economic foundation. Things

fundamentally wrong should necessarily be cleared

away. Misapplication to these of the laissez-faire doc

trine has brought upon it undeserved disrepute.

In his outline of proposed conservation policies,

Professor Ely would still leave undisturbed some

institutions to which the thorough individualist would

not apply laissez fairt. The surface of the earth he

would leave, with some exceptions, under absolute

private ownership. But there must be a separation, he

holds, between what is above and below. Public policy

requires " as large an ownership of mineral treasures

by society in its collective capacity as possible," and

mineral lands now publicly owned should so remain.

The same applies to water and to shore lands. Forests

and oil-bearing lands should also, for the most part,

be publicly owned. He finds, however, that " agri

cultural and arable land gives the best results when

it is privately owned in suitable areas, and when as

a general rule the man who cultivates the land is its

owner." Yet he finds exceptions even here. He thinks

it best that the American Negro be a tenant of pri

vate individuals and presumably, though he does not

say so, of white landlords. Nevertheless, he says that

" when the state is well administered it may and, in

fact, does make a good landlord, setting standards

for other landlords."

Professor Hess finds that " a combination of Mal-

thusian doctrine of population and the Ricardian the

ory of rent constitutes the foundation of modern

theories of economic welfare and wealth distribution,

and in considerable measure of public land and finan

cial policies, in so far as they are in accord with scien

tific demands." These theories he observes " furnish

a logical defense of the private right to own property

and to receive an income therefrom, quite as well as a

basis for the regulation of property and income in

accordance with changing economic conditions and

social needs." He also would do away with laissez-

faire, and urges as a program:

The gradual adaptation of natural resources to

their highest use—' use 1 being interpreted in terms

of social benefits rather than private gain.

Restoration of partially exhausted resources when

possible and socially expedient.

Prudential utilization of exhaustible and non-re-

storable resources, and the substitution therefor of

less exhaustible resources whenever possible.

The reclamation and development of impotent re

sources by irrigation, drainage, etc., whenever socially

expedient.

The need of such a program may seem to critical

readers as tending to weaken defense of the private

right to own property in land, and Professor Hess

does finally arrive at conclusions which must leave the

landowner wondering how much is to be left of his

right. Professor Hess finds two ways of controlling

private property in behalf of the general welfare : the

direct exercise of police power, and operation of the

taxing power. Exercise of police power includes con

trol of streams, mineral deposits and irrigation. Taxa

tion, he finds may stimulate exploitation of mines and

forests "and thus may defeat the objects of conserva

tion," while " a like tax upon unused and unim

proved agricultural or urban lands may hasten their

development and use, and will discourage over-liberal

appropriation of lands from the public domain by

speculators, and thereby promote conservation." He
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also finds " a growing opinion that the ' unearned in

crement ' or spontaneous increase in the value of real

estate incorporated in public utility properties, should

be considered as a public equity in the property, rather

than as an automatic and continuous accrual to pri

vate values." In public purchases of public service

properties, he suggests, no compensation for unearned

increment should be given. He does not suggest that

the same principle applies to unearned increment in

other privately owned lands.

Professor Leith presents many facts and estimates

concerning the coal, iron and copper resources, and

recommends a program of government control for

purposes of conservation. Regardless of what one

may think of his suggestions, his facts are of un

doubted value to students.

Professor Carver's contribution treats upon the human

factor. He makes an interesting, as well as instruc

tive text of the story of the much-derided Indiana

farmer, whose sole ambition was " to grow more corn,

to feed more hogs, to buy more land, to grow more

corn, to feed more hogs, etc." He makes clear that

so far from deserving the ridicule cast upon him, this

farmer was an ideally useful citizen. He served hu

manity according to his ability. A singletaxer in Pro

fessor Carver's place would go even farther and show

that the farmer could have been more useful had

unwise laws not compelled him to sink in purchase of

lands money that might have been devoted to raising

hogs. The same system that required him to do this

made it possible also for him and others to buy land,

not in order to grow corn but to hold up some farmer

who would want to do that. Human idleness, which

Professor Carver finds a great waste, together with

ignorance and vice, surely bears a strong relation to the

predatory opportunity that this worthy Indiana farmer

saw fit to disregard.

In discussing waste of human resources, Professor

Carver does not confine himself to the involuntarily

unemployed. The idle retired business man still able

to perform useful service, the pensioner and the loafer

who live on inherited wealth, are included. He finds

that we support more lawyers than any other country,

and that " much of our very best talent goes into the

legal profession instead of going into productive

work" Unprofitable litigation is only less wasteful

than war. He finds the same fault with superfluous

clergymen.

What fundamental democrats will recognize as the

core of the whole problem is brought out by Pro

fessor Carver, in expressing impatience with oft-

repeated suggestions that the state either protect the

weak against the strong or allow the strong a free hand.

He says : " It is time to begin talking about protecting

production against predation." There are more bits of

similar timely common-sense. " The more million

aires there are in the country, the better off the coun

try is, provided each millionaire has earned his mil

lions." Not many millionaires will find comfort in

that. The statement, together with the preceding

quotation, comes near to presenting the whole science

of political economy in a nutshell. It is no disparage

ment to Professor Carver's able collaborators to say

that his share in the work is by far the most valuable

and instructive. It is refreshing indeed, to read such

economic wisdom as the following:

If the individual is in part a producer, and in part

preying upon other people, that part of his work

which is productive must be protected and re

warded, and that part which is predacious must be

punished. The state need not give itself the slight

est concern over the question as to whether he is

weak or strong—that would be a silly question any

way. But the question whether his activities are

productive or predacious is a matter of the utmost

concern.

In other words, Professor Carver wants a fair field

and no favor. That is the policy which the term

"laissez faire" was designed to describe by the French

physiocrats, who first employed it in economic dis

cussion. And therein lies the solution of every eco

nomic problem.

S. D.

Tammany Exposed

The History of Tammany Hall. By Gustavus Myers. Pub
lished by Boni & Liveright, New York, 1917. Price $2.50 net.

The author of this interesting book claims to have

adhered strictly to the r61e of the impartial historian.

Whether or not he has faithfully carried out his pur

pose would be as difficult to determine as for a non-

Mason or a non-Catholic to judge of the impartiality

of a history of Masonry or Catholicism. Mr. Myers'

work has the appearance of fairness; and the criticisms

levied against the secret political organization are well

bolstered by citations of authority, while his appraise

ment of its opponents shows that he is not blind to ac

tual conditions. The book appeared in 1901, without a

publisher's imprint, because no well-known publisher

was willing to brave the possible anger of the organiza

tion. It now appears in response to a persistent de

mand, under the imprint of a firm that has striven to

supply the public with works that might otherwise

disappear from circulation. There will be many read

ers who will commend them for republishing " The

History of Tammany Hall."

No factor or agency bulking large in the life of a

nation, and extending over a period of time equal to

that of the nation itself can fail to be of interest to

the student of history. Tammany Hall is such an

agency. About it cluster the traditions that mark long-

continued power. Revered by friends, and execrated

by opponents, it is to-day what it has been from the

foundation of the American Government, a mysterious

political entity, defying those who would destroy it,

and baffling those who would understand it. It is the

one local political agency in the country that has

achieved a national reputation.

The question arises in inquiring minds, Why Tam

many Hall? Why should a political agency so hated

by its opponents, and feared even by those who must

act with it, persist in a democracy. The answer is found
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in political and economic conditions that have accom

panied its growth. For, America, though inspired from

the beginning by the loftiest ideals, has been slow in

realizing her aspirations. Though proclaiming to the

world that all men are born with equal rights to " life,

liberty and the pursuit of happiness," she still has a

vast number of citizens who find conditions hard; and

wherever any considerable number of men feel them

selves aggrieved, there will be found some agency

championing their cause. To those without, it may

appear as evil and filled with all things undesirable;

but to those whose cause it champions it will seem lov

able and beneficently friendly.

Tammany Hall, even if measured by its enemies, sug

gests the times of Robin Hood and the English nobles.

No moralist has arisen to defend brigandage itself; yet

who that has heard the story of the men in Lincoln

green has not felt a thrill of admiration for their mag

nanimous leader? Denounced he might be by church

and state, and condemned by all the canons of morality,

yet did the poor of his day condone his offenses, and

not a few aided him in escaping the law. They were

not careful in their analysis of ethical questions; but

they felt in a general way that whereas the hero of

Sherwood Forest robbed the rich, and shared with the

poor, the nobles took from the poor, and gave back

nothing. This is not to say that Tammany Hall retains

the morals of Robin Hood; but it is not difficult to

imagine that the poor of this day, and particularly the

uninformed immigrant, should magnify the little favors

and the great professions into championship of their

cause as against some undefined but very real oppres

sion.

The common mind estimates things by comparison.

If not Tammany Hall, what? New York City is not

always governed by Tammany. " Good Government "

sometimes wins an election ; occasionally " Fusion "

triumphs. But what is the visible effect? Do not the

poor continue in their poverty? Are not the conditions

of life for the great mass of the people as hard as be

fore? Who could tell from a study of prices, wages,

or rents whether Tammany or some anti-Tammany

organization was in control of the city government? It

is not difficult to understand why the chief men and

women in the community, the great merchants, manu

facturers, bankers, and men of affairs should have pre

ferred the Mitchel administration, for instance, to a

Tammany administration. It embraced a broader vision,

and it covered better execution ; but what was there

in it to appeal to a man out of a job, or to those who

found prices mounting faster than wages. It is not

necessary to ask what Hylan will do; it was sufficient

to know what Mitchel had not done.

Nor is it a matter concerning only the very poor, and

those interested in political jobs. There is a large ele

ment of intelligent and purposeful people who, though

they turn against Tammany because of its indecency,

return to it as the only effective means of rebuking

betrayal in the name of " good government." For these

people know that good government means something

more than personal integrity and conscientious admin

istration. Police graft and the prostitution of the public

service to the support »f a political machine are most

reprehensible; but when all is said and done the

amount of wastage is comparatively slight, and almost

none of it comes from the poor. But franchise exploita

tion and the private appropriation of community-made

land values mounts into fabulous sums, most of which

come from the poor. Tammany at its worst causes

little hindrance to industry. Landlordism at its best, by

holding land vacant for speculative purposes, and taking

its annual toll from the land that is used, keeps industry

always on the rack, and prevents capital from paying

decent wages to labor.

" The History of Tammany Hall " is interesting to

the student of affairs as an example of what can be done

through organization; and it is also instructive in ways

of how not to reform civil government. It must be

evident to the reflective mind, in the light of past ex

perience, that the only way to stop the petty filchings of

Tammanyism is to put an end to the colossal drain of

landlordism. The author is entitled to the thanks of the

public for his careful and painstaking work; and the

publishers are to be commended for republishing this

valuable contribution to the history of American politics.

s. c.

NEWS OF THE WEEK

Week Ending February 19

Congressional Doings

The House passed on February 12 the Senate bill ap

propriating $50,000,000 for housing of shipyard em

ployes. It empowers the Shipping Board to buy, lease

or condemn land or buildings and to build, sell or lease

them. Another bill is pending appropriating a similar

amount to be used by the Department of Labor in pro

viding housing facilities for employes in industries other

than shipbuilding. [See current volume, page 213.]

* *

The Railroad Control bill was reported favorably by

the House Interstate Commerce Committee on Feb

ruary IS. A minority report was signed by Congress

men Esch of Wisconsin, Hamilton of Michigan, Parker

of New Jersey, Winslow of Massachusetts, Dillon of

South Dakota, Sweet of Iowa, Stiness of Rhode Island

and Cooper of Ohio. They declare that they will sup

port the bill, but urge that the Interstate Commerce

Commission return its power unimpaired and that the

date of two years after the war, fixed for the return

of the roads to the owners, is too long. They hold it

should not be more than one year and that some hold

six months to be long enough.

Hog Island Investigated

The Senate Commerce Committee, investigating af

fairs of the American International Construction Cor

poration at Hog Island, heard testimony on Febru

ary 12. The total expenditures at the shipyard up to

January 31 were $23,313,362.38. Of this $4,283,390.26

was for ships. The Government has advanced or guar

anteed all funds. Charles N. Black of New York, who
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sold the land to the corporation at $2,000 an acre, told

the committee that he was actuated by patriotic motives

in fixing that price. When reminded that adjacent

property had been sold for $350 an acre, Mr. Black said

that his property fronted on the river. The land was

assessed for taxation at $100 an acre. Mr. George J.

Baldwin, chairman of the corporation, told the commit

tee that the corporation expected a profit of $6,000,000

from its contract Asked by Senator Johnson why it

insisted on profits, while claiming to be actuated by pa

triotic motives, Mr. Baldwin replied : " You can't keep

a corporation alive on patriotism. Our stockholders

must have their dividends." Asked to name the stock

holders, Mr. Baldwin mentioned as the largest, Frank

A. Vanderlip, Ogden Armour, C. A. Stone and E. S.

Webster. These are directors of the corporation, to

gether with C. A. Coffin, W. E. Corey, Robert Dollar,

J. P. Grace, R. F. Herrick, Pierre S. duPont, Otto H.

Kahn, R. S. Lovett, Ambrose Monell, H. S. Pritchett,

P. A. Rockefeller, John D. Ryan, W. G. Saunders, J. A.

Stillman, Guy E. Tripp, T. N. Vail, A. H. Wiggin, Beek-

man Winthrop and William Woodward.

Shipyard Strike Menace

A threatened strike of ship carpenters on the Atlantic

Coast, on Government work, was stayed, at least tempo

rarily, on February 17, after an interchange of telegrams

between President Wilson and William L. Hutcheson,

president of the United Brotherhood of Ship Carpenters

and Joiners. The men are now receiving, nominally,

$4.88 a day. But payment of this rate, according to Mr.

Hutcheson, is being evaded. The publicity campaign

has filled New York with idle carpenters and the ship

yard owners are alleged to have taken advantage of this

by classifying skilled men as unskilled, and paying them

but $3 a day. The union's demand is $6.60 a day, the

rate fixed for the same work by the Wage Adjustment

Board on the Pacific Coast. In answer to Mr. Hutche-

son's request for a personal interview, President Wilson

replied that he would first require that the men allow

the Wage Adjustment Board to pass upon the matter,

and that until every method of adjustment has been

tried to the limit the men have no moral right to strike.

He said further :

It is the duty of the Government to see that the best

possible conditions of labor are maintained, as it is

also its duty to see to it that there is no lawless and

conscienceless profiteering, and that duty the Gov

ernment has accepted and will perform. Will you co

operate or will you obstruct?

In reply Mr. Hutcheson said he would instruct repre

sentatives of the union to use their influence with the

men to return to work, but that he had no power to sign

an agreement with the Adjustment Board " which would

deprive our members of their constitutional rights," and

again requested a personal interview as " the only way

in which to solve the question."

Labor Conditions in the Packing Industry

At the meat packers' wage arbitration hearing before

Federal Judge Alschuler at Chicago, on February 13, a

number of witnesses testified concerning labor condi

tions. One witness, Mrs. Anna C. McQuillan, presented

a statement of living expenses of her family of five for

one year. It totalled $1,288.84. It included $240 for

rent, $60 for fuel and $50 for clothing. It allowed noth

ing for sickness or incidentals. Father Louis W. Grud-

zinski, whose parish is the stockyards district, said that

his parishioners employed in the stockyards are under

paid and their children undernourished. The average

family has six or seven children, he said, and these can

not be properly provided for on wages received. An

other witness said that the most her husband had ever

earned at the yards in one week during several years

was $23 for 80 hours. Miss Agnes Nestor testified that

27}4 cents an hour was the pay for common labor at the

yards for men and 20 cents an hour for women.

* *

J. Ogden Armour testified at the hearing on Feb

ruary 18. He said he considered $3.75 a day more than

sufficient for a family to live on, but added that he

would agree to pay any rate that Judge Alschuler as

Federal arbitrator, might fix. He also, favored paying

women the same wages as men, and to pay overtime

for work on legal holidays, although the Armour Com

pany has never paid it. He would not commit himself

on the eight-hour day. He was followed on the stand

by Victor Olander, of the Illinois State Federation of

Labor, who quoted reports of the Department of La

bor and testimony of large employers to show that

the eight-hour day had proven successful, from a busi

ness standpoint, wherever tried. He showed that the

nations had made the worst showing in the war in

which organized labor is weak.

Find Railroads Deliberately Mismanaged

In summarizing reports of special investigators the

Interstate Commerce Commission supports the charge

of the railroad brotherhood that railroad managers have

neglected their duties since the Government assumed

control. It finds that trains have been made up and al

lowed to stand for hours on tracks because of shortage

of engines, thus clogging freight-yards and stopping

traffic. Locomotives have been held in roundhouses

when they should have been put at work. Crews have

been held idle at terminals for 16 hours while waiting

for engines and then relieved by other crews. Trains

on sidings have been held up until the 16-hour law

forced roads to send out relief crews.

The Prohibition Amendment

The Maryland Legislature finally ratified the Fed

eral Prohibition Amendment on February 13, making

the sixth state to do so. The Montana House of Rep

resentative adopted a ratification resolution on Feb

ruary 16, and the Senate Committee reported it favor

ably on the same day.

Both Party Committees for Suffrage

Federal woman suffrage has been endorsed by the

Democratic National Committee. On February 11 the

result of a vote by mail on the question was announced.
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Of 48 members 28 are favorable, 14 opposed and 6 non

committal. By a 5 to 2 vote the Executive Committee

adopted resolutions pledging the party to support of

the pending amendment and urging favorable action

by the Senate. On February 12 the Republican Na

tional Committee in session at St. Louis adopted unani

mously a resolution approving the amendment.

Russia

Dispatches from Russia and from Stockholm and

London indicate great confusion within the country.

Disorder, pillaging, and killing are reported from Petro-

grad and other points. Since breaking off peace nego

tiations at Brest-Litovsk and withdrawing from the war

without signing a treaty the Bolsheviki Government has

given its attention to subduing the governments of Fin

land and Ukraine, which are branded as bourgeois. In

Finland the regular government appears to be gain

ing the upper hand. In the Ukraine the capture of

Kiev, the capital, is announced from Petrograd. Odessa

is under bombardment by the navy, which is in the

hands of the Bolsheviki. The Bolsheviki are reported

to be making extensive plans for a campaign against

General Alexieff's Cossack army. They have demanded

of the Roumanians that they evacuate Bessarabia, and

give free passage to Bolsheviki troops through Rou-

mania. No plans have been announced to meet the new

German invasion. [See current volume, page 214.]

European War

An unexpected turn has been given to military opera

tions by the breaking off of peace negotiations between

Russia and the Central Powers, and the withdrawal of

the former country from the war, without signing a

treaty. The armistice expired on the 18th when, as

announced from Berlin, German troops began an ad

vance from Kovel to aid the Ukrainians in their strug

gle against the Bolsheviki government. German troops

are announced also as having begun an invasion of

Russia in the north by crossing the Dvina River south

east of Riga in an advance on Dvinsk. Their immedi

ate object is said to be the seizure of Esthonia and

Livonia. General military operations for the week

have been confined to raiding parties, artillery action,

and airplane work. [See current volume, page 214.]

Peace negotiations at Brest-Litovsk were broken off

on the 11th when Foreign Minister Trotzky declared

the German terms to be impossible, and formally with

drew the Russian delegates from the conference. He

announced that Russia had withdrawn from the war,

but that she would not sign a peace with the Central

Powers. A treaty of peace was signed, however, be

tween the Ukraine and the Central Powers fixing the

boundaries of the new republic, providing for the res

toration of consular relations, state treaties, and civil

law, and providing also for indemnification for civil

damages, the exchange of war prisoners, and the gen

eral conditions of peace. Among the commercial agree

ments is a provision that all articles transported across

the territory of either party shall be free of duty. The

boundaries of Ukraine as drawn include the Polish

province of Cholm. This has so incensed the Poles

that an uprising is threatened. The pro-German party

in Poland, which was slightly in the ascendent, is re

ported to be making common cause with the anti-Ger

man party on account of this betrayal of Polish inter

ests. It is reported that Foreign Minister Count

Czernin has notified Berlin that Austria will not par

ticipate or aid in a campaign of Russian conquest.

* *

President Wilson appeared before Congress on the

11th to redefine his position on the question of peace

terms in the light of the speeches of Count Czernin and

Chancellor von Hertling. He reiterated the principles

laid down in his address of January 8, but amplified

them to meet the more friendly address of Count

Czernin. The fourteen provisions of the January

speech, the President said, were not absolute, but pro

visional, and were meant to serve as a working basis

until better ones were found. What America contends

for, he declared, is a peace based upon the following

principles :

First, that each part of the final settlement must be

based upon the essential justice of that particular case

and upon such adjustments as are most likely to bring

a peace that will be permanent ;

Second, that peoples and provinces are not to be

bartered about from sovereignty to sovereignty as

if they were mere chattels and pawns in a game, even

the great game, now forever discredited, of the bal

ance of power; but that

Third, every territorial settlement involved in this

war must be made in the interest and for the benefit

of the populations concerned, and not as part of any

mere adjustment or compromise of claims among rival

states, and

Fourth, that all well defined national aspirations

shall be accorded the utmost satisfaction that can be

accorded them without introducing new or perpetu

ating old elements of discord and antagonism that

would be likely in time to break the peace of Europe,

and consequently of the world.

* *

The number of men lost on the transport Tuscania,

torpedoed off the northeastern coast of Ireland, is an

nounced as 164 soldiers and 7 members of the crew.

The British ships lost by mines and submarines dur

ing the week were 13 vessels over 1,600 tons, and 6

less than that tonnage. Air raids upon London are

becoming more frequent, but though a few non-com

batants are killed or injured, no military damage is

done. A raid of about sixty airplanes on Paris re

sulted in the killing and wounding of a number of per

sons, mostly women and children, as they are the more

numerous.

America's attention is still centered mainly upon ships

for the transportation of men and supplies. The fric

tion between men and contractors appears to be in the

way of final settlement, and all strikes at the yards have
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been called off. The Government has undertaken to

enroll 250,000 expert mechanics who will place them

selves at the call of the Government whenever men are

needed at the shipyards. It is announced that the re

sponse has been so generous that the number is nearly

complete. Reports from General Pershing at the front

are optimistic. The men are satisfied with conditions

and are in fine spirits.

* *

NOTES

—William H. Hays of Indiana was elected chair

man of the National Republican Committee on Feb

ruary 13.

—Sir Cecil Spring-Rice, former British Ambassa

dor to the United States, died at Ottawa on the 14th,

while on his way back to England.

—The bodies of 38 children were recovered from the

ruins of the Gray Nunnery at Montreal, which was

burned on the 14th.

—Immigrant aliens admitted to the United States in

November numbered 6,446; emigrant aliens to the

number of 8,136 departed during the same month.

—The House of Assembly of the Union of South

Africa on the 13th rejected by a vote of 54 to 39 a

motion in favor of incorporating a paragraph in the

electoral reform bill, giving women the franchise.

—Professor Thomas W. Page of the department of

economics in the University of Virginia was appointed

member of the Tariff Board by President Wilson on

February 13, vice Daniel C. Roper, resigned.

—War Savings Stamps passed the $50,000,000 mark

on the 12th, and are now increasing at the rate of

$11,000,000 a week. The amount of war savings securi

ties to be put out by the Secretary of the Treasury

is two billion dollars.

—A protest to President Wilson against the torture

and burning of a Negro at Estill Springs, Tennessee, was

sent on February 12 by the National Association for the

Advancement of Colored People. It urged the Presi

dent to denounce these acts as he has denounced Ger

man crimes in Belgium and on the high seas.

—Governor Whitman of New York signed on Febru

ary 13 the Wagner bill appointing former Governor

Odell State Ice Controller, with power to contract for

cutting and storing of 2,000,000 tons of ice on the Hud

son River and its tributaries to prevent an ice shortage

in New York during the summer.

—Provincial Treasurer Edward Brown of Manitoba

recommended to the Legislature on February 6 three

new revenue measures, one providing a general property

tax of one mill on the dollar, the second a tax on all un

occupied lands except that unfit for cultivation, and the

third a tax on amusements.

—William D. Haywood, secretary-treasurer of the

I. W. W., was ordered released on $15,000 bail by Judge

Landis at Chicago, on February 12. Haywood has

been under arrest since September 28. His bail was

originally fixed at $25,000. Judge Landis ordered it

reduced to $15,000 over the protests of the district

attorney. This has been furnished and Haywood was

released.

—Abdul Hamid II., former Sultan of Turkey, died

on the 10th. He had reigned as Sultan of Turkey

and Commander of the Faithful from 1876 to 1909,

when he was deposed by the Young Turks party, and

his brother, Mehmed V., placed on the throne. His

reign saw national disasters, and was marked by great

cruelties to subject peoples. He was facetiously nick

named "Abdul the damned."

—That all railroad employes receiving less than $150

a month or perhaps $2,000 a year, need more money to

meet the higher cost of living was admitted to the

Federal Railroad Wage Commission, on February

18, by J. W. Higgins, of the Western Association of

Railways, in speaking for the Western roads. A sim

ilar admission for the Eastern roads was made by John

G. Walber, secretary of their bureau of information.

—American soldiers lost on the transport Tuscania

were protected by Government insurance and Govern

ment compensation, announces Secretary McAdoo.

Those who had not applied for insurance were covered

by automatic insurance, which is payable to wife, child

or widowed mother. The automatic insurance amounts

to $25 a month for 240 months. Compensation in case

of death, given by the Government without charge, and

regardless of rank or pay, ranges from $20 to $75 a

month. The automatic insurance was announced to

cease February 12.

—Steps toward formation of the International Free

Trade League are being taken by Kenneth B. Elliman,

38 St. Botolph St., Boston, with the cooperation of

Henri Lambert of Belgium, Yves Guyot of France,

and others. The organization differs from the present

American Free Trade League inasmuch as it will stand

for absolute free trade, whereas, the executive com

mittee of the former organization has declared for a

tariff for revenue only. The two bodies occupy dif

ferent fields and are not antagonistic. The new organi

zation is intended to make an active international cam

paign for free trade in anticipation of peace negotia

tions.

—Ten of the twelve members of the National In

dustrial Conference Board were named on February

17 by the Department of Labor. They will pass on all

labor disputes during the war. Five members repre

sent employers and five the American Federation of

Labor. These will select the two additional members.

The employers' representatives are Loyal A. Osborne

of the Westinghouse Electric Co., Charles F. Brooker

of the American Brass Co., Ansonia, Conn. ; W. J.

Vandervoort of the Root and Vandervoort Engineer

Co., East Moline, 111., L. F. Loree of the Delaware and

Hudson Co., and C. Edwin Michael of the Virginia

Bridge and Iron Co. of Roanoke, Va. The American

Federation of Labor is represented by Frank J. Hayes

of the mine workers, William L. Hutcheson of the car

penters, J. A. Franklin of the boilermakers, Victor

Olander of the seamen, and T. A. Rickert of the gar

ment workers.
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The ROLL of

WORKERS for

JANUARY

Everyone listed below sent in_

lasl month, one or more new

subscriptions to The Public

or has co-operated in other

Ways.

Abbott, Mrs. H. I.
Ackeruian, R. B,
AITeld, 0. E,
AiTeld, W. 0.
Akin, J. E.
Allen, G. H.
Allen, Mrs. H. L.
Allen, J. A.
Alllnson, T. W.
Allison, A. O.
Albright, J. M.
Anderson, Albln
Anderson, A. A.
Andrews, J. H.
Annear, Thomas
Arnold, Rev. Frederick S.
Ascherman, G. 3.
Ashton. E. W.
Atlien, Virginia
Atkinson, G. H.
Bachman, H. L.
Bailey, F. E.L.
Baker, M. H.
Baldwin, A. H.
Barber. H. G.
Bard, E. C.
Barker, E.
Barkis, H.
Barnum, Thos.
Bartlett, Gns.
Bartlett, H. N.
Barton. D. O.
Bassett, E. W.
Batchelder, H. D.
Batchelor, 8.
Bnyers, P. G.
Beebe, F.
Beecher, A. E.
Beecher. Walter H.
Beers, Ethel
Belcher, C. E.
Belknap, Hon. W.
Bell. Bev. B. I.
Benjamin. Panl L.
Bennett, E. L.
Benson. V.
Bernstein, W.
Btlltnger, Martin
Bingham, M. F.
Birmingham, T. F.
Blxler, S. C.
Blackball, O. D.
Blakemore, Robert B.
Blaker. C. D.
Blanchard. P. B.
Blauvclt, J.
Boardman, W. H.
Bode, F. H.
Bodflsh. G. H.
Boeck. E. H.
Bogart, Mrs. C. P.
Bookbinder. Dr. J.
Boone, F. M.
Bourland, Mrs. O. P.
Bowen. G. E.
Bowman, A. 0.
Bradley Mrs. K.
Brand. Dr. W. A.
Brandt, H. E.
Brendnm, Hans
Braucher, Alma E.
Bredln. O. S.
Bregger, L. A.
Brenner, Lesslle G.
Bridge, F..
Brock. M. M.
Brown. A.
Brown. D. M.
Brown, E. T.
Brown, Frank O.
Brown, H. H.

THE GREAT

APRIL OFFENSIVE

WITH the first issue of April, the circulation department

of The Public will begin an offensive with the aim of

capturing 5,000 of the finest women of the country!

We want them for use in the front trenches—in the front

trenches of a fight for a reconstruction that will make the world

anew!

The time is ripe for such a campaign. In New York State,

and in other states where the women have won the vote, there

is developing educational machinery, mostly voluntary, to teach

women citizenship. In our campaign we will aim to reach the

LIBERAL WOMEN WHO READ. Among these The Public

can be of incomparable service, as an inspirer of democratic

thought and action.

5,000 subscriptions

from liberal women who read!

Brown, Corp. James S.
Brown, Miss Louise
Brown, L.
Brown, L. Z.
Brown, M. L.
Bucklln, Hon. J. W.
Bueche. David
Bnell, C. J.
Bullard, T. E.
Bullock, F. M.
Bnrke, W. H.
Burr, Rev. Hugh C.
Burroughs. H. D.
Bush, Dr. A. D.
Butcher, E. Z.
Butler, Frank D.
Callahan, Col. P. H.
Calllngham, W. M.
Campbell, A. O.
Campbell, F. 8.
Campbell, P. F.
Campbell, T. E.
Campton, J. S.
Cnnavan, M. J.
Canton, G. T.
Carlton, A. L.
Carlton, E. C.
Carman, Jno. C.
Carret. J. B.
Carrlngton, W. D.
Carroll, Jos. R.
Casson, O. H.
Casson, C. W.
Chaffee, Joan
Chapman, Mrs. Maude
Chase, D. W.
Chase, O. P.
Chervln, H. T.
Cbesley, J. A.
Christlnsen, P. P.
Clark, A.
Clarke, E. Tj.
Clements. L. B.
Coddlngton, Hester
Codman, Mrs. E. A.
Oodman, J. S.
Coe. G. A.
Coffin. B. E.
Cole, P. W.
Ollard. T. T.
Colmore. Rt. Hev. Chas. B.

Cook, G.
Cook, O. R.
Oonley. O. B.
Coolldge. H. A.
Cooney, J. H.
Colwlck, A. M.
Comings, G. F.
Connor. Dr. Msry H.
Cope. M. M.
Copeland, M. C.
Cork. T. C.
Cornlck. Dr. Boyd

Corser. F. G.
Cortvrlend, A.
Corwln, O. T.
Cossett, Mrs. Winifred B.
Craig, A. S.
Oralg, Thos. P.
Crane, F. J.
Cranford, Mrs. K.
Crawford, I.
Crosby, Miss Frances
Crowell, Lincoln
Cummlng, Dr. O. E.
dimming, T. S.
Cummlng, W. H.
Cutler, J. H.
Cutler, J. Katherine
Daball, J.
Danzlger, Mrs. G.
Darby,Mary A.
Davies. George
Davies, H.
Davis, Anna
Davis, W. H.
Davis, W. M.
Day, H. L.
Dav, Josephine H.
DeBeck, Dr. D.
Demmler. W. R.
Demuth, J. A.
Dennett. H.
Derrlcksnn. E. R.
Detmer, II.
Dexter, A. II.
Diack, Dr. Alex. S.
Dibble, Robt.
Dickey, L. S.
Dolsen, James H.
Donlon, P. II.
Donoghue, M. V.
Doyle. T. H.
Drummer. Mrs. W. F.
Dulln, G. S.
Dunlap, Dane S.
Dunn. G. T.
Du Pont. E. Paul
Dwycr, Wm. M.
Dykstra, D.
Earn8haw, J. H.
Eaton. Allen
F.ckert, M.
Edmunds. Miss Amy

Edson, 3.
Edwards, J. P.
Edwards, Mnrpuerite
Elsendrath. Mrs. J. N.
Ellery, James B.
Elwyn, B.
Emerson. E. A.
Emerson. M. L.
Englesman, A. D.
Evans, S.
Falsey. A. W.
Fels. Mrs. Joseph

Ferguson, Ed.
Fields, W. S.
Finn, B.
Fisher, H. B.
Fitch, Dr. 8. J.
Flood, J. F.
Ford, 0. 0.
Ford, E. J.
Forkln, Mary A.
Foster. H. P.
Freeman, A. E.
Freeman. Miss Ellen A.
Frey, Eugene
Frlcdrlck, Jack F.
Fries, E. B.
Fries, Scott W.
Fromen, Dr. E.
Fuchs, Albert G.
Fuchs, E.
Fuller, J. C.
Fuss. 8. L.
Gallagher, Dan
Gardener. Col. C.
Gaston, W.
Gates, Wm. A.
Gelb, F. P.
Gelmer, Lawrenc*
Glese, Henry W.
GlPTord, Dr.
Gilbert, H. C.
Gllloughly, Rev. J. F.
Glass, S. H.
Glodrey, Mrs. Edith
Goldberg, S.
Goode, t red D.
Gooding, G. E.
Gorton, H. S.
Grady, C. P.
Graham, P. S.
Gralchen, A. H.
Granger, A.
Grant. D. T.
Grant. Frank
Greeley, G. B.
Greene, N. R.
Greenurgh. M. B.
Grover. Edmund
Gubelmann, A.
Ouffln, J. C.
Gugler, Ralph
Gwynn, E. B.
Haeckl. Chas.
Haggerty, J. J.
Hale. F. N.
Haley. Margaret A.
Hall, H. A.
Halllman, Josephine
Hamilton. Mrs. A.
Hamlin. F. B.
Hamlin, H. B.
Hamlin. Jos. D.
Hampton, G. P.
Hanrahan, James J.
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Hardinge, H. H.

Harlan, #. K.

Harned, M. B.

Harpham, C. F.

Harris, A. M.

Harrold, Eura L.

Harrsch, Wm. G.

Hart, N. H.

Harter, Miss E. L.

Hartman, Miss C. Z.

Hartzell, P.

Haskins, C. N.

Hastings, John B.

Haszard, G. A.

Hayes, F. F.

Haywood, J. H.

Hayward, Mary Smith

Healy, A. A.

Hecht, Chas.

Heim, C. H.

Hennessy, C. O’C.

Herman, A. S.

Herre, Dr. Albert C.

Herskovits, J.

Heverin, P. H.

Hill, J. -

Himrod, Bernard

Hoag, R. B.

Hoeveler, J. A.

Hoffman, Al H.

Hogard, F. L.

Hohler, C. L.

Holbrook, Miss Ida O.

Holland. L. B.

iíoily. W. H.

Hoover, M.A.,

Hoover, W. H.

Hopper, J. J.

Hoskins, W. H.

Houston, J. W.

Howard, H. S.

Howard. J. B.

Howe, S. G.

Hudson, Chas. J.

Hurr. Wm. K.

Hunt, Dr. H. F.

Hurley, E. W.

Hutchins. F. L.

Ingram, F. F.

Irons, L.A.

#. F. M.

Ito,

Jackson, H. A.

Jackson, Henry E.

Jackson, Walter P.

Jacobson, J.H.

Jenkins, G. T.

Johnson, Axel.

Johnson, A. M.

Johnson, Dr. Bertha F.

Johnson, C. A

Johnson, D. D.

Jones, H. C.

Jordan, David Starr

Jorstad, O.M.

Keating, A. C.

Kenney, Fred

Ketchum, A. J.

Kiefer. A.

Kilgour, A. D.

Kilgour, Robt. D.

Kilpatrick, Wm.

King. Mrs. S. E.

Kingsbury, I. F.

Kirstein, C. A.

Kittredge, G. E.

Knappe, A. H.

Knight. H. W.

Knowles, S. E.

Koch, W. E.

Kohlsaat, P. B.

Kostir, W. J.

Kramer, L. W.

Kreeger, A.

Krug, Mrs. Julia

Lamp, Dr. E. R.

Lehr, A.

Lambross, Sarah Grant.

Strong, Sydney

Stuart, Howard

Swanson, F. G.

Swanson, John A.

Swanson, Thomas

Swearingen, Miss Laura H.

Sycamore, H.

Tabor. Mrs. E. F.

Taft, T. T.

Talbot, W. T.

Taylor, M. C.

Taylor, R. F.

Taylor, W.

Thomas, H. E.

Thomas, John F.

Thompson, D. L.

Thompson, T. O.

Thompson, V

Thorpe, S. P.

Thum, H.

Tideman, S.

Tiedjens, H.

Tindall, J. S.

Todson. C. A.

Tompkins, E. M.

Totten, Edward P.

Tracey, H. H.

Tracey, Jerome

Turner, H. G.

Underhill, E. H.

Urell, R. E.

Vallance, C.A.

Van Horne, W. C.

Van Ween, M.

Victor, F. N.

Vroman, F. P.

waite, F. L.

Wald, Emma

Walker, H.

Wallace, J. S.

waiiis, Louis

Walter, C

Warnecke, C. M.

Wasgatt, C. E.

Waterbury, L. K.

Webb, H. E.

Weber, B. B.

Weiler, J.

Welch, H. B

Wells, Geo. V

ells, W. S.

West, Geo. P

Wetherill, Anna D.

Wharam, John

Wheatly, W. W.

White, Jas.

White, Miss Laura R.

Whitney, Mrs. E. G.

Whittemore, B. A.

Whyte. Charles

Wiles, Wm. W.

Williams, H. M.

Williams, S. W.

Williamson, Fred T.

Wilner, C. B.

Wilson, E. C.

Wilson, R. B.

Winchell, H. B.

Winkler, H.

Winslow. Erving

Winthrop, C. J.

Wittler, Milton

# Alfred

Wright, J. W.

Young, Arthur S.

Young, John G. R. |
*Young, R. F.

Zbinden, Theodore *

A.

Leir, 8, 6.

Lennhouts, C.

Levine, Hyman

Levitt, I.

Levy, Aaron W.

Levy, F. A.

ghtbrid . P.

#.
Little, Mrs. Mary

Littlefield, F.

Lloyd, R.

Long, O. M.

Long, Mrs. F. B.

Lustgarten, Mrs. M.

Lynch, F. W.

MacDonald, D.

Malany, Rev. R.

Marder, Clarence C.

Marr, C.

Marshall, Miss M. A.

Marston, Mrs. Mary

Martin, C. B.

Martín, C. R.

Martin, E. P.

Martin, F.

Matthews, Wm.

McClintic, H. P.

McCorkle, Daniel S.

McCue, C.

McDowell, A. S.

McFarlane, H. W.

McGuffy, J. H.

McGuire, M. J.

McJanet, J. P.

McKenzie, D.

McMartin, W.

Mecklem, A. M.

Menger, Geo.

Merrill, C. E.

Miggett, W. L.

Miller, L. O.

Milliken, Sam’l.

Mimmack, A. E.

Moore, C. S.

Morse, Mrs. A. S.

Mosher, J. H.

Moulton, C. L.

Munro, Wm. W.

Monroe, F. H.

Murphy, Chas. C.

Murphy, L. S.

Mylècraine, Miss Frieda

Nachtrieb, J.

Nadler, H

Nagel, G. W.

Nash, R.

Neal, C. E.

Neidheiser. F. W.

Newcomb, L. E.

Newcomb, Thos. W.

Newell, H. D.

Newkirk, A. F.

Newton, J.

Nickerson, Miss Rheba D.

Niederhauser, Mrs. C. H

Nilsson, O.A.

Nixdorf, W. M.

Nollen, N. S.

Norris, T. F.

Norton, E. Q.

O'Brien, C. A.

O'Dea, P. J.

Olander, J.

Oldewage, W.

Olsen, O. L. -

£y". P.

Page, H. M.

Pardee, Otway

Paris, Francis N.

Parker, H. D.

Parkhurst, C. S.

Paskins, J. S.

Paterson, A. W.

Patrick, Harry L.

Patterson, G. W.

Pauli, A. C.

Peake, F.

Peairs, H. W.

Pendleton, D. D.

Pendleton, M. L.

Perkins, J. B.

perley, L.O.

Pernod, Alex.

Peterson, F.

Pettingill, H. C.

Phelan, E. J.

# E.

Picknell, Miss Ellen

Poe, Clarence.

Poirier, F. X.

Pomeroy, Mrs. A.

Porter, C. H.

Power, R.

Prellwitz, Henry

Price, Mrs. J. Thorpe

Rabe, Harry

Ramsey, J. H.

Rand, F. B.

Raper, F. W.

Raresheid, Lillian

Ratner, A. S.

Rauch, G.

Reese, E. T.

Reinhard, Louis

Reisinger, C.

Rettenmayer, J. F.

Rice, H. A.

Rice, W. G.

Rich, D. F.

Richardson, Ed.

Riefer, F. W.

Ringdahl, F. W.

Ringdal, P. M.

Rockinstein, J. H.

Rockwell, W. M.

Rogers, Chas. B.

Rogers, J. A.

Rogers. R.

Rogers, R. B.

Rohde, Mrs. S. P.

Ross, A.

£, I. G.

Rowe, -

Royster, W. W.

Rubin, P. D

Ruff, A. C.

Russell, David

Russell, Genevieve

Rust, A.

Sale, Julian

Saloway, Ben P.

Samuels, M. S.

Saunders, Dr. N. B.

Scarlett, J. A.

Schaefer, John

Schetter, Miss Charlotte

Schilling, J.

Schoeli. W. F.

Schmidt, G. H.

Schreiner, Dr. J. K.

Schuchardt, R. F.

Schultz, Walter J. H.

Scott, Mrs. Minturn

Scribner, Grace

Seelbach, L. C.

Segal, Louis H.

Sellers, B

Sessions, R. G.

Sharratt, C.

Shohan, J. B.

Shoop, C. A.

Simpson, W. M.

Singsen, A. G.

Sinton, W. K.

Skidmore, J. E.

Slatter, Th.

Saughter, Dr. John Willis

Smith, D. L.

Smith, Franklin

Smith, L. E.

Smith, W. K.

Snodgrass, Miss M.

Snyder, B. F.

Solberg, T.

Sommers, William

Spofford, Mrs. R. R.

Stafford, F. B.

Stafford, J. C.

starkey, Horace M.

Steinyertz, L. A.

Stephenson, H. W.

Stevens, A. F.

Stevlingson, H. O.

Stewart, H. L.

Stewart, Josephine I.

Stillman, Miss Bessie W.

Stone." Belia"Hart

Stoycoff, Dr. C. M.

Strickland, F. G.
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* I enclose $2. Please

send The Public to the

3 new subscribers herewith

Address

Single Subscription, six months, $1.
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Advertisement Advertisement

Allied Peopled League

OR IECT The ALLIBD PEOPLE'S LEAGUE,
^^AJU 1-tV/ 1 now organizing among civilians and

soldiers for the purpose of putting the tax burden of the

war on public resources and of winning the world over to

the practice of true republican principle, states this

POLICY in the hope of securing the co-operation of every

believer in these things.

Pf)i ICY We hold that God made for 811 men

* * all coal, .ore, oil, timber, water power,

farm and city land, and that, to make these resources as

nearly as possible of equal benefit to all citizens, the state

should have as its only rightful income their full annual

rent value, wherewith to pay for all public expenses, de

sirable betterments and, especially at this time, for war

costs.

JUSTICE, LAW, ORDER ™™«

every idea of state for which men give life or labor calls for

the absolute and universal recognition of this POLICY.

For, without the intelligent and united interest of all the

people in progressive measures and without the unques

tioned control which only the state can effect over educa

tion, commerce, banking, inventions and public utilities,

such as roadways, railroads, telegraph and shipping, the

natural resources of the people could not have grown into

the mighty sources of wealth that they have now become.

When everyone pays fair value to the state for use of land

in every form, there will be no taxes on food, clothes,

houses, tools and working capital, which now, without

right or reason, weigh down upon the people, blinding

them to their own interests, and raising the cost of living

outrageously. This goes on continually while profits and

usury of fast increasing and enormous magnitude, realized

from actual public resources, flow to the pockets of a few

who have special advantages in the present laws of every

country. The whole people would take, in land rent,

merely what the whole people make and no more. Then

what every man created would be his and his alone, and

unjust conditions in many industries and between capital

and labor would at once cease. Free trade between free

nations would follow with consequent common advan

tages by and between them, giving absolute assurance of

permanent defensive safeguards against common enemies

We

hold

that systematic robbery based on class land control is the

secret enslaving power that lies in Prussianism, which now

has all Central Europe in its bloody grasp—to the peril of

all other nations on earth—and that, if the Allies can be

induced at this time to favor this people's POLICY, then,

not only would they be able to open up vast new power and

resource in support of their own cause, but they would

also be able to drive a mighty wedge between land-fat

junkers and landless people in Germany, especially Prus

sia. This would mean even more than battles won, it

would mean lives saved and years of progress gained for

ALL the people concerned in the war.

PI AN Lists of names of all who respond to this

advertisement are sent to some one re

spondent in each village, town or city school district, from

which responses come. These persons then organize neigh

borhood clubs. Each club is organized to represent all

community interests and to establish the people's voice

and power in all public matters by dividing working ac

tivities among such groups of members as are best fitted

for caring for defense and war preparation,—library,

schools and education,—recreation, sports and pastimes,—

co-operative purchase, investment and insurance,—build

ing, caretaking and town planning. These groups organize

WAR'S CAUSE AND CURE

separately into state, national and international branches

of the League, each branch permanently acting for one

special interest of the whole as need arises. Permanent

organization of the League will be established in each

country by correspondence, delegates from each district

co-operating to effect a head in each capital or most central

city.

Since the work of the League consists primarily in equal

izing the use of natural resources to all workers and to the

owners of industrial machinery, it follows that, to be a

power for good, the League must prove its PLAN to be

increasingly successful to all adherents. It can do this

by establishing a profit-sharing system of manufacture and

trade that will unite the interests of workers, capitalists

and consumers in supplying all of the common needs of

its members and the public. This cannot be done at

once, but, soon co-operative buying will be established

with such manufacturers as encourage and support this

POLICY, so utilizing trade, already established, to interest

and ally many workers in many lands in this League of

the people.

In view of the foregoing plan, it is apparent that the

building of a city of THE NEW FREEDOM will lie closer

to the hearts and needs of many people than could any

thing else at this time. It would establish desirable head

quarters for the League. It would lead in general civic

reform, strengthening every good and great educational

movement looking toward justice and better law, order

and health. Suggestions are wanted now, while govern

ment aid is being sought to establish in some appropriate

place the making of munitions and war supplies as a begin

ning for this city. Profitable business is always to be had

from the government—if the people demand it. City land

rent, due to the existence of wonderful world-belting public

utilities, in which every important city shares, is more

productive of wealth than gold mines ever were. This is

the real pvblic treasury, which the new city will have.

Great opportunities wait—only action is required to bring

about this one event.

pi U A Everybody can help in this work. The
* a-,a-4** IDEAL REPUBLIC exists, not in any one

place, but in the hearts of men. Government can reflect

this ideal only in law. But higher than law is knowledge,

or the education which every man gets at the hands of his

fellows. Today nations are being shaken to their very

foundations, but all troubles can be settled—even neglect

in regard to land—ifthe little republic ofeveryone's neigh

borhood once takes hold. Soldiers of The Republic will

work, as they fight, for a free earth. Their opinion in

favor of the OBJECT and POLICY of the League will

exert a mighty influence both abroad and at home. Re

sultant organization and action in concert will strengthen

the allied cause and exist, for all time, as a democratic

bulwark of defense among all free peoples.

Believing that funds, to be used only for the spread of

this advertisement of the people's need and the people's

plan, will be gladly given and that it will spread far enough

in the time set to accomplish its OBJECT and also help

mightily in the Allied Cause this Spring we ask everyone

interested to contribute 10 cents or more, but not later

than July 1st, 1918, it being understood by all concerned

that all receipts shall be accounted for and, if possible,

returned with interest when industrial work is fully or

ganized and profit-sharing established.

In answering please give name, address (also if with

colors, home address), amount sent and name of paper

publishing.

Address ALLIED PEOPLE'S LEAGUE

Preliminary Organization, Care WILLIAM DRUMMOND

19 South La Salle Street CHICAGO, U. S. A.
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STATE SERVICE

MAGAZINE

Nothing Like this Magazine

in the United States

WHY?

BECAUSE it prints in a concise yet enter

taining and complete form all the vital and

human information concerning the greatest

State in the country.

BECAUSE it keeps tab on the big State

departments, giving its readers all the

worth-while doings at first hand—articles

prepared by men who know.

BECAUSE it sums up every month the impor

tant proceedings of the legislature while

it is in session, including breezy personal

comment.

BECAUSE it presents every month the reli

able political news of New York; what its

public men are saying; gossip about candi

dates and the campaign issues.

BECAUSE it tells of historical New York—

the eminent men of the past; of historic

spots made so by the imperishable deeds of

New Yorkers; and the scenic grandeur of

the State.

FEATURES FOR MARCH

Greatest Waterworks in the World.

First complete magazine story of New York
City's Catsklll Mountain water supply. Il
lustrated article showing how the metropolis

Is supplied with water through an aqueduct
more than 100 miles long and big enough

through which to run a railroad train.

From Chromo Peddler to Governor.

A story of Intense human Interest concerning
the wonderful career of the late Frank S.
Black, who rose from obscurity to the high

est office In the State.

Supreme Court Justice on Direct Primaries.

Justice William M. Ross of the New York
Supreme Court takes Issue with Senator Elon
R. Brown that judges should be nominated
in a convention instead of at the primaries. It
Is the first statement by a supreme court
Judge on a very live question.

Beaver in the Adirondacks.

Fascinating story by a State expert of how
beaver, under the care of the Conservation
Commission, are being Increased In their old
haunts In the forest preserve.

Saving Niagara Falls for the Public.

More than thirty years ago the State ac
quired adjoining lands at the Falls, Including
beautiful islands, and established the State
Reservation. The struggle to rescue the great
cataract from despoilers Is not yet over. The
story is told by Charles M. Dow, for many
years a commissioner.

SUBSCRIPTION: $3.00 per year in ad

vance; Single copies 25 cents

State Service Magazine Company

LYON BLOCK, ALBANY, N. Y.

Did You Read

Insurance or .Tensions :

in THE PUBLIC of February 8th ?

The plan advocated therein is the

Old Age Pension System provided

by the

BROTHERHOOD OF

THE COMMONWEALTH

a fraternal order founded June 15,

1904.

As low as $1.00 a year will give

you an income that increases each

year and when most needed—in the

later years of life.

It will cost you nothing to learn

about it. Write

Walter B. Danforth, Executive

Secretary, P. O. Box 9, Brooklyn,

To Advertisers

18,000 careful and

discriminating readers

of The Public will see

this paragraph.

Place your advertise

ment here next week

and those 18,000 readers

will see it.

Rates increase April 1.

The Public

Advertising Department

122 East 37th St.

New York


