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lay a heavier burden of work on the modern preach-
er than his prophetic prototypes ever had to assume.
He may not be blameworthy if, in some of these re-
spects, he is lgnorant; but he certainly is blame-
worthy if he is content to remain in ignorance of
matters touching so nearly and affecting so disas-
trously the material, mental and spiritual welfare
of human beings as do the conditions and methods
and laws of our industrial society.

The article in The Public which calls forth this
reply says: “The minister of any church neglects his
duty when he refrains from condemning the sins
which are seriously Injuring society. But he is ...
out of his sphere when he defines the remedy.” This
is precisely the crux of the whole matter. If the
quotation means anything it means that as ‘“a cure
of souls” the minister may and should say “This
thou shalt not do,” but he may not and should not
say “This thou shalt do.” But to admit this i{s sim-
ply to surrender the whole significance of vital
Christianity, the whole purport ot the teachings of
Jesus and of Paul, and to revert back to the legalism
and the ineffective negations of priestliness and
Pharisaism.

Furthermore, how shall one know to condemn sins
unless he knows also what is the essence of the sin
and how to cure it by the removal of the cause? And
it he knows not how to cast out the cause, of what
avalil is his condemnation? And if he does know how
to cast it out but refrains from prescribing the cure,
is not his sick patient the victim of spiritual neglect
and culpable cowardice?

Is not the very proper procedure, in either case, for
the friends and lovers of the patient to discharge
such a spiritual physician and to bid him “hunt some
other job”?

+

But again, and finally, referring to the last quota-
tion from the article, it is not so much today the
“sins which are injuring soclety” that call for treat-
ment, as it is the sins of soclety which are injuring
individuals.

And one of these social sins, and the one into
which our ministers and churches are most prone to
fall, is precisely the individualistic philosophy and
attitude which the article in question exemplifies.
And it is for this kind of analysis, which places the
responsibility for existing evils upon individual mem-
bers, and for this kind of prescription, which seeks
the cure in individual reformation rather than in
the making of a more wholesome social environment,
that the church is condemned and deserted by those
who know that economic relations are at the basis
of all the woe as well as all the weal of humanity,
and that out of these relations must come the new
ethics, the new religion, the new revelations of God’s

will to men. LEWIS J. DUNCAN.
+ + +

The soul's dark cottage, batter’d and decay’d,
Lets in new light through chinks that Time hath
made:

Stronger by weakness, wiser men become

Asg they draw near to their eternal home,

Leaving the old, both worlds at once they view
That stand upon the threshold of the new.

—Edmund Waller.
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THE RELATION OF THE CHURCH TO
SOCIAL REFORM.*

Detroit, Mich., April 17, 1909.

I read the Rev. Mr. Hoeck’s article in The Public
of March 19, and I heartily approve of it.

As you know, I am an earnest advocate of the Sin-
gle Tax and take every proper and suitable oppor-
tunity to present it, but I have never preached it
from my pulpit, nor would I ever do so,

The pulpit is the place to deal with principles, not
policies; motives, not methods. Its business is to
arouse the conscience of men to actual sin and moral
evil, and to inspire to righteousness. But its busi-
ness is not to deal with economic, political or indus-
trial methods and policies.

As a citizen I have a perfect right to deal with
such subjects and I do so without fear or favor. But
when I am in the pulpit, I have to deal with higher
and deeper things than either methods or policies.

It the pulpit is to fulfill its highest function and
exert its greatest power, it must confine itself care-
fully to those questions of principle and -motive
about which there can be no dispute. It is not a
question of being afraid to speak the truth; it is sim-
ply a question of what kind of truth we ought to
deal with.

If any clergyman sets up a single tax church or a
socialistic church, he is certainly departing from
his mission as a messenger and minister of Jesus
Christ. Jesus Christ, by confining himself rigorously
to the religion of principle and motive and appealing
directly to the conscience, hgs given more impulse
to industrial, economic, social and every other sort
of reform than all the reformers put together that
ever existed since his day. And his ministers must
follow in his footsteps. As citizens, however, they
have the right to exercise their judgment, and for-
ward such policies and methods as recommend them-
selves to their judgment.

CHAS. D. WILLIAMS.

*A portion of a letter written by the Rt. Rev, Charles
D. Williams, Protestant-Episcopal Bishop of Michigan, to
Daniel Klefer; published in these columns with the con-
sent of Bishop Williams.

NEWS NARRATIVE

To use the reference figures of this Department for
obtaining continuous news narratives:

Observe the reference figures in any article; turn back to the page
they indicate and find there the next preceding article, on the same
subject; observe the reference figures in that article, and turn back
as before; continue until you come to the earliest article on the sub-
ject; then retrace your course through the indicated pages, reading
each article in chronological order, and you will have a continuous
news narrative of the subject from its historical beginnings to date.~
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Week ending Tuesday, May 4, 1909.

The British Budget.

Probably no national budget ever excited more
expectant interest long in advance than did the
British budget (p. 391) which Lloyd-George, the
Chancellor of the Exchequer, presented to the
Commons on the 29th, in a four hours’ speech, as
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the united proposal of the Asquith ministry, which
is now in control of the government. It was looked
forward to by radicals and conservatives alike, and
the world over as well as in Great Britain, for its
probable significance with reference to cleavages
between the progressive and the reactionary forces
in British politics in respect of questions that are
of world-wide concern. Yet it is almost impossible
to determine from the reports of the 30th in any
one American newspaper, just what the signifi-
cance of this budget may be. We shall probably
get no clear conception until the British papers
come. A reasonable guess may be made, however,
updn the basis of a comparison of several different
cable reports. .

From such a comparison we infer that the bud-
get is strongly progressive in its general tend-
ency, and markedly so in many particulars.
Among the less important details, of which the
cable reports make most, are an automobile tax,
an increased whisky and tobacco tax, a tax on
stock exchange transactions, and an increase of
the liquor license tax. The legacy and succession
taxes are heavily increased, as is also the income
tax ; but the increase in income taxes is to fall only
upon incomes that are unearned, unless they are
$15,000 or more. This purpose to inaugurate a
policy of exempting earnings is further empha-
sized by the refusal to add anything to the tax
on tea and sugar; while the corresponding policy
of taxing unearned wealth more and more heavily
is disclosed by provisions for land value taxa-
tion. In the latter respect the best hopes of the land
value taxationists seem to have been realized.
For the budget is reported to provide for a tax
of a half penny in the pound on the capitalized
value of land, irrespective of its improvements ; and
an additional 20 per cent upon the future increase
in land values. To provide a basis for this land
value tax an Imperial appraisement of land values
is to be made immediately. Benefits accruing to
owners from the termination of leases are to be
taxed 10 per cent, and there are indications in the
reports of a special land value tax on mineral de-
posits.

+

The fiscal necessity for these taxation increases
is afforded principally by demand for a stronger
navy, and by the provisions (vol. xi, pp. 444, 584)
for old age pensions. To the latter appropriations
is added an appropriation of $500,000 for govern-
ment labor exchanges, and government insurance
against loss of employment.

+ +
Vacant Land Cultivation in England.
The work of the English Vacant Land Cuitiva-

tion Society (p. 363) has been so successful dur-
ing the past season—its first—that it is appealing
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to the public for further co-operation. In a circu-
lar letter sent to the press the secretary, Mr.
Joseph Fels, thus cogently states just what co-ope-
ration is needed: y

From land-owners or their agents we solicit the
loan of unused and vacant plots of land, no matter
where, in the metropolis or country. We agree to de-
liver up such lands within seven days whenever
called upon to do so by the owners or their agents.

From seedsmen, growers, and merchants we solic-
it seeds and plants, Hoes, shovels, spades and rakes
for the use of our cultivators.

From bait-gtable proprietors we ask contributions of
manure and street sweepings.

From those able and willing to subscribe money
in large or small amounts we solicit donations, on
the assurance that none will go in usual charity, but
to provide opportunity for the heads of poor families
to grow their own food by their own work, with-
out any stigma attaching to them: of receiving
alms.

+ +
The Tariff in Congress.

On the 30th the Senate finance committee’s
substitute for the Payne tariff (p. 419) bill’s
maximum and minimum rates, was reported into
the Senate by the chairman of the committee, Sen-
ator Aldrich. This substitute puts in effect after
March 31, 1910, a maximum provision for an ad-
ditional 25 per cent ad valorem on all of the rates
of the Senate bill, and then gives to the President
the power to apply the minimum rates to any coun-
try or section of a country by proclamation. It
provides for a duty of 5 cents on coffee and 10
cents on tea imported from countries to which the
maximum rates are applied. The section also gives
the President 'the power to employ a tariff com-
mission for the purpose'of gathering information
only. The Senate’s retaliatory provision is prac-
tically a reversal of that originally placed in the
Payme bill. Instead of the maximum rates apply-
ing automatically against a country which diserim-
inates in its tdriff laws against the products of the
United States, the finance committee’s substitute
makes the maximum rates applicable to all coun-
tries after March 31, 1910, and then gives the
President the power to apply the minimum rates
to those countries which give the United States
equal concessions with other countries. But the
President must, in his proclamation, declare that
the country which is favored with the minimum
rates does not impose any terms or restrictions,
either in the way of tariff rates or trade or other
regulations, directly or indirectly, upon the sale or
importation into that country of any product of
the United States. This, in effect, is the require-
ment which was in the House bill. In addition,
the Senate provision requires that a country, in or-
der to receive the minimum rates of the American
tariff, cannot impose any export bounty or prohibi-
tion upon the exportation of any article to the
United States which unduly discriminates against



