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been anything about him to deserve a patriotic

man's confidence or a self-respecting man's admir

ation, although he seems to have commanded

both and in high degree; but now he stands ex

posed to the thinking world as the brutal swash

buckler which his whole public career, when

thrown into proper perspective, proves him to

have been. One correspondent tells of his roughly

commanding a passenger in a public elevator to

take off his hat. Whether the man ought in cour

tesy to have taken off his hat is beyond the question

in so far as it affects Mr. Roosevelt. The point as

to him is that hardly any breach of good manners

touches so low a level of boorishness as a conspic

uous correction of another person's lapse in eti

quette. If this elevator incident is a true story, Mr.

Roosevelt's part of gentleman was poorly played.

But the story, however well it illustrates his per

sonal politeness, may not be true. Of his prepared

speech at Guildhall, however, there can be no dis

pute ; and this was the elevator incident over again,

but magnified to the dimensions of international

politeness and supplemented with an unpatriotic

spirit. Taking advantage of his opportunities

as the guest of a British city, he made an offen

sively partisan speech, which was impolite ; and in

that speech he advised the British government to

treat the people of Egypt as George III and Lord

North tried to treat the American colonies, which

was unpatriotic. Whatever opinion his admirers

may have of Mr. Roosevelt's acrobatic manners,

it is difficult to understand how those of them who

are not themselves tories can admire his toryism.

Yet it is as a tory that Mr. Roosevelt plainly re

vealed himself in his Guildhall speech—and a

tory at that of the period of George the Third.

* *

Making It Easy to Do Wrong.

One of the best of statements regarding war was

made in an Evanston church this week by a Scot

tish clergyman, the Rev. Walter Walsh of Dundee.

"I believe," he said, "that most nations, as well

as individuals, want to do right, but in the past

it has been difficult to do right and easy to do

wrong in international disputes because we had

only the machinery of wrong-doing."

* *

Mr. Taft and Socialistic Issues.

If in his Michigan speech in commemoration of

the birth of the Republican party fifty-six years

ago, President Taft intended to check the spread

of socialistic sentiment in the United States, he

went about it in a blundering way. It was pre

cisely this kind of talk about abolitionism by

Democratic statesmen in the fifties that brought

out the party whose birth Mr. Taftfs speech has

just celebrated. . More and more as the days go by

and event follows event, does it seem that Mr. Taft

may pass into history as another James Buchanan

—the last President, and a fatuous one, of

a party which began as a champion of liberty and

went to pieces in defense of slavery. And how

very like Mr. Buchanan all round Mr. Taft does

seem to be !

«

What President Taft had in mind as socialism

when in his speech he promised! the well-trained

service of the Republican party to put it down, is

not socialism; neither is it any other kind of so

cial creed. Far be it from us to accuse Mr. Taft

of intentional distortion, difficult as it is to har

monize his words with a statesman's intelligence in

this part of his speech, but his notion of socialism

is antiquated. He thinks it proposes to abol

ish private property. And the persons he

alludes to as "socialists" are not those of

socialist organizations, but those that hail

as leaders such Republicans as La Follette and

such Democrats as Bryan. In fact, however, there

is no considerable number of Americans who favor

the abolition of private property. There are not

so many now as there were when President Taft

was a boy. Except for a small number, who may

be distinguished as "communists," nobody at all

in this country favors the abolition of private prop

erty. Exerybody to whom President Taft alludes

advocates private property. Where they come in

conflict with President Taft and his plutocratic

supporters is over their opposition to private prop

erty in public property.

+

This is the crux of the whole matter with all

Mr. Taft's "socialist" adversaries—from the mild

est economic reformer to the most extreme social

ist. The differences between these arise over the

question not of private ownership of private prop

erty (they all advocate that), but of what things

fall into the category of private property. The

socialist draws this line in principle at property

which enables its owner to extort property from

producers ; and doubtless all others to whom Pres

ident Taft alludes draw the line at the same point,

though they disagree as to the particular

kinds of property that fall within the principle.

Setting the Republican party up in opposition to

this principle, President Taft proclaims it in ef

fect the champion of private property in the kinds

of property that enable the owners to extort prop

erty from producers of property.


