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Is there any reason why a man
living in the twentieth century
should look back upon some period
of the past’ and declare that it was
more wonderful, more intelligent,
more ‘agreeable in the eclements of
civilized life? Time was when such
a wistful and humbly admiring ret-
rospect was natural enough and had
much justificatioy European civili-
zation was undeniably inferior to the
civilization which left such a mag-
nificent record im the ancient world.
Worship of a sort was indeed well
bestowed upom the glory that was
Greece and npon the power awd or-
ganization of elegant, rich, imperial
Rome. Life bad fallem from that
high level, had descended to the very
depths, and was rising orce again,
uncertainly and painfully, with the
Greek-Roman “golden age” as the
visioned geal of wisdom, virtue and
happiness. ¥n the eighteenth cex-
tury, let us say, Paganm classicism
and humanism appeared to the few
whe cared—the few in whese sight
the claims of cnlture were important
—as something ideal toward which
men, after the lapse of lost centu-
ries that had indeed beem worse
than wasted, might look up witk
emulation. Classie times had been
the best times. The brightest song
and story of wmankind—the most
puissant achievements, the most
splendid dreams—lay in the past.
There had been mprovement within
the span of five centuries; but there
had beem a startling retrogression
within the span of fifieem cemturies.

Tt is that eighteenth century
when the cultured wminority gave
worship te the classic ancient world
—that eighteemth century when it
was mecessary te look backward to
man’s greatest period—which H. L.
Mencken mew. i this third decade
of the twentieth century, acclaims
as the best amd most admirable of
centuries. He places it above the
presemt time, 25 greater and more
worthy of admiration. Like the
thinkers of his favorite eentury, he
feels that man kaz wandered from
the ideal er fallem from a once
higher estate—but eertainly with not
the same reason. It is alse to be

remarked that the leaders of thought
and culture in the eighteenth cen-
tury, while they drew inspiration
from Greece and Rome and recog-
nized the superiority of the ancient
world, were inspired too by a new,

| an emergent philosophy of progress:

and while %t was beyond human
powers for them teo have a full pre-
phetic vistom of the modern world
we live in, this world would have
been hailed by them as a dazzling
realization of their wish for prog-
ress and as imcomparably more to
be wondered at amd admired than
the Pagan werld which then rep-
resented the best mankind had
known. Mencken’s cheice of cen-
turies is that cemtwry which, looking
across the darkmess of the Middle
Ages at the spacious, sumlit bril-
liance of a former day, was begin-
ning to see more clearly in the
rising dawn of a new day—the new
day of modernism. The Pagan civ-
ilization at its meridian was cer-
tainly greater than the modern eiv-
ilization at its dawn; but this second
dawn was followed by an immensely
more enlightened and powerful day.
By 1850, suggests Joseph McCabe,
Europe had reached a level of civ-
ilization equal to that of the an-
cient world. In 1750, the recovery
from medievalism was not complete
—-civilization was below the Greek-
Roman standards. In 1929, we have
the greatest civilization in history,
with a scientific culture never known
before, and creatively working to-
ward 2 still greater future,

In fact, the importance of the
eighteenth century lies in its partial
suggestion of what has been so fully
and richly achieved in this twenti-
eth century. It was a century of
beginnings, of destroying old things
and clearing the ground for modern-
ism, ef liberating the energies and
aspirations of men so that far
greater things might be. To say
that thke eighteenth century (the
dawn of modernism) is the most
admirable of all centuries is equiva-
lent to saying that the twentieth
century (the meridian of modern-
ism) is mot so great as the ideals
which # has so triumphantly ful-
filled; that the completed work, ag
it were, is not so fime as the sug-
gestion of that weork; that ‘the-build-
ing is less tham the foundatiom. It
is a logical impossibility to exalt
the eighteenth century in deroga-
tion of the twentieth cemntury, be-
cause the latter is the grand justi-
fication of the spirit that distin-
guished the former.
tion for the ome century can only
be felt as a reflection of our greater
admiration fer the century which

Our admira-|

it in some degree foreshadewed. If
the thinkers of the eighteenth cene
tury were right and therefore to be
admired, then this modern civilization
which has embodied their vision and
corrected it and expanded it is ob-
viously ' deserving of more, mot less,
praise. .

We should bear in mind also that
the ideals of a few intellectual lead-
ers of the eighteenth century are
not te be takem as representative of
the conditiens of life and.generally
the comdition of the spirit and cul-
ture of mankind im that century.
It was the glory of these few that
they protested with courage and per-
sistency against the crying abuses of
their century. Voltaire, for example,
was a great figure of the eighteenth
century—why? Because he derounced
the intolerance of that century, its
slavish Catholicism, its inhumanity
and imjustice, its neglect of civilized
ideals. ¥ we consider France as
the great enlightener of Europe in
the eighteenth century, we find that
its educating and liberating influ-
ence was not crowmed with triumph
until toward the end of the century.
It is to be remembered, however,
that England, while socially and
politically it was riddem by grave
abuses, enjoyed an atmosphere of
liberalism considerably more favor-
able than that of France, where it
was a crime to demand what Eng-
lishmen familiarly cherished as
rights. Yet in England, in the
closing days of the eighteenth cen-
tury, booksellers were imprisoned for
the sale of Thomas Paine’s Age of
Reason, politieal corruption and op-
pression were motorious, and Chris-
tian superstition (though not the
vicious intolerance of medieval Ca-
tholicism) was supreme over the
thoughts of men. It is in France
of the eighteenth century that we
observe despotism both of Church
and State at its worst, and # was
precisely the greatness of thinkers
in .that cemtury to challenge that
despotism and to hail a new era of
modern liberty and knowledge.

Assuredly we must admire the
eighteenth century at its best—that
is to say, in those respects wherein
it most daringly suggested the spirit
which has reached such glorious
maturity in this twentieth century.
In fairly bestowed praise of the
eighteenth century—its idealistic,
revolutionary spirit, its crusade
against intolerance and declaration
of the. rights of man—in praise,
mareover, which ‘is bestowed upon
the” thoughtful few who led the great
movement to free their enslaved, op-
pressed age, I shall be in whole-
hearted accord with anything Men-

.mistaken; then they did harm rather

cken may say..' I imsist only that
it should be thoroughly understood
that our praise i due not to the
econditions of life. nor genmerally to
the level of ht or the sum of
culture im that age, but rather to
the men whe were gallantly ahead
of their time.

Today we admire Voltaire; we
honor him fully as a prophet of
the modern spirit; but in the eight-
eenth century, ‘while he had honor
and triumph toq, his life was one
long struggle with persecution. His
books were burned; he was forced
into exile; he waged war upon the
most formidable powers, the most in-
famous amd dangerous foes, of his
time. Did Voltaire think that his
century was civilized? On the con-
trary, he compared it  unfavorably
to the civilization of China. He
demounced his century as base, slav-
ish, cruel, uncivilized—save in that
hopeful spirit, that bold and difficult
protest, of the minority which prom-
ised relief from the evils of the age.
When we think of the greatness of
the eighteenth cthury, we think of
Voltaire; and that should sufficiently
warn us against the error of ideal-
izing the society imn which Voltaire
lived; he was great as the liberator
of his age or rather the prophet
of the coming age; his century is
significant because it was a century
of revolt—sadly, desperately needed
revolt against intolerable evils.

What, then, does Mencken intend
by saying that the eighteenth cen-!
tury was greater than all others and:
that we should today bow to it in:
proper humility? His statement:
would be self-contradictory if it}
meant merely that the eighteenth!
century was great because a few men
struggled against the evils for which
that century was ignobly notable and
from which we are free today. It
is impossible to pay intelligible, con-
sistent tribute to the eighteenth cen-
tury in this respect and at the same
time speak of the inferiority of the
present century. For if our century
is inferior then the eighteenth cen-
tury was wrong and-was the inspira-
tion of a retrogrgssive instead of a
progressive moverdent in hjstory. |

Is our democratic society so much
worse and poorer than thes feudal,
monarch-ridden society of eighteenth
century France? . Then the French
Revolutionists—the proclaimers - of
the rights of man—were egregiously

than good; then they serve to illus-
trate the error vather than the
greatness of their age.

Is our twentietk éentury freedom
from religious superstition and tol-
erance a sign of ogur inferiority to

the eighteenth century, when medi-larticle in The American Freeman):

evalism still was in power and Vol-
taire’s slogan was “Crush the in-
famy”? Then WVoltaire and Diderot
and their brave fellows were en-
snared by a monstrous delusion, they
were remarkably misled in their
mighty ecrusade, they were not so
great as we had thought nor was
their century honored, but rather
dishonored, by them. '

Is our scientific culture a poor
thing, not to be admired in contrast

with the almost primitive material
culture of eighteenth century
France? Then the pioneers of

science im the eighteenth century,
and in the nineteenth century as
well, were not benefactors of man-
kind but were plotters against the
best interests of the race.

Actually these are feolish sugges-
tions and Mencken would not be so
reckless as to affirm them; yet it
seems clear enough that they follow
logically upon the statement that
the eighfeenth century is most de-
servedly to be called great among
the centuries. That statement must
mean that the eighteenth century
was preeminent in certain respects
—that it was definitely, not vaguely,
great—that its superiority can be
shown in convincing catalogue and
description. It is therefore right
that we ask in what réspects was

this century better or greater or
more admirable than the present
century.

It is an amazin

g statemeht, surely,
that Mencken makes
lenges comparison. Would he say
that the century of his choice was
greater in government? Or wag it
greater in productive ability, in the
comforts of life, in the organization
of labor and trade? Or was
higher in its moral, intellectual, cul-
tural  standards? Was  thought
freer and culture richer and general
intelligence higher in the eighteenth
century than they are now? Was
life more interesting then than now?
Was life safer then than now?
Were education, law, medicine, sani-
tation, and the other arts and
sciences of human life more intelli-
gently conceived and practiced then
than they are today?

These are factors of the highest
importance in civilized life. These
are measures of greatness which we
must apply to the eighteenth century
in testing Mencken’s large-—truly as.
tonishing—claim. To indicate how
astonishing this claim is let me
quote, as an impressive text for my
remarks on a century which T ad-
mire (but judiciously), these lines
by Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes (How
Capitalism Developed, a forthcoming

and so it chal-'m

it 7

.. - . In the middle of the eighteenth
century modern society bore little re-
semblance to the state of culture which
today exists im the more advanced
European areas. Intellectual life had
advanced little if any beyond the state
which it had reached with the Attic
amd Hellenistie Greeks before the
Christian era, and material culture had
not been transformed in its major
outlines since the dawn of written his-
tory. Even the Lake Dwellers of
Switzerland and Northern eItaly, who
lived verhaps ten thousand years ago,
possessed much the same industrial
technique as that which existed in
Western Europe in the midde of the
eighteenth century. Most types of
domesticated animatls, the chief fruits
and cereals, and many aspects of manu-
facturing technique, parti®ularly in the
textile industry, had been widely known
and utilized in the Neolithic Age. The
two outstanding improvements in ma-
terial culture since the Stone Age had
been the art of utilizing metals and
the development of the science and art
of navigation. There is no doubt that
Voltaire or Thomas Jefferson would
have been more at home in the mate-

.rial culture of predynastic Egypt than

they would be today in Paris er New
York City. ’

Dr. Barnes is writing chiefly of
material culture, which 1 shall cer-
tainly and rightly emphasize in
drawing a comparison between the
eighteenth century and the present
time. This material culture is, after
all, simply the science and art of
managing the business of life: and
the extent to which this art and

science iz developed, its skill and

rights—as a test, admittedly. sesis
ous, of greatness. To begin with,
despotic ‘monarchy was enthroned
over practically the whole of Europe.
Kings claimed to rule by divime
right, Certainly, their rule, whether
humanly or divinely upheld, was for-
cible enough and reckless and umn-
scrupulous, At the end of the cen~
tury monarchy had a bloody cols
lapse in France; but throughout the
century it worked its will—its crazy
and cruel will, for it is exact to
ascribe to it both these qualities—
and it is this sert of government
which we must consider in describ=
ing the life of the eighteenth ecen~
tury. Moreover, during the greater
part of the century there was ne
marked movement against monarchy.
Intolerable conditions of serfdom, the
utter mismanagement of government,
and the slowly penetrating and
spreading germs of new ideas would
in time bring their catastrophic yet
liberating result: but meanwhile
there was perforce submission te &
tyranny as bad as, not worse tham,
any to be found in the historieal
record.

Now, the monarchy that sat i
fancied security on its throme in the
eighteenth (and that was secure
enough to the very last) was met
merely evil in principle. Tt was net
merely that the rule of one man over
a nation was an outrage to the sensg

variety and accustomed  use, is alof justice and humanity—an outrage,

vital test of the degree of civiliza-, for that matteér,

tion.

praise, that in the eighteenth cen-
tury “material culture had not been
vansformed in its major outlines
ince the dawn of written history.”
And in less than two centuries the
culture of the race hags
been marvelously revolutionized,
transformed. expanded beyond the
utmost imagination of. the eighteenth
century: in a word, our century is
enriched by a scientific culture that
in two centuries has exceeded by
infinite degrees and varieties the
total culture of the race for thou-
sands of years. But it is not only
in the industrial and mechanical
progress. of our age that we are
superior to the eighteenth century.
Giving that kind of progress its full
importance, we have also to see how
our social, political, and intellectual
life is advanced beyond that which
Voltaire knew—to see how wide has
been the sweep of progress.
11

Tt will be simple to take first the
state of government in the eighteenth
century, as well as the tyranny of
social life—the forms of class rule
and the attitude toward human

to common sense.

It is significant, as a com-iIt was, further, an inefficient and
ntary upon Mencken’s extravagant | ignorant monarchy.

There is in all
Aistory perhaps no more glaring
record of mismanagement than that
in France during this “great?
eighteenth century. The country wag
| denuded and impoverished to supe
ply money for ths idle and senselesa
extravagance of the monarch, Court
{life was a species of malignant para«
sitism. Money was raised anyhow,
by reckless loans and taxes, and
thrown away with the abandoned
spirit of licentious folly. From the
king down through.all his officials
and parasites, corruption was rife.
Even as an unjust business, the gov-
ernment was run as badly, as care-
lessly, as any business imaginably
could be run. Its splendor was in-
deed the splendor of fools, incompe-
tents, and vandals. The king, and
all his train were apparently bent
on destroying the nation.

But the evils of monarchy were
not only financial. The king.had
power of life and death over his
subjects. Secretly he (or courtiers
who could gain his ear) might im-
prison anyone in the Bastille, usher

[Please turn to page three

Can People Be
-~ Made Good
by Law? .
L. M./ Birkhead

fCopyright. 1929, Haldeman-Julivs Co.]

Hew to make people good—this is
the problem of an increasing num-
ber of people in ~America. (It is
the problem of appreximately one
hundred percent of my profession.)
We call them reformers and uplift-
ers. They assume the responsibility
of saving all of us from moral evil.
They feel that it is their divinely
imposed duty to do ws good. Their
attitude is ome of moral superiority
—-*a holier than thou attitude,” it
ts. They prepose to make us over
according to their own pattern of
goodness.

The weary weight of all the

moral evil of the world rests heavily
upon the shoulders of these moral
saviors. Moeral evil to them is mot
merely such anti-social behavior as
murder, theft, prostitution ard
drunkenness, but, also, social drink-
ne, card-playing, theater-going,
reading “unclean books,” seeing risque
plays, teaching evolution, doubting
the Bible, and thinking and express-
ing “dangerous” opinions.
" These uplifters and woral saviers
of mankind feel themselves the sole
custodians of truth, righteousness,
morality and patriotie loyalty. This
belief in their own righteousness im-
pel§ them to feel that it is_their
duty to do us geod, and so they
busy themselves “being right and
doing geod.” They are suffering
from what one of our popular wri-
ters has called the “something-must-
be-dene-about-it complex.” A cartoon
was published in one of our national
weeklies the other day. It portrayed
one of these uplifters
solemn face, marching in a .pparade
and carrying a banner entitled “Ev-
erything is an outrage and some-
thing must be done about it.”

We are all familiar with the peo-
ple who are suffering from this
‘semething-must-be-done-about-it-com-
tlex.” As a matter of fact, most
wvery American citizen is somewhat
f a reformer. It is almost impos-
thle now to find anyone who doesn’t
tlong to some kind of a reform or

!

with a long,|

uplift organization. The number of
uplift committees amd organizations
has increased phenomenally in Amer-
ica im recent ‘years. About every
other person you see on the streets
or highways, is an wuplifter. He
looks Dbelligerent, determined and
half angry, and you know that he
is seriously going about his purpose
of doing good. If Thoreau could
say in his day that the profession
of doing good was overcrowded, what
superlatives would adequately ex-
press the situatiom in our time?

We read in the dgily papers and
the magazines regularly of the ac-
tivities of these various uplift or-
ganizations. Their names are fa-
miliar te everyone. When referm
or uplift work is discussed, there
comes to one’s mind right off the
Anti-Saloon League, the Methodist
Board of Temperance and Public
Morals, the W. C. T. U, the D. A.
R., the Lord’s Day Alliance, the Ku
Klux Klan, the Anti-Cigarette
League, the Bible Crusaders, the
Clean Book League, the American
Legion, et cetera. The very names
of these organizations are significant
of the direction in whick we are
going. I am not surprised that omne
of our national kamanists has re-
cently wuttered his protest against
the uplift movements, with the ex-
clamation that it wom’t be long new
before the reformers will be telling
us that nine-tenths of the crimes
are caused by drinking coffee and
chewing gum. (As far as I am
personally concerned, I am ready
now to join with Dr. Glenn Framk,
President of the University of Wis-
consin, in his “referm to end re-
forms.”)

The motto of these uplift meve-
ments seems to be “Thou shalt met
do what 1 cannot do, or dare not
do.” They propese to make the
conscience of a few narrow-minded,
puritanical individuals the comscience
of all of us. Just here I ought to
say, I think, that I do not question
the altruistic impulses of “these up-
lifters with panaceas,” but I do

The most of the refermers are sin-
cere; that makes them all the more
dangerous.

The most menacing aspect of all of
these uphift and reformm mevements
ig the loss of confidence on the part
of the uplifters and reformers in
moral suasion—hence their resort to
salvation by legislation. They have
great faith in legislation as a mana-

cea. First of all, they have ‘been

alarmed by the “evils” of our time,
and their immediate exclamation is
“Something ought to be done!”
When they cast about for a method
of action against these “evils” they
begin to shout that expression fa-
miliar to all of us now, “There
ought to be a law!”

Our own time is not the first
period m the history of the world
when there were leaders who thought
that people could be made good by
law. A fourteenth century English
king, for instance, tried to regulate
the amount and kind of food that
his subjects should eat. Familiar to
aH of us are the so-called “Blue
Laws” of colonial New England,
which forbade kissing on Sunday,
running om the Sabbath day, walk-
ing, except reverently to and from
meeting, et cetera.

The difference is that whereas only
a few government. authorities for-
merly believed that legislation could
cure widespread evils, now most
everyone believes in salvation by leg-
islation. Uplifters believe that by
making laws, they can make all of
us better. They have great faith
in the power of the government to
save us by legislation from the con-
sequences of our gwn sins and fol-
lies. They look upon the govern-
ment, to use an expression of the
late Senator Beveridge, “as an om-
nipotent and omniscient being which
can do everything—stop all evil, give
all good, make everybody prosper-
ous, happy and righteous.” These
uplifters are mot content merely to
have moral scruples, but they also
propose to put their moral scruples
on the statute books. They intend
to force their own doctrines om
others by law. They have am ambi-
tious plan, which is to regulate
every phase of human life by law—
food, clothes, religion, morals, habits,
customs, opinions, and polities. And,
if they have their way, they will
make us all “goose-step.” They will
put human conduct and ' human
thought into what ome of our states-
men has called “statutory strait-

question the wisdom of their move-|jackets.”
ments, and, especially, their methods. |

Omne of the surprising character-
istics of eur generation is that even
the most ardent Diogenes couldn’t
find a persom who didn’t believe
that some kind of a law or other
ought to be passed. One of ounr
editors has written that “Everybody
says that this country has too many
laws, yet every man thinks that he
knows of a law that ought to be
passed.” And, because of this wide-

spread and almost universal belief

Reproduced 2008 by Bank

of salvation by legislation, we have
had quantity production in legisla-
tion. )

“Excessive law=making is the chief

That I'm sure that our lives must be
without flaws.

But just now there is beginning
to dawn on some of us a skepticism

political characteristic of our time”,
is the statement ¢ one of the most!
thoughtful students of our genera-|
tion. One of our s.utistical wits has
figured out that we have 32,647,389
laws in Awmerica. We have, in other
words, what one of our former cour-
ageous United States Senators called,
“a plague of laws.”

Right here; let me set down the!
faet that I believe in the importance
of law. I recognize that our laws
are what one of our sociologists has
called “the sum of secular rules for
social contrel.” Certainly, a mini-
mum amount of legislation is neces-
sary. When I read a book like Flor-
ence Kelly’s “Some FEthical Gains
Through Legislation,” I am con-
vinced of the necessity of a mini-
mum amount of régulatory legis-
lation. I ecan see ‘that legislation
does help in many instances. We
have to be protected against harm!
from others. We have to be shielded
from anti-social conduct on the part
of the maladjusted.

But one of the greatest needs of
our time is a recognition of the limi-
tations of the accomplishments of
legislation. All legislation is not
useless or harmful; it has its place
in our complex civilization. But we
must not expect very wmuch help
from our legislative bodies. Spinoza
said that “he alone knows what law
can do who clearly sees what it
cannot do.” That point of view does
not very. generally prevail as yet in
America. We 'still have the faith
that we can “bring ir% the millennium
by the ears.” That is the main rea-
son why “our statute books are the
records of our aspirations rather
than our achievements.” TUplifters
are the last people to recognize the
limitations of legislation.  They
firmly believe that people can be
made good by force. They are the
advocates of the ‘whipping post, and
they are the onés who quote most
frequently, “spare the rod and spoil
the child.” One day, after a particu-
larly searching discourse, Dr. Keats
of Eton shouted at the boys, “Boys,
if you are mot pure in heart, I'll
flog you!”

Tf such a faith in legislation were
justified, the Uniskd States would be

one of the sr;psi‘.'{perfect countries

on’ the globe. .

Our books are s3 fwdl of a number of
Iaws, _?-

::; e ——L W
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of Wisdom

with respect to the value of the leg-
islative efforts of our reformers.
The fundamental questions of human
happiness and decency are not much
affected by our numerovs lzws.
“There is no act of Parliament t
I should be happy” Thomas Car
shouted to his contemporaries.

Samuel Johnson, who lived in t}
eighteenth century, had a genuine
understanding of the limitaticns of

S
legislation then,

governments and

He wrote—

How small of 2all that human hearts
endure,

That part which laws or Lings ecan
cure!

T have written at length about
most obnoxious and objectionable

method of the uplifters. Practic-
ally all of their efforts to do us good
are of a threatening and coercive
character. There are even threats
in their moral advice and preaching.
They would bluff us into being good.

But why must something be done
about everything that is supposed to
be wrong with humanity? Why must
we always “go about doing good?”
It is possible that Lao-tze, the Chi-
nese philosopher of twenty-five hun-
dred years ago, was right when he
said, “Do mnothing and everything
will be accomplished.” If we cannot
subseribe wholly to his gospel of
pacifism and inactivity, at least, we
can subscribe in part to it.

Why is it that we want to do. good
to people anyway? What is back of
our altruistie impulses to uplift
others? Why do we want to cemsor
the conduct of other people? Why
do we want to dictate to others the
thoughts that they should think, and
the books that they should _read?
Why uplifters and reformers any-
way? I do not know.. I have no
ready answer to these questions.
There are, however, some interesting
and suggestive speculations. The
new psychology has given us some
illuminating answers to these hard
questions.

Tt is a fundamental human trait
to love to lord it over others. Many
of us suffer from an inferiority com-
plex, and we envy those who are
superior to us. We envy those who
are happy, but not happy in our
own way. Dr’ Samuel D. Schmall-
hausen, in his recent -challenging
book “Why We Misbehave,” puts it
in this fashion: )

€an you imagine a moere reliable

, LLC

source of self-importance than playing | to

the role of censor? The melodramatic
thrill of moral superiority is the most
exquisite kind of sadistic delight.

To !
‘

regulate and restrict
dweller’s life by law.
It is buman to be bigoted and in«

sit in judgment: that pose suits human|tolerant and to he malicicus, so some

nature beauntifully. To find scapegoats
for one’s moral viciousness is the most
interesting of pastimes. Those
have suffered deprivation and frustra-
tion cannot be counted on to bes g
e€rous. 1 g

uplifte

ausen writes:

31 icance! That’s the
and end-all human yearning
among a race of humans who are
vledged to do every incredible thing
in their power to keep their fellow
men from being unigue. The search

for distinction, the guest for prestige,
the desire for dominance run very deep

in human nature.
. Why does the Catholic hate the
Protestant? Why do Christian insti-

tutions of learning bar the Jew? Why
does the white man despise the black
man? Why do the rich feel superior
to the poor? Why does an ignoramus
enjoy jokes about the highbrow? Why
does a Puritan find a special zest in
tormenting a Hester Prynne? Why do
Socialist comrades devote themselves
so mercilessly ‘to criticizing one
other? Why, in short, is every situa-
tion in life made use of to set people
off against one another? Thoungh the
answer to these questions involves
economic and social factors, the ulti-
mate essence lies in certain perversions
and vathologies of human nature, say
what you will. .

Half the cruelty of man’s inhuman-
ity to man (and to woman) is expli-
cable in terms of that unbearable per-
sonal inadequacy which must at all
costs be screened from self-conscious-
ness by the development of mutually
exclusive loyalties that feed this im-
pulse to differentiation.

Hate is the most universal dramatic
means of setting people off from one
another with the satisfying comsequence
that they can feel superior to all those
whom they hate.

an-

Another answer that the mew psy-
chologists give to the question of
“why uplifters?” is that the reform
movements are due to the suppressed
sexual desires of the uplifters. Many
of the uplifters are maladjusted sex-
ually. They do not enjoy a normal,
healthy, and- wholesome sex life, and
so they give expression to their mal-
adjustments in reform and wuplift-
me,

There are- some who claim that
about all of our reform movements
are due to the country dweller’s envy
of the city man. The rustic cannot
understand the complexities of the
urbanite’s life. He is jealous of the
rich and varied life which the city
dweller enjoys, and so he seeks to
de geod te tke city man by trying

I psychologists tell ws.
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copy of the Ten Commandments om
the walls of every school room in
every important city of America (the
city being the sources of vice and
evil), that then his organization
would disband. Long since, it hag
been announced by ihis particular
national reform society that its pur-
pose was accomplished, but did this
uplift organization dishand? No! It
has Iooked about for -other evils to
save us from. reform erw
ganization gets under way, it is al-

Once 2

One of the most interesting an-
swers to this question “why uplift-
ing?” is that of James M. Cain in
a recent article in The Americon
Mercury, entitled “The Pathology of
Service.” Reformers and uplifters
are to be explained in terms of what
the Freudian psychologists -call ex-
hibitionism. Uplifting has its roots
in the appetite for drama, Mr. Cain
says. The uplifter wants to show
off. His life is dull and he seeks
escape from boredom in the dra-
matic. He “yearns to shine before
his fellows and himself, to play a
role which is heroic; unconsciously
he seeks an escape from the mean-
ness of ‘his everyday existence.”

The lustful satisfaction which he
gets out of his labors, a satisfaction

out of all proportion to anything they
bring forth, is a matter of commor

comment [Mr. Cain says]. Take, for
instance, the manner in which the
“Servist” goes about his work. He is

forever holding meetings, parades, and.
demonstrations, and for all these he
provides badges, banners, and slogamns.
All -this bears a suspicious resem-
blance to a college football gam:

which is also marked by badges, bank
ners, and Slogans, i. e., yells, and which
is so transparently ‘an effort on the ,
part of the many to dramatize them-/

selves by seeking identity with the
heroic few that it needs no detailed
discussion. When the Servist

invariably uses whoops and noise; he
lays himself open to the suspicion that
improving the world is not his enly

EPlease turn to page three
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" To Mississippi, Grant was left to
faos what seemed to him the most
i nt problem presemted by
mg, If this formidably en-
tyanched city were taken, the Con-
fegerates would be completely routed
gleng the great river. All along
Grant had thonght the war should
be first wen m the west and that
the Confederacy should be cut in
two,  He had kept steadily at this
objective, The railway commmnica-
tiops in the Somth had been badly
damaged, Saving Vicksburg, they
had Deen foreed to relinquish their
hold on the Mississippi. This cam-
paign showed Grant’s patience and
persistence—his determination rot to
turn back nor let go—at its best. It
began in- the fall of 1862 and was
not successful until the summer of
1868—-nearly a year of wretched dif-
fieulties, repeated failures, impessi-
ble plans and attempts, and finally
the problem—a problem, after all, of
$!Iﬂ$portaﬁnn—-aﬂved.

Tor Vicksburg was by nature all
but impregnable. It stood on a bluff
two hundred feet high, befere which
(on the west bank) the river made
a sweeping curve, with low inaccessi-
ble ground in front. North was the
Yazoo river and a tangle of creeks
and swampy land; to the east was a
difficult country of ravines and hills,
It wag finally seen to be necessary
te attack Vicksburg from the south.
One plan that had failed was for
Shermar 4o transport men up the
Yazes river, and for Grant to go
areund and attack from the east;
but the two bodies of the army, thus
separated, could not work together;
the ohstacles of nature were too
great; and a daring Confederate
vaid was made on Grant’s base of
supplies at Holly Springs. Sher-
yasn made his attack, a hopeless
ome, and lost about two thousand
wen.  Another scheme was that of
Breaking down a levee that separ-
ated the Mississippi from a tribm-
tary of the Yazoo, so that the Sooded
inland waters might enable the
traops to be taken by steamers within
‘styiling distance of Vicksburg. It
sscims at best to have been a des-
perate scheme, and in any event it
failed when the steamers could not

-around in,

pass Fort Pemberton, an .outlying
pratection for Vicksbugg and a long
way, t06, frem the 1attB goal. Again,
“On one occasion Porter’s vessels
[Admiral Porter, commanding the
naval forces that cooperated with
Grant] get tangled up im a bayou
that was too narrew for them to turn
and then Porter found
that tke Confederates had cut down
trees so that they ‘would fall across
the stream and stop his progress.
While he was considering this state

1of affairs a Confedérate regiment

appeared in the swamp and after
that it was as much as a man’s life
was worth to be séen on the decks of
the vessels. Porter began to back
his gunboats slowly downmstream, but
he soon discovered, to his chagrin
that the enemy had felled trees inm
his rear, too. It seemed to be all
over with the navy. DPerter was
about to°blow up his boats and try
to escape when Sherman’s troops
arrived unexpectedly on the squashy
banks of the creed. They dreve off
the Confederates, but it took three
days to r:ise the trees from the
stream so *the gunboats could gin-
gerly back out.”

In the North the Vicksburg cam-
paign was condemned as a disas-
trous undertaking. But Grant hung
on. Tt being evidently omt of the
question to run past the Vicksburg
bdtteries, by way of the river, the
army was moved te the west bank
of the Mississippi. A canal was
begun, to cut through the low land
of the curve and through which the
army could be taken below Vicks-
bhurg on steamers and then across
the river to the southern side of the
city; but a flood destroyed that at-
tempt; to make things worse, there
came a smallpox epidemic and con-
ditions in camp were terrible; still
Grant was determined to find some
way into Vicksburg. It was abso-
lutely essential that steamers should
be got to a point on the river below
Vicksburg, so that they could be
used in ferrying the troops aeross.
Finally it was agreed to try runm-
ning the gunboats and some steam-
ers past the formidable batteries;

‘the steamers were in charge only of

small crews and bales of hay and
cotton piled on the decks and barges
tied to the sides for protection. Even
50, ane steamer was set on fire and
lost as at night the boats made their
way, under the guns of Vicksburg,
which were fired in the glare made
by houses that the Confederates
burned for the purpose. -

" .And now Grant’s way was clear:
that iz te say, he conld put his army
on the east bank of the river and
use the one practicable approach to
Vicksburg—from the south. There
was, of course, the consideration of

what the enems; would be" doingéhad suﬁ"ered’frcm a famine, as the! tions at Cold Harbor was undsubt-

meanwhile. Grant could only move!
his men across the river slowly.|
The Confederates, -under Genel'al"
Pemberton, could have prevented his|
l4nding under the circumstances;;

from all other directions the city]

Tennessee river and all the railroads

were held by the rvebels. Grant., by

federate battery commanding

'edly a blunder;
. impossible
the way, got undeserved credit for
relieving this famine; as a matter
of fact, the plan to capture the Con-|

it was a hop:zless,
attemptk the soldiers
knew it and’ before entering into
action fastened =slips of paper to
their. ﬂ:hes, on which were written

the | their names and home addresses. In

was perfectly safe; but again Grant'river and bring in food by this route | oné hour at Cold Harbor the Unien

fortunately faced a general of poor:had been agreed upon before Grant’s,loss was seven thousand men.

judgment and decision—who oblig-;

arrival.

De-

Rosecrans, the general in!spite the intense longing for the war

ingly ‘gave him plenty of time ‘to{command at Chattanooga, was notito end, the bloodiness-of the Wilder-

trausfer his men from one side of
the river to the other: and who, for
a week while Grant had only 30,000
men on the east bank and he, Pem-
berton, had 42,600 men, had not
enough aggressiveness to move on
the Union position. ,

Pemberton neglected to move until
Grant had an equal force, well or-
ganized and ready for battle.. Then
he left the city and joined battle,
with only a part of his army, and
was driven back. General Joseph
E. Johnston, with 12,000 rebels, was
too late to unite his force with that
of Pemberton. He was at Jackson,
forty miles east, with Grant between
him and Vicksburg. In this situa-
tion Grant moved quickly. “He fought
Pemberton with his left hand and
defeated him, while with his right
hand he struck at Johnston and
dreve him out of the state capital.
Then he turned to face Pemberton
again, but the Confederate comman-
der had retired behind the defenses
of Vicksburg . . . In nineteen days
after the crossing of the river
Grant marched one hundred and
eighty miles, fought and won five
battles and captured 6,000 prisoners
and nearly a hundred pieces of ar-
tillery and during this time
he was in a hostile country, without
a base of supplies or a line of com-
munications. For ten days the War
Department did not hear from him
at all.,”

Now Grant had Vicksburg at his
mercy. He was unsuccessful, how-
ever, in fighting a way into the
city. He was reduced to the wait-
ing tactics of a siege, lasting more
than a month. On July 4, 1863, the
Confederate army surrendered: 31,
600 prisomers were taken, one hun-
dred and seventy-two cannon, and
sixty thousand muskets. It was
truly a stupendous victory and a

severe blow at the South—and it
made Grant’s fame and power as
impregnable as Vicksburg had

seemed to be. At once Lincoln
made him a major-general in the
regular army.

Grant, with his wife and children,
passed a quiet two months in Vicks-
burg. In October he took personal
charge of the army at Chattanooga,
where the Union troops had been
themeelves besieged after the defeat
in the battle of Chickamauga. They
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lieutenant-general

as favored by fortune as, for ex-jness campaign

ample, “rant undoubtedly was: by!

telegraph Grant relieved him from“’f

(as it was called)
provoked the title of “Grant the
Butcher.” 1In six weeks Grant had

command, appointing , Gen.. Thomas;lost (killed, wounded and missing}

to succeed him—axd the famine that: 54,926 men.

Hiz loss almost equaled

he apparently &uld “not overcome the strength of Lee’s entire army.

was the reason’ for his

removal; ! Grant
yet, unknown to Grant, the prob-!double the strength of Lee.

started the campaign with
Fight-

lem had already been solved and!ing on the offensive, naturslly. he

neither by ‘Rosecrans ner Thomas: lost more men.

but by - Brigadier-General W,

Smith, chief of -engineers.-

But reinforcements

F. came steadily to him, while Lee had
Credit, . scarcely any more mem to draw

blame, responsibility are not always!from and was able but poerly to
what they appear on the surface:!supply his army with food: it was

the idea that responsibility, either a ragged. dwindling little army 'of

for success or failure, lies fairly and:

squarely at the top is an old fallacy.
As an instance,” the dramatic and
brilliantly saccessful battle of Mis-
sionary Ridge was not planned by
Grant.
at the bottom and up the side of the
mountain; and Grant’s orders were
merely to take the lime of trenches
at the base of the mountain. But
the soldiers, spontaneously carried
on by the flush of victory, went on
up the slope and turned a partial
into a complete ' victory. ' Grant’s
first emotion, wher he saw the men
go on beyond their orders, was one
of anger. “Who -ordered those men
up the heights?” he challenged. “No
one,” replied General Thomas.
“They’re doing it of their own ac-
cord.”  “It’s all right if it succeeds,”
said Grant. - “If it doesn’t, some
one will suffer.” Tts spectacular
success made -Grant still more a
hero, yet Woodward observes: “If
we analyze this achievement we find
that Grant did not have much to
do with it. The question of feeding
the garrison and raising the siege
was solved by W. F. Smith before
Grant arrived; and the battle of
Missionary Ridge was won by the
soldiers of the army who, by com-
mon impulse, went beyond anything
that had been planred.” :
Nevertheless, Grant was now be-
yond criticism: he . would not be
blamed for any mistake. and the

(good work of - others. would become

a part of his reecord of success:
“nothing succeeds like sueccess,” and
unpopular is thé critic who examines
the cireumstances 6f that great suc-
cess.  After 'ﬁissioﬂar’y Ridge,
Grant wds the mest popular man in
the North. Probably he could have
been President had he wished, and
that was a thought that worried
Lincoln. Gratefully learning  that
Grant was not interested in polities,
and staking his judgment on Grant
as the man to lead the. Northern
armies to victory, Lincoln made him
(after the war
he was made a full general, the first
to have that rank since George
Washington) with supreme command
in the field over all the armies. In
March, 1864, Grant appeared in
Washington—it was his first visit to
the city—and shortly he assumed
direct command over the Army of
the Potomae and.groceeded to carry
out his plan fog the defeat of the
Confederacy and the ending of the
war. '

It was a simple and an eminently
sensible plan which, one may add,
was made possible by the enormous
superiority of the North in men and
materials. After all, it was from
the beginning Grant’s idea, a very
obvious one it now seems, that, hav-
ing such great strength, the North-
ern armies should use that strength
aggressively in real fighting. When
all is said, there is no disputing the
fact that Grant’s success was due to
the fact that he “had the guns, he
had the men, and he had the money
too.” Well—others, brilliant gener-
als, had talked and planned too much
and got nowhere;. Grant, if he was
not a brilliant general, at least
knew that the business of war was
fighting: he was just the man Lin-
coln wanted.

Grant intended, for one thing, to
surround Lee and hammer him to
defeat. His plan was to throw his
strength decisively and persistently
against - Lee. In Tennessee Sher-
man faced the other Southern army
of consequence, under General Joe
Johnston—and Sherman, according to
Grant’s plan, was to invade Georgia,
the heart of the South. It proved
so easy for Sherman that he went
farther—on from Atlanta to the sea.
General Ben Butler, commanding a
smaller Union army in Virginia was
to move resolufely upon Richmond,
forcing Lee to fall back upon the
Confederate capital or send part of
his army to its defense; but General
Butler was frightened by a hastily
improvised army of old men,- boys,
and government clerks and did not
carry out his part of the Virginia
scheme. Both Grant and Sherman
were successful, Sherman with com-

| parative ease and Grant at the cost

of the bloodiest fighting of the war.

However, the North was ready for
bloody fighting. The war had dragged
on discouragingly. There seemed tos
little to show for all the cost in men
and money. It was generally felt
that the Government had not put
forth its best efforts. On the whoele,
Grant had popular sentiment back
of him in his colossal sacrifice of
men to gain his ‘ebjective, although
such 8 terrible slaughter as that
at Celd Harbor was toe much;. but
then the atfack on_Les’s fortificas

The rebels were entrenched |

rebels that struggled bravely and
cleverly- and fell back so slewly be.
fore Grant’s irresistible- hordes.
“God.” said Napoleon, “is on the
side of the heaviest batallions.”
And: “In six tweeks Grant had
pushed Lee, by main strength, across
the northern part of Virginia, and
finally stood almost in sight of
Richmond.” Admit that Grant was
a fighting general. Woodward says
that he had military genius—and
very conscientiously disproves his own
statement throughout the record.
There was common semse, there was
determination, there was a good deal

‘of sheer luck and, first and last,

the factor without which Grant's
career would have been impossible
—there was the “main strength.”
He could afford to commit blunders,
to sacrifice men, to take his time,
to “fight it out on this line it it takes
all summer”—he was bound eventu-
ally to win.

When Grant moved upon Peters-
burg (almost succeeding in a sur-
prise which would have shortened
the war by months), Lee was forced
to bring his main army to join the
small force already occupying that
city, twenty miles south of Rich-
mond and comnecting the capital with
the South. In June, 1864, the war
settled down to a siege that lasted
until April, 1865. Grant had 120,000
men; Lee's army, when it surren-
dered, numbered only 25,8600 and enly
8,000 men had arms or ammunition.
Even then Lee made a last degper-
ate effort to retreat into the far
South. But it was the end. The
Confederacy was a wreck. At Ap-
pomattox, after the surrender, Lee
had to beg from Grant rations for’
his starving men. : ’

If Grant had been £ bloody fighter,
he was a generous victor. - The
rebels had only to sign their paroles
and they could go home. Personal
belongings (officers’ sidearms, bag-
gage, and—the last at Lee’s sug-
gestion—horses and mules) could: be
retained by their owners.
ended, Grant was simply, theroughly
in favor of peace. Neither Lincoln
nor Grant exhibited the least sign
of the spirit of the conqueror. )

v

Apart from the Civil War, Grant’s
life was not very interesting al-
though he was certainly celebrated
in an even more gaudy fashion. He
was President of the United States,
he made a grand tour around the
world, and he was deeply involved
in a spectacular business crash in
Wall Street. He was a world-famous
character. But he was not an in-
teresting man. His character was
commonplace and stolid. At the
head of great armies, his own in-
significance as a person was touched
with the dazzling reflection of the
mighty significance of the events in
which he was a protagonist. The
sound and important part of Grant’s
career is confined to three years of
the war—from Fort Donelson to
Appomattox. During his remaining
years, he lived on that reputation.
He was not a statesman; and he
was a poor politician.

He was, howéver, friendly to the
South after the war: that is to say,
his common sense and his natural
kindliness told him that the right
policy was to heal the wounds of
strife and genuinely recomstruct, in
an honest and peaceful spirit, the
shattered Union. He was not vin-
dictive. He had never been greatly
stirred by the slavery issue. On a
trip of investigation in the South
he saw the situation eye to eye with
President Johnson, who after tem-
porarily agreeing with the Stevens.
Sumner-Chase combination of ex-
treme reconstructionists who wanted
to rule the South as conquered
country had committed himself to
Lincoln’s policy of conciliation. Left
to his own observation and fair judg-
ment, that was Grant’s attitude to-
ward the South. But he had no
firm political ideas. He was not a
thinker and when constitutional
questions were raised he was in
confusion.

- Again, he was easily flattered on
the side of his ambition. Congress
was ‘dominated by the bitter-enders
who were against President Johnson.
They cultivated Grant, as the most
likely man to be the next incumbent
of the White House. It was not dif-
ficult to swing Grant around-to the
ultra-reconstructionist view. Gideon
Welles, Secretary of the Nav¥ un-
der both Lincoln and Johmson, wrote
in his Diary that: ‘“General Grant
has become severely afflicted with the
Presidential disgase, and it warpg
his judgment, which is not very in-
telligent or enlightened at best. He
is less sound or great apd funda.
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Street scheme to “corner” gold.

The war |

mental principles. vestly -~ less® in-
formed, tham I had supposed pos-
sible for a man of his opportunities.”
Even so Welles himself was
naive. There was nothing in Grant’s
opportunities or training to make
him a statesman.and his mind was
quite ordinary. A general in the
field doesn’t necessarily obtain. a
profound .insight into affairs of state
or principles of government. Any-
way, Grant was won over by the
“blosdy shirt” conqusrers and pun-
ishers of the Seuth. As the hero of

Appomattox ke waz the most popular |

man in sight to rin for President.
What #fitness he had for the office
nobodly séems to have intelligently

eonsidered. He was swept into the|
White House on the wave of war-|

made enthusiasm. .

Actually, no man could have been
less fitted for the peacetime leader-
ship of the country. Nor was he a
leadet; in a true sense, although he
was jealous of his authority and
prestige and stubborn enough " at
times. "His cabinet selections were
erratic and during his two terms
the seven cabinet posts were occu-
pied by twenty-seven men succes-
sively. .

1t would "have been much better
for the consistency and purity of
Grart’s fame if he had lived quietly
after the Civil War and kept him-
self out .of politics. As President
he. displayed his worst qualities: his
small-mindedness. his la¢k of any
real understanding of ideas or af-
fairs, his helplessness in every way.
He simply advertised his own defi-
ciencies. If he had been wise and
if he had been discreetly modest, he
would have rested on his laurels as

Tthe. victorious leader of the North-

ern armies. That certainly was
glory enough for ome who only a
few short years before had been
employed (simply as a favor and
because he ‘was fitted for that job)
as a clerk in a leather goods store
in a small town in Illinois.
Undoubtedly Grant was' spoiled
by success; and, worse, he was made
innocently a tool and a shield - for
the secret designs of others. His
administration was notoriously graft-
ridden. It was very like what the
Harding administration was later
te be. Under both administrations
there was a lot. of easy crooked
work to be dome. Grafters were in
the cabinet departments. There was
the great Credit Mobilier scandal.

And Grant, threugh the clever flat-

tery and deception of Jay Gould,
was unwittingly involved in a Wall
In
fact, 2 good deal went on during
Grant’s administration which he did

not know about and--perhaps never

really understood. He was not him-
self dishonest. Personally his repu-
tation was uynstained by all the graft
that surrounded him. He was merely

an imcompetent and too trusting and
too -easily fooled man, trying to fill

an office quite too large for him.

He was so foolish as to defend a
crook and allow himself to be turmed
against an honest man who exposed
the creok. For example, in the
Whiskey Ring scandal (a conspir-
acy to evade the internal revenue
tax on the products of distilleries)
Grant stoed by his secretary, one
Babcock, when the latter was shown
to have had money and other gifts
from the Whiskey Ring. And polit-
ically emissaries of these grafters
prejudiced Grant against Benjamin
H. Bristow, Secretary of the Treas-
ury, who had interfered with their
crookedness. It seems to have been
very easy to “get around” Grant
with a little smooth talk and thin
misrepresentations. Similarly, Grant
defended Belknap, Secretary of War,
when the latter was involved in
bribery for the enjoyment of a very,
lucrative job as an Indian agent;
and Grant accepted his res¥gnation
“with regret” when Belknap hurried
to evade, by a matter of minutes,
action against him by the Senate.
He probably would have been con-
victed by the Senate (which did try
him) had it nmot been that, sinee he
had left office, there was doubt as
to whether the Senate could legally
do ‘anything about the matter.

And if Grant, though personally
honest, was helpless and tricked in
the midst of a dishomest tangle of
affairs, his administration was even
worse in its “statesmanship.” The
flagrant evils of “reconstruction” and
“carpetbag” government in the South
were outrageously inflicted during
his administration and with his own
ignorant approval. It was not hard
to persuade him that the policy of
“yeconstruction” was right. What
did he know about it?

Eight years in the White House
left Grant weary and disillusioned.
It had been a much harder and more
perplexing job than he, naively, had
imagined. He was tired of politics
and was even glad to depart from
all familiar seenes and enjoy the
splurge of a tour about the world.
The adulation he received in his
foreign travels, which was all show
and no responsibility, was more to
his liking. He was flatteringly re-
assured that he was, after all, a
“great man.” No doubt this pleased
a childish sense®of vanity, although
Grant was not a boaster and never
made exaggerated claims for himself.
He liked fame but he did not fool-
ishly pretend to the role of great-
ness. ‘Even so, he was ready te
believe politicians who told him that,
after an interval of four years, he
could obtain a third term in the
White House. He was disappointed,
and even to have comsidered the pro-
posal was to show that he had no
very . intelligent estimate of himself

and ki pesition.
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Grant had a modest personal fer-
tune: at the close of the war New
York City admirers had presented
him with the gift of one hundred
thousand dellars, Philadelphia ad-
mirers with a house worth sixty
thousand dollars, Galena _(II)" eciti-
zens with a- house worth sixteen thou-
sand dollars, Boston patriots with a
library worth five thousand dollars:
and he had beem presented with
many fast horses (he had fourteen
at one time). He was not very ex-
travagant in his desires and he, was
not bitten by the virus of greed.
He did, however, have a tremendous
(and naive) - respect for wealthy,
successful men. He knew no more
about finance, of course, than he
knew about politics—rather less.
Thus, when he had seeri the world
and settled down in New.York City,
he was an easy mark for a young
adventurer in Wall Street, one Fer-
dinand Ward, who persuaded Grant
and his son, Ulysses, Jr., to engage
with him in a banking and broker-
age business under the name of
Grant & Ward. Grant and his son,
who had made a rich matriage,
invested one hundred thousand del«
lars each; Ward contributéed “a
bundle of doubtful bonds and worth-
less stock” and his “experience.” It
is an episode that can -be briefly
told, and is important only as show-
ing Grant’s childlike helplessness: in
business, another scandal in which
he was “involved through his inex.
perience. It was a swindling ven-
ture of young Ward’s and  poor
Grant did not know what it was all
about; he took everything at its
face value, and none was so shacked
and distressed as he when the crash
came. He himself lost heéavily; but
there is no doubt that he hated the
scandal more than the loss of wealth,

He was growing old and - shortly
the disease that killed him—cancer
of the throat—had him in its grip.
And it was in pain, a dying man,
that he, to whom writing was slow
and distasteful labor, penned his
Memoirs: a job which only the
urgency of financial. need would
have driven him to undertake. It
was published by Charles L. Web-
ster & Co., of which Mark Twain
was the principal owner and, as
Twain had confidently foretold, it
made a fortune (about half a mile
lion dollars) for Grant’s widow.
Grant ended his days in pain, regret,
and bewilderment. One thinks of
him as always rather bewildered by
ife. The writing of his Memoirs
was literally a fight with death. He
began the huge, unfamiliar task in
February, 1885, and in July of that
year he died, finishing the work
with only a week to spare.

Grant’s fame is secure. What«
ever his own abilities may or may
not have been, whatever part luck
and accident had in his careér, he
is inseparably associated with great,
unforgettable events. He was one
of three chief actors in the greatest
drama of American history: Lincoln,
Lee, and Grant. Greatness, looking
at it in one way, may be entirely
aside from the man himself.” His
name is written large in history
and so it will stand.
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‘Can People Be
- Made Good
by Law?
L. M. Birkhead

Continned from page onel

: i
ohjeet. He -appears, to use childsoed’s |
expression, to be “showing of,” to be
seeking an inflamatisn of kis egbh by
merging himself with a great and
glorious preceseion, one inm which all
participants are knights im . shiniag
white armor, and the despair and envy
§f those whe lire the sidewalks.

Those whe lead heroic lives, like
bootlegzers, prize-fighters, baseball
players, and actors, do not need to
geek the dramatic in uplift, Mr. Cain
thinks. But those who lead such
imsufferably dull lives as preachers,
professors in third-rate colleges, den-
tists, superintendents of schools, and
realtors, must cast about for means
of shedding a heroic glamour over
life. And so they find it in “doing
good to their fellow men.”

Genuinely civilized people are
pretty thoroughly disgusted with up-
iift movements. One Jf the main
tests of a-civilized person. from my
standpoint, is the utter absence of
any desire to coerce other people
igto believing this or that, or act-

“abent the opinions or

"happy.

‘done to me by the uplifters, They

or i deimg goeod to them. A aiw.
ilized persem recognizes that people
are imewitably different; that they
have a remarkable ability to resist
uplifting influénces. When a per-
mon gets to the place where he is
civilized awd ism’t hankering after
referming others, and doesn't care
conduet eof

others, thea that persem can be

Den’t misumderstand me, I don't
mean to say that humanity deesn'
need help. At a matter of faet,
there are very few people who do
not need help. Most of us are mal.
adjusted and sur relations with eur
énvironment and with life in general
are extremely awkward. Our be-
havior is far below par, amd we
live, as the old hymn used to ex-
press it, “at a poey dying rate”
Or we are as “dumb driven eattle.”
The great majority of pesple actu-
ally do need assistance, but it takes
more tham a holier than thou atti-
tude, or goeod intentions, %o help
them.

1 personally resent havimg good

want to take away what they call
rmy “sins.” But I feel that some of
the se-called “sins” are amoag my
pleasures. 1 am warned, for in-
stance. that as a preacher I ought
to stay away from the theater. Be-
cause some starved soul who calls!
himself “a hundred percent Protest-
ant Christian American ecitizen” de-|

i

pthey lack pewspective. Their god I of langusge, the disappointment of 2

am Ekely te call my devil, and what
they serma “bad” may be “good” te
me. 1 commend te the “righteous™-
uplifters the following section from
Walter Kippmann’s recent beok “The
Phantom Public.”

Darwin’s story of the cate and clover
(as todd by J, Arthur Thomsen in
“The Outline of Science”) may be
recommended te any one who finds it
difficult te free lhis mind of the as-
sumption that his notions of good and
bad are universai. The purple clover
is cresa-fertilized by the bumble-bee,.
and, therefere, the more bumble-bees;
the better next year’s crop of clover.!
But the nests of the bumble-bees axe
rifled by the field mice whickh ars fond
of the white grebs, Therefore, the
more field wice the fewer bumble-bees
and the poerer the crep. But, in the
neighborhood of the villages, the cats
hunt down the field mice. And se the
more cats the fewer the mice, the more
the bumble-bees the better the crop.
And the more kindly old ladiex theve
are in the village the more cats there
will be. .

If. you hampen not te be a Hindu or
a2 vegetariam and a beef-eating Oceci-
dental, you will commend the old ladies
whe keop the cats who hunt the mice
who destrey the bumblerbees, who make
the pasture of olever for the cattle.
If you sre a cat, you will alse be in
favor of the old ladies, But if you
are a feld mouse, how different the
rights and wrongs ef that section of
the wuniverse! The old ladies ‘who
kéep cats will seem as kindly as
witches with pety tigers, and the Old
Lady Peril will be debated hysterically
by the Field Mouse Security League.
For what eeuld a patriotic mouse
think of a werld in which bumble-bees
did not exist for the sole purpose of
producing white grubs for field mice?
There would seem to be mo law and

mind that finde before it an erder dif-
ferent from what it wants,” Feor the
order which we recognize as gaod is
an order sumited te omr meeds and
hopes and habits,

The whole business of helping mal-
adjusted people, of doing what the
reformers call K “making the world
a better place in which te live,” has
got to be put on a different basis.
Reformers ard wuplifters have made
spiriteal and mental paupers of aHl
of us. We expect somebody or some
organization to do us good, and te
wplift us. Reformers and uplifters,
instead of making us seM-sufficient
and self-reliant, and developing our
inner resourees, makes us spiritual
and intellectual dependents.

¥ people are to be helped, they
must be helped scientifieally. The
methods of reformers are bunglesome
and wholly imadequate. We talk, for
instance, of buwilding human char-
acter. We say that we want to
develop good character in our chil-
dred, or we will try to remake the
character of criminals. How futile
in such cases is it to appeal to
well-meaning, but uninformed, up-
lifters! We must-turn to our scien-
ces and scientists. The sciences of
biology, psychology, chemistry, an-
thropology and sociology are illumi-
nating human nature and the prob-
lems having to do with the rela-
tions of human beings. So far, how-
ever, the information that these vari-
ous sciences possess is more or less

Haven, Conn., that an “Institote of
Huoman Relations® will be established
im Yale University. This mstitute
will draw together the kmnowledge!
that has been gained by the various!
sciences and ceordinate that knowl-'
edge. It has alse bheen announced\
that the students in the various:
departments of Yale University—|
law, medicine, theology, and so forth,
—will be brought imto the ‘“Imsti-
tute of Human Relations,” their in-.
formation related to real human be-|
ings, and they will be trained “to!
think of their professions as hawing,
to do primarily with human beings
rather than with test tubes, stat-
uke books, codes, or creeds.” There
is, to my way of thinking, great hope
m this gesture in the direction of
making synthetic and alive our aca-
demic knowledge of human nature.

It wil be necessary, however, for
a long time, to tread cautiously in
the matter of attempting to help our
fellow human beings, This thing
that I have already spoken of as
character is a wvery delicate and
complex thing., Here, for instance,
is a frequently quoted recent defi-
nition: L

Character is the accumulation of
natural and acquired physical, mental,
and moral! traits, possessed by a man,
which distinguishes him from his fel-
lows.

This - definition, it is true, is not
very illuminating, but it does reveal
the complexity ef human character.
We are uncertain about se many

clusion, his answer.

ave sewnived or iwherited? There §s
the widest’' differemce of opinion em
this question ameng our leadimg
sciemtists, And, yet, one's answer
te this gquestion’ will determine
whether one sapports a program of
eugenics, a program of pre-scheol
education, or a program of adult ed-
ncation,

What are those of ws who eall
ourselves liberals going to de about
these innumerable uplift movements
which affict our day? What is to
be our attitude? Ought we bo do any
more than vidicule the uphfbers and
reformers as I have dome im this
article? What are we goimg to de
with our own desires to really and
truly help our fellow men? What
about the challenging answer in
“Holier Than Thou,” a clever and
subtly humorous boock by C. E.
Ayres? Mr., Ayres advocates “no
more crusades.” Por those who have
achieved intellectnal emancipation
énd have “emerged into wuntroubled
doubt, for them there are certain
compensations.” I give you, in con-
T suppose that
he presents the views of mamy of
the disillusioned.

‘One compensation .of those who have
emerged into untroubled dowbt i the
sense of superiority which it brings

[he says]. With the benign conde-
scension toward their juniors ef older

children who have ontgrown Santa
Claus, the sophisticated are able to
indulge in a measure of centempt,

more or less good naturéed.  This is
one of the avowed objects of educa-
tien—to give the alumnus a feeling of

Buat the majer compenvetion is theé
vealizatien theat pething matters manchs
What se vielently agitates the adow
lescent doubted is the awful questionz
“1f my childhood god is not the Onw
True God, what s going te bacsms
of the heathen?” Their position was
bad enocugh when they were only dnw
reached by salvation; but if there is
no salvation, they have exch X
mitigable purgatory for eternal

tion. Semae little time is commonly
required by persons in this state .ef
mind before the realization dawns thad
if theve is me cogmic- eficacy im asmlvew
tion by their One True God, it doesn’d
particularly matter whether the heathew
ate bavtized er not. But when the vew
alization does finally arvive, W ds @&
eomsiderable comfort.

Ore's contempt ix then divected noft
50' much at one’s fellow men as at
their preposterows beliefs and Hheir
ridicalously solemu - rites, and, mest
particularly, at the parasites ef - civ-
ilization—reformers, crusaders, holy
men, archbishops, grand dukes and
presidents—who - live by pmmga‘&hg
those beliefs and so exploit com-
moen man’s devotion. We do wot knew
¥ civilization is a2 misteke, sines it
least preduced uwe; but we do know
that it is a parasite growth. -

The fate of the umiverss i

ogress of mankind wmust be

e shysters. After 20, what
most in human life is little
meat and potatoes for - dinmmes,
yourng lady across the wey, and the
econdition of the crop; sad £
we are guided in such matiters by
traditions so familiar that it makes
little difference if they ave only ousd
in life 3 the struggle bo
earrots grow where one has a:n be
fore, or to make s sewstence T some

faint resemblance to what is in eme’s
head. In fundamentals we sze all

brought back very close to commenr

—

ing in this or that fashion. A gen-|nounces the theater, am I to give;gyd;;- mh'inc}s 2 world; and cinly a|technical and not well coordinated.|ihings with respect to the character .sfnpelfiori_tyl tol‘ t}?e uneducated; and;man; and as this reafization germi-
uinely civilized person is not in-|heed to him? The trouble with all|Pighly philosophicai mouse would ‘ad-{ mp. e is some hope in the an-|of human beings. Who knows|if Skeptical enlightenment predumces if, nates within wus, there grows alse a
N . . . A | mit with Bergsom that “the idea 'of . . se far it is righteous and regular hambl spect for th ima) h
terested in elevating other people,|of those who want to help us is that| disorder objectifies for the convenienge nouncement coming from New|whether or not most human traits'omough. ghteons T can earcy so p,;ca“g“;‘%t:: mal Yive,
Ito listem to them over the radio. hox office stood a lackey announec-|long. The ushers regarded them|voice is American. 1 can but hope] | better, and as if it were idealty re-
i Well, a few days later, Boston W“fing, impersonally, that no seats|as intruders. The patrons were|that he will not be stultified through moved from all ‘the pressure and

I!‘ the W@rld one of the coldest spots on the na-.would be available for forty-five|hustled about from one entrance to|a series of crime pictures. If there Our Centurv;
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GOTHAM WEEK-END

The eclimate of New England—
by which I mean, more specifically,
Boston—has its excitements. For
several days running, toward the end
of May, the Hub was the hottest
spot in the country. Life was re-
duced, it seemed, to a aslow motion
pictuse.. Pity the poor baseball
players, who gave a double-header on
Deseration Day, and dozed around
the bages in pools of perspivation.

tional
were

map.

recalled from their summer

vacations and we were all shudder- .

ing. What, indeed, is so rare—and
so unpredictable—ag a day in June?

New York had it easier. Its
highest temperature was lower than
Boston’s lowest. Yet the Gotham-
ites, tees, were wilted. Everybody
who .could escape from the metropohbs
took wing. And yet there were,
strangely emough, some millions left
to swelter and to freeze in the
capricions climate.

1 find New Yorkers, im some re-
spects, euite comical. That is, if
one-tenth of these streaming multi-
tudes are really New Yorkers.

They are at their mogt ridiculous
in the wvast gingerbread palaces
called The Movies. . Let me tell you,
for example, what I saw one Sun-
day evening in Brooklyn, where a

It was bad enough to wakch the
envacoy in faot, it was had “owgk

huge Paramount Theater has re-

The winter blank’etsfmgnute&

The crowds poured in just
the same, at seventy-five cents per
head. Once they were in, they were
herded—there i mo other word—
into pens. To be sure, the pens were
of rope, but pens is just what they
were. The large lobby soon became
packed, and the air changed per-
ceptibly. On a balcony, to amuse
these patwons while they were wait-
ing for seats, sat a pianist; be-
side him, a sort of master of cere-
monies. Out of the waiting crowd
were called various talents, who
might do their “stuff” before their
fellow waiters. In a word, the crowd
had paid seventy-five cents per head
for the privilege(?) of amusing
itself.

Now and then a few impatient and
unreasonable persons, who had actu-
ally come to see a “movie,” dribbled
upward, in defiance of the law of
gravity, to the balconies, where thet

cantly beom orooted. Outoide the

wait for a scat would be not. so
; S
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No other sex-bo?k—-—no other work—can compare with this in completeness, frankness, and re-
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$4 for the set. . Grab this chance to. »

get all. 8 volumes, complete, for $2.65
pogtpaid. Sign and mail the blank
vefore Jums 80, 1089!

The last of these are

the leve-goddess. Castratten ef priests i
phallic reMZioms. Stark comtradictions of thwe
ancient world abent chastity. Marriage and
diverce im the &reco-Roman world. The growth
of ewnuch merslists. Clerical cemtrol ef mar-
riage and its effect. The witch-orgies, gen-
eral sexmal freedom, and license of priests,
monks, and nues. Woman in the conmfessional.
Psychology of hypocrisy. Beginnings of diverce
and secularization of marriage. Bringes about
a2 comcentration of moralists on marriage and
sex. The new irreligious Pgritanism. Spread
of masturbation and erin. Spread of the
religious revolt to woman amd challenge of mar-
riage. Rational philosophy of wex-relations.
Quesgtion of free love. Problems of children,
the home and the state. .

Vel. IV. THE ABNORMAL ASPECTS
oF smx. Perversities and Aberrations
of the Humah Sexual Instinet and Its
Expression.

Guriesities of sex-lifs amongst savage tribes
and ia amcient times. Abnormal bebavier in
Gresee, Rome, Persia, azd the Middle Ages,
The use of instraments. BSceurgieg. BesHality.
Leve petions. Sadizsm. Perocity in leve. Study
af Nere, Flagabal, Maessalina, ate. Sclentifie
stedy of abmormal habits. BHoew far due to
conventienal repressien amd sex.zaterstion. Ef-
fects ef character of celibacy. The limits eof
eapacity im man and woman., Abnormalities te
modera life 2nd literature. Recent French aed
German pudlications. Trke pradlem of the
‘“superfiycns’’ wowen, Merriages of women in
sneient Greeee.

Vol. V. WOMAN AND TRE CREATIVE
URGE. Sex and Love and Their Place
in Art Down Threugh the Ages,

Art irresistibly turns te woman—frem Gave
Man and the Bushmar to modern art. BEvels-
ton of the fdeal of feminine beawty. Sense
and swex—the comwection with touwch, ewmen.
music, eté. The calt of the nude imevitable im
art.  Absurd tions. ar § vefations
of semsucusaess and imteMect. Woman’s share
in the goldem ages of art sed letters (Athews,
Arabia, Middle Ages, etc.). Etermnal ure of the
sex-atory (Arvabiem Nights, ete.). Peequent
cynitism eof the literary ertist. Woman té the
judged by environment ard treatment. Cem-
trast of early and late Roman weman, Rengls-
sasce womapn and psat-Reformgtiem worean, ete.
Peycudlogy of the antt-feminist writers. Modern
male cridies of woman and fewals eritics of
man. ‘The new type of woman-writer (Bllez
Key, eta).

- - - - - - - - - - -

PRE-PUBLICATION ORDER BLANK FOR .“KEY TO LOVE AND SEX”

' Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard,

I enclose $2.65 for which please send me Joseph McCabe’s new 8-volume
series, THE KEY TO LOVE AND SEX, when published. It is understood
nt in full, including postage to my address,
books in platm wrapper to the address below:

that this is

eeeccsssiocea

_Cltx D R Rt L WIS PN Stabe. . B R e |

Read the complete contents of these

cidiisensevs Address..........

now going through the process of

Vol. VI. WHAT 1S THE “MYSTERY”
OF WOMAN? How Fables About “Mys-
terious Woman” Began: The Facts
About Feminine Intuition.

" Rosts of the fallacy in anelent fables,

Greek
oracles, Romen Vestals Teutonic Virgins.

s The
essential attraction of the chaste woman. Leg-
ends, ancient and modern, about the psycholo-
gical effects of chastity. Real effects of ab-

stinence. Bxpression of sex in the medieval
mystics. Freaks of the Egypttan deserts and
the medieval monasteries. Larger range of

sex-instinet in womam. Sex in religious extat-
ics. Orgies in medern religious sects. Modern
women mystics always berrow from .men
(Blavatsky, Eddy, etc.). Religious eriginality
ajmost confined to men. The supposed religios-
ity of modern woman. Erotic elements in re-
liglous feeling. Complexity of woman's emo-
tiors. Psychelogy during menstruation, pregnan-
cy and the menopause. Woman®s supposea
power of intuition. Groumds for the literary
tradition of the mystery of woman.

Veol. VII. WHAT SHOULD BE TAUGHT
ABOUT SEx? What Are the Real Ef-
fects of Modern Freedom in Sex Dis-
cussion and Educatien?

Controversy abomt the teaching of ser. Study
ef developmenrt im concealment or exposure, 'The
evelntion of clothing and modesty. 'The evolam-

tien of bathing. Modern mized bathing. The
dance, Phallle dances and emblems,

Vol. VIII. THE QUEST FOR SEXUAL
HaPPINESS, Medern Trerds Toward
Adjustment and Harmony in Sexual
Relationships,

Married wmisery. Petsened smeo
tional Mfe. High developmental valme of chefce.
Limitatiens of woman by ecomemie dependence,
Matwal education of the sexes. The coming re-
volt of methers sm»d housewives. Mechanieal
marriage laws. Ratiemal amalysis of perma.
rent meeds of seciety. The lamented decay sof
wmedesty. Prestitation—kistory, presemt distri-
sutien, and futars. Controlling laws tw @if-
ferent eeumtries. Sex-harmemy will seften the
eentrasts of sex. Mistake of trying so become

The »

another; they were shown up still
another flight of stairs, I climbed
some four or five myself, my in-
dignation rising i direct ratio to
the distance from the sea-level. Sud-
denly inspired to demand my money
back, T found myself again headed
for the packed lobby. The waiting
fools were still listening to the en-
tertainers recruited from their own
numbers. From outside—although I
had been in for fully ten or fifteen
minutes—came the impersonal drone
of the liveried 'lackey at the box
office: “There will be a -wait of
forty-five minutes for seats.”

No. I didn’t wait. Yes.
my money back.

On a page of “Variety” I spot the
news that Paramount is reported to
hdve given Havelock Ellis $10,000 for
the name of his book, “The Dance
of Life.” The name is to appear
as the title of the screen version of
“Burlesque.” How’s that for the
cream of the jest?

“Variety” . labors under the im-
pression that “The Dance of Life”
is the name of ‘a mnovel by Ellis.
In a previous paragraph it refers
to the book also as “a work on sex
which” Ellis wrote a number of
years ago. ' )

The name of Ellis’ book was
bought—if the repert is true—sim-
ply because it is considered to be a
catchy title. In all likelihood, Ellis
did not make $10,000 on the sales
of the book. We may witness now
the copyrighting of thousands of
mere titles, on the chance that a
movie company will buy them for
irrelevant productions.

I should like to know what Ellis
thought to himself when he reached
out for that $10,000 check.

For $10,000 I could do a dance
myself,

The lights of the Maxwell Coffee
House advertisement flashing into
your room on the seventeenth floor
of the Lincoln Hotel The
steady hum of automobiles through
the night, escaping from Saturday
in New York into Sunday and the
country. The blare of taxi
horns. . . Sirens that sound like
the opening of a crime talkie. .
The eternal cubes of ice in your
water. . Gentlemen—and ladies
—who fail to keep their. appoint-
ments, and then ring you up on the
’phone, belatedly, in the illusion that
a sweet voice will wipe away all
your too-well-justified disgust. .
Mazda Lane aglow with its millions
of bulbs, illuminating one of the
most commonplace, most vulgar
thoroughfares under the heavens.

. “The Village of Sin,” an over-
praised art-movie at The Carnegie
Little Playhouse, an admirable home
for cinematie art. . “The Val-
iant,” a fair crime. talkie in which
Paul Muni is the star. Muni is my
old friend Mumi Weisenfreund, who
ased to play with the Yiddish Art
Theater troupe, under Mauriece
Schwartz. He was born im Chicago,
and had to learn Yiddish to go en
the Yiddish stage. He has a fine
voice, and is a sterling actor. His

I got

a wversatile man in the movies
today, it is Muni, . . “Spring Is
Here,” a musical comedy by Rogers
and Hart, of “Connecticut Yankee”
{fame. The vplot is mnutty. The
lyrics are mnot up to Harte’s best.
The wmusie s good, but is buried
beneath the imperfect talents of a
company that is in some respects
second and even third rate. It is
too bad, for Redgers has a few
musical ideas of his own. “With a
Song in My Heart” has been hashed
and ‘ rehashed over the air. The
blues number, “Why Can’t I?” is
fine, but nobody noticed it. And
because the theater in which it is
played is about eight streets up
from Forty-second, it’s hard to get
the customers into the place. Such
a nice refreshment room downstairs,
too. . The old Yankee lady on
the train who ordered orangeades
for her two friends and herself, and,
when informed that they were thirty-
five cents apiece, asked “Why?”
. . The porter who affably an-
swered, “I don’t set ‘the price,
madame,” and then cursed under
his breath as he walked off without
a tip. . The fellow beside you
who volunteered the information
that he had never been seasick in
many voyages across the Atlantic,
but always got il on the night-
boat between Fall River and New
York. . . And yourself, with your
unchanging cliche: “Always glad te
get to New York and always glad
to leave it.”

Just managed to catch George
Jean Nathan in, on the eleventh
floor of the renovated Royalton. He
was still teeming with pleasant mem-
ories of a recent visit from Halde-
man-Julius, whom he admires for
alertness and aliveness and general
vitality. Nathan’s new book will
be off the well-trodden path, I gather.
It will have something of the novel
in it. And something of what the
French call the roman a’ clef; that
is, veiled references to living char-
acters. At present the title is
“Monks Are Monks.” (By which
token I gather that Devils Are
Devils.) I shouldn’t be surprised if
Mencken’s next opus were to be a
sober treatise on theology. Well,
perhaps not too sober. The tentative
name for the bok is “Treatise on

is

the Gods.” What’s this? Nathan
with Monks and Mencken with
Gods. I promise that if ever either

of these fellows embraces the ample
bosom of the Church, a la Papini or
even a la Lewisohn, T'll shoot him
full of grapeshot. Or grapejuice,
which would be worse.

Just before leaving for New York
I had a visit from Mr. Norris—his
psendonym—who writes for the H.-J.
publications on such topics as the
Sacco-Vanzetti case. Norris, who
gets his Master of Arts degree this
year, from Harvard, is to go abroad
for a year te study. He struck me
as an imtelligent gentleman, with a
good: knowledge of his collegiate spe-
cialty, which happened to be the
same as mine: Romance Languages.
He's on his way to be a feacher. 1
wish him better luck.

face ¢s anything but Jewish; his

gexless or te level sex-characters. t
emphagis on sex. a temporary reactior em hypo-
erisy. ldeal types of manheod and wemamhood.
Views throughout the ages.

®ew age to be more semsusl and _meeore intellec-
tual!, more refined amd wmere candtd, ef mers
developed persenality yet were harmenioms,
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Is It the Most
Admirable?

E. Haldeman-Julins

Continued from page onel

of the world, and there was no one
to gainsay this species of terrorism.
‘This practice flourished greatly in
the eighteenth century, and must be
considered in judging the greatness
of that century. Tt was a type of
the insecurity and injustice that
reigned _throughout society. The
masses—the great majority—peas-
ants and middle classes were as
worms beneath the iron heels of the
aristocrats. The average man in the
eighteenth century was scarcely re-
garded as a human being, with rights
and f‘eelings. The treatment of the
average man was really worse than
the treatment of animals. Peasants.
were as beasts of the fields—only,
as later events tragically proved,
they did have feelings of a differ-
ent order from the beasts.

Fixed class lines éncouraged, of
course—as they must always en-
courage—the worst sort of license
and incompetence. Noble lords and
ladies, regardless of their quality as
human beings, their characters and
abilities, were “great” simply by the
fact of their hereditary position. They
were judged to be of superior clay
to the rest of humanity. Whatever
they did was right. Criticism of
their behavior—and worse, criticism
of the crazy social order which gave
them preemminence—was treason. A
strong, wise, intelligent, capable aris-
tocracy? That idealized picture has
never been true. It was not true in
eighteenth century France, nor any-
where in Europe, nor in compara-
tively liberal England (yet the gov-
ernmental and social condition of
England in that century, though so
much better than in France, appears
wretched and intolerable indeed when
compared with conditions in our own
century).

Such government, of course, was
incapable of an ideal of progress.
It was untouched by any concern
for the welfare and sound develop-
ment of the country. It was a mad
play in which kings and nobles
strutted upon a rotten and doomed
stage. The masses could not enjoy
the play, although they were, until
they could endure no longer, foolishly
awed by it and they of course paid
for it; its colerfulness was the
blood of the masses.

Now it is important to bear in
mind that the official and ruling
philosophy—the set of ideas which
custom sanctioned—was decidedly in
favor of this mad game of misrule.
Church and academy and law courts
of course upheld this monarchial
regime, and all contrary ideas were
but the heresy of a few. Abuses
which would be unthinkable in our
century were not only tolerated but
defended in the eighteenth century.
One can put it all in a sharp phrase:
irresponsible power, wielded without
sense or mercy, was the govern-
mental code of the eighteenth cen-

tury. PFrom what viewpoint can|

that code be considered great? It is
terribly offensive to modern ideas of
free, just, humane institutions. It
is also offensive to the modern in-
tellectual owtleok: the eightéenth een-
tury, that is to say, is unanimously
condemned as foolish in its scheme
and principle of rule.

To be sure, monarchy wasn't im-
vented m the eighteenth cemtury,
although some of #s worst charac-
teristies regched their extreme at
that time. It was a kind of folly
which mankind had endured for cen-
turies. One does not blame the
eighteenth cemtury for not being

demoeratic, as if it could have known

iprecedent of man’s bloody, blunder-
ing history. The question before us,
however, is whether the eighteenth
century was the greatest in history,
and that, on the score of its gov-
ernment and the principles of #s
social life, is flagrantly an untena-
ble claim. o

The astonishing thing is that such
a claim could be made in this day.
Mencken, I know, is a severe eritic
of democracy and he has written: a
good deal in rather aimless and um-
sustained eulogy of the aristocratie
ideal. There he is a vietim of illu-
sion. The aristocratic “ideal” is. in-
deed an “ideal” to which histericsl
realities shamefully do not corre-
spond. Even though Mencken is
willing to say that the condition of
the masses, the prosperity and lib-
erty of the average man, is indif-
ferent in his view—even though he
would ignore  or deny that test
(which nevertheless is a vital, essen-
tial test in judging the greatmess of
a country or a period)—he is still
dealing with a chimera when he
talks grandly abent the dignity and
high-mindedness and other virtues of
an “ideal” aristocracy.

And, as T say, Mencken’s contempt
for any democratic measure of, civ-
ilization, his attitude (which I as-
sume that he may take) that the
condition of the people is no test of
the greatness of the eighteenth cen-
tury—that the state of government
and the nature of human relations is
an inferior or irrelevant isswe—is a
personal and eccentric idiosyncrasy
that cannot blind us in such a dis-
cussion. We have fairly to examine
the century in dispute, look at it
from every point of view, and see
what in its largest significance and
effects it really was., Thus viewed,
we must say that it was the shame
of the eighteenth century that until
its very close there was no men-
tionable recognition of human rights;
that it was dominated by a blind,
cruel, dissolute king and court; that
a small minority of nobles played
recklessly with the lives and labors
of the masses; that, in short, the
eighteenth century was not civilized
either in the life of its rulers or the
life of the ruled. It was elegant,
it had a certain class culture, it was
in some ways impressive (albeit a
fool’'s spectacle, extravagant and
ephemeral) but it was not soundly
and widely civilized.

On the other hand, it was the glory
of a few intellectual leaders in the
eighteenth century that they gave
expression to new ideas, that they
were moved by the dawning con-
ception of liberty, that they glimpsed
and had the courage to demand and
prophesy a befter stage of civiliza-
tion. Awmong the Enowpclopedists—
the philosophers of the middle years
of the century, whe are to be dis-
tinguished from the political Rewo-
lutionists of the closing years—this
modernism took the direction of an
assault upon religious superstition,
a general war om behalf of free and
forward-looking eunlture, and an as-
sertion ef the new intellectual atti-
tude, still only in its dawn and im-
perfectly grasped, of sciemce. These
philosophers, however, were perfectly
aware of the madness amd vileness
of the eighteenth century kind of
monachy; they might not attack
'monarchy in primciple, yet they could
see the neecessity ai least for con-
siderable improvements, refinements
and restrictions upom the govern-
mental ideal. Voltaire, fer example,
was a monarchist but he favored
the English constitutional scheme;
and despotism, whether ever the
body or the mind, was abhorrent to
him.

In England government was freser,
which is to say that # was farther
advanced along the road -to modern-
ism, that it approached more nearly
to the ethics and technique of  the.
twentieth century. It must not be:
thought, ‘however, thal' the great
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semse free. Like the people im Eu-
yope, they weré im a condition of
perfdomn, oppressed and benighted,
wvictims of a goverament which was
mdifferent to their welfare. In a
word, ome must acknowledge that the
emtrenched social structuwe, the cus-
temary government and social life,
of the eighteenth century was im-
different to human welfare. It was
a combinatien of senseless monarehy

and blind, cruel, arrogamt class rule.

We need not take a flattering view
of comditions teday in order te re-
alize, at a glance, the vast superi-
ority over the eighteenth century.
There is stil enough corruption, in-
justice and folly in goverament, still
eneugh oppression amd suffering in
social Bfe, to keep the crities use-
fully at their work of denumciation.
Yet these evils are a great deal less
and the chances of life are a great
dea) better  than they were in the
eighteenth century. Gevernment is

distributed, and its principles such
as men cam with honesty and imtel-
lectual  self-respect ackmowledge;
whatever the imperfections of de-
mocraey, # works mere happily amd
it s a more reasensabie ideas than
monarchy or arvistocracy. Humas
rights ave of infinftely more con-
cern in our day than they were im
the eighteentk century, when, as [
have said, they were officially and
in actual practice scarcely evem ae-

"knowledged. Tt is the glory of the

eighteenth century that m #s best
and fmally triumphent expression it
rejecbed #s own example and turned
toward human rights and liberal
principles. K was, however, left for
the nineteenth and twentieth een-
turies to work out (and fight eut)
an advamcing reahization of these
principles. Monarchy and narrow,
hereditary class rele, a gigantie dis-
tortion amd disfigurement of eight-

ance te disprove the greatmess eof
the eighteenth cemtury and emphasize
the higher gewernmental and secial
level in the present century.

Phat cemtury, which Mencken
hymns as the greatest, was a een-
trast of magnificence and wwyebched-
ness, Yet evem amw ibs magnif-
cence, displayed by the few whe
Bved in criminal irvesponsibility as
cruel, arvegant parasites upen so-
ciety, theve were lacking sueh com-
forts as are commonplace today.
Great mansions, for a¥l their majestie
and owerawing appearance, were
draughty and eold, for the most
part ill-lighted, not wery clean. The
facilities of an average, simple heuse-
hold today for cleanliness, comfort
and efficiency are far superior to
the best facilities of the ecightcenth
century. And the conditions of fife
for the overwhelmimg majority eof
the peoplé were poor, shabby and

prevaiimg mote-—peverty aand squalor
amd shiftlessness. One may be im-
pressed by aceoumwts of the splenders
of courts and the idle, gay, spend-

thrifty life of the mobility; yet the|=H
society of that time was om the[=}
whele very posn. Mz preduetive |EY
technique and equipment was, as Dw. |5
Barnes says, the heritage of un-|E|

changing, unprogressive eemturies,
In physieal centzol ower the mweans
of life, # must be said that the
eighteenth century was severely han-
dicapped, withont ingenuity, and
with scarcely apy mmaginative or
apatiemt desire for something bet-
ter. High and low, men were satis-
fied to live very much as their am-
cestors had lived. Certainly the
eighteenth eentury exhibited no great
spirit of material progress. That
century witnessed little or me m-
provement im the simple, character-
istie, importamt living ways of men,
FPo be comcluded sest week]
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Science vs.
Religion As a
Guide to Lide

Harry Elmer Barnes

" Copyright, 2080, Haldeman-Julius Co.
" PCoutinued prom last week)

" We bave just eonsidexred the mat-
ter of the eonflict of science and
religion from the standpoint of the
different classes of religious leaders
ard the varying levels of religious
beliefs. We may new examine the
question bhviefly frem the point of
view of these scientists who have
offered their services as Ilibheral the-
olegians and have declared that there
s 2o conflict between science and re-
tigiom, Awmong the best known of
these have been the eminent British
hiolegist, J. Arthur Thomson, the
brilliant Awmerican physicists, Robert
A. Mill%an and Michael I. Pupin,
the premiment zoologist and pre-
meter, Henry Fairfield Osborn,
amd the active Harvard geolo-
gist, Kitley F. Mather. These men,
and many others of their kind, have
waliantly proclaimed that there is
me conflict between science and »e-
kigion. The most decisive and lyr-
ical pronmouncement is the following
statement by Professor Pupin. It is
the summary of an interview with
kim by Mr. A. E. Wiggam, the well-
kmown popularizer of wmodern eu-
genic doctrine, and published in the
latter’s “Exploring Your Mind” (pp.
385-6). A more extended view of
Professor Pupin’s wiews may be dis-
covered in his “The New Reforma-
tion,” but the followimg summary
by Mr. Wiggam will suffice to make
clear the tenor of Professor Pupin’s
views: ,

. Science is making ue better Chris-
tians.

Science teaches us that the Universe
is guided by am imtelligent Divindty.
“. Seience is teaching mem how to co-
operate intelligemtly with Ged; it is
teaching men what His lews are and
Bow to obey them.

Sciemce s proving that ths human
soml is the greatest thimng in the Uni-

’

verse, purpose of the

Creator.
Science #s leadimg ws cleser and

closer to God.
Science has made wuws better homes

and is teaching us how to make a bet-
ter democraey and a3 better social Jife;
it is thus preparing us for the greatest
spiritual, artietic amd intellectual life
that men have ewer knowa.

Scienece doss not contradiet belief
the immortality of the human seul.

Science s revealing God im greater
and greater glory, and teaches us that
in time we may possibly evem see
him face to face. . . .

President Nichelas Murray Butler, of
Columbia University, % reperted te
have said recently that, while talking
with Dr. Pupin he felt that he was
witnessing the curtain being lifted npon
a mew and brighter werld. 1 believe
be would make you feel the same way.
and I showld Mke to comvey that feel-
ing to you through his own words,

The reconcilers from the scientifie
camp support their case in many
ways. A familiar method, used by
both Cardinal Hayes and Dr. Osborn
in their condemnatien of the writer’s
paper before the New York Academy
of Medicine and the History of
Science Society December, 1928, is
to emumerate an impressive list of
scientists who were devoutly reli-
gious. The Catholie pegister will
always econtain Albertus Magnaus,
Roger Bacon, Copernicus, Galileo,
Pascal, Mendel and Pasteur, but
those who exploi # never call at-
tention to the rudimentary and inof-
fensive obserwations of Albertus, to
the clerieal persecution of Bacon and
Galileo, to the ecclesiastical intimida-
tion of Copernicus, to the notorious
compartmentalized mind of Pascal,
to the fact that Mendel did not dare
to give publeity to his researches im
genetics and that they were recove-
ered and disseminated through the
efforts of nen-Catholic evolutionary
biologists, and to the fact that Pas-
teur’s researches in pathology in no
way raised isswes which cenflict with
orthodox theology. This appeal to
the list of names of religious secien-
tists is both infantile and ineffective
unless one examines each scientist
irdividually, to discover the nature
of his scientific work and his com-
petence to discuss religion. The fact
that a man may be an eminent phy-
sicist does not, in itself, entitle him
to speak with .any more authority
upon religious questions than would
the possession of an enviable record

the supreme
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Though a writer of the Eighteenth
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ter—a powerful weapon with which
to. attack hypoerisy, bigotry and in-
telerance.

‘This dollar set ‘of Voltaire's works
jmncludes complete translations of
Cendide, Zadig, Mioromegas, and
The Princess of Babylon—his most
famous satires. The complete list of
titles in this set is printed below.

Great Debunkers
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He Fonght Aganinet Shame!?

HUGE VALUE FOR $1-9°

341 Titles---13 Volaomes---225.000 Words

Candide. A Satire on the Notiom That Huoman Legislators

This | Is
. Worlds.
Zadig. or Destiny
The Princess of Babylen
Fourteen Skeptical Essays
Pocket Theology of a Skeptic
The lgnorant Philesepher
Toleration
Ten Dialegues .on
lssophy
Of Angels, Genii, and Bevils
Cenguest and Decay of the Romams

the Best of All

%

Religion and Phi-

Possible The Wit and Wisdom of Veltaire

The Geoed Brahmin, Dees Happiness Re-
sult frem Ignerance or frem Knmewl-
edge?

The Twe Cemferters

Veoltaire and the Freach Enlighten-
ment, by Dr. Wil Durawt. .

Whoe Veltaire Was, by Victer Bupgo

Bew Veltaire Fooled Priest amd King,
by Clarence Darrow

That Frenchman Voltaire, by John
Cewper Powys

Life of Volaire, by Georg Erandes

SECSESEnAESaGeeRaEEEnREEan
Send a2 Dollar Bill With This Blank

for Veoltaire’s Works in Thirteen Voelnmes

Haldeman-Julius Publicatiens, Girard, Kansas

1 am enclosing $1,
in thirteen velumes,

Nanee
Address ...conu.ivon:

do

Send me the Works of Volieire, postage prepaid,
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as a gkilfwl Backsmith or plumber.
There are a number of elassieal ex-
amples of imbermationally famons
physteists amd chemists who, with
great gusto and pride, continue to
conduct Swnday school classes m
orthodex religious circles. A great
scientist, who is religious in an os-
thodox semse, either offers one more
example of the notorious eapaeity of
the human mind to eompartmentalize
itself and emtertaim mutually exclu-
sive eonceptions and attitudes, or is
an Mustration of the one-sided na-
ture of our present-day educatios,
which alows a manm %o participate
#n the physics of Einstein and yet
share the religiows outlook of his
Methodist or Baptist grandmother.

Professor James Harvey Robinson,
n Herper's Magazine for Septem-
ber, 13928, has offered a wery ingen-
ious and eonvincing explanation of
the so-called compartmentalized mind,
insofar as it relates to the religious
question. He holds that our rel@-
gions beliefs and attitudes remain
essentially on an infantile level,
while we earry further the develop-
ment of our psychie life in the field
of seciemce, technology, art, litera-
ture and the like. In other words,
the pious physicist is a person whese
seientific views are on an adult plane,
while in the religious field he is in-
tellectually a youth in short pants.
We may here quote the most cogent
section from Robinson’s views:

Bryan exhibited throvgh his life no
more knowledge of religious matters
than he couvld have easily acquired at
ten years of age. Sermons of the com-
moner sort contain only what both
preacher and audience accepted before
they were grown up. Religion does not
tend to mature in most cases. M is
what we learned at our mother’s knee.
In later life we are preoccupied with
business and emusement, and there is
no time to keep up with the course
of religious investigation, even if we
had the slightest disposition to do so.
Billy Sunday talks as a big husky boy
to other boys and girls. Even distin-
guished scientific men solemnly discuss
the relation of religion to science,
when, if they but stopped to think,
they would find that they were assum-
ing that they knew 2}l about religion,
without having given it much thought
since childhood; although they would
readily admit that after a lifetime’s
work they kmew very little about
science.

Dr. Thomson seeks to harmonize
science and religion by the well-
worn device of holding that science
is supreme in the realm of the in-
tellect while religion reigns over the
emotioms. As Professor Max Otto
has well pointed out, this is no solu-
tion of the problem at all, for emo-
tions do not function in wecus, but
associate their expression with defi-
nite beliefs, most of which have thus
far in bhuman history been contrary
to the well-established facts of
science. Indeed, the great wvalue of
psyehological and social science lies
in its potential service to the achieve-
ment of a scientific control awrd di-
rection of the emotions. Professor
Millikan resolves the conflict be-
tween science and religion by rede-
fining religion in such a manner as
to divorce it entirely from ortho-

doxy and to make it the inspirational |

adjunct of ethical dynamics. It is
to be the great psychological stimu-
lant to social well-being. As long
as it is kept in general terms there
can be mno serious fawlt found with
The difficulty comes
in the recognition that .this does not
alter the faet that there remains a
conflict betwees science and the or-
thodox euls which Dr. Millikan
rules out as true religions. Yet one
must remember that for one reli-
gious person who accepts Professor
Millikan’s view of religion as "the
great dyname for injecting into
human society the sense eof altru-
ism” there are a thousand who en-
thusiastically espouse the primitive
doetrines set forth by Cardinal
Hayes and John Roach Straton, Dr.
Osborn endeavors to prove that no
conflict exists between science and
religion by essentially the same
means a8 does Professor Millikan.
He strings along the threadbare Hst
of devont scientists and them arbi-
trarily defines science and rvefigion
in such a fashion as to make re.
¥gion accept the facts of science as
a poimt of departure, something
which orthodox religion is singularly
loath to do im actual practice. Pro-
fessor Mather employs another time-
bonored expedient, namely, that of
denominating all the facts and pro-
eesses of nature as essentially mirae-
ulous. He thus gives evidence of a
sad lack of imfermation regarding
technical theolegical terms, for a
miracle is by definition something
which defies not erly all existing bat

tween science ard: religion-—that the

all probable fubwee scientifie expla-
wation. Professor Mather errs by
confusing the term mivaculous with
the term impressive. We agree with
Professor Mather that mwuweh, if not
al, of nature ¥s vemarkably impres-
sive, as one wifl pereceive by recall-
img such a masterpiece as Ruxley’s
lecture “On a Piece of Chalk.” Yet
that is quibe a different matter from
holding nature to be inexplicable.
Moreover, miracles do mnot necessa-
rily lead us te God and religion.
Wkere science s baffled religion eer-
tainly cannot offer reliable or as-
sured guidance. With Professor
Pupin’s pronouncement we need not
comcern ourselves. Tt is nothing more
than the explosion of a “will-to-be-
lieve” which eould have been uttered
by either Cardinal Hayes or Dr.
Straton. Tt is purely a product of
Professor Pupin’s subjectivity and
entirely incapable of scientific dem-
onstration, K lets us know quite
definitely how Professor Pupin per-
sonally feels on the - subject of
science and religion, but it takes
us nowhere at all in getting at the
fundamental issues imvolved. Wish-
ful thinking does not take om the
attributes of profound science or
eritical ‘philosophy merely because it
issues from a great laboratory phy-
sicist. M is still wishful thinking
and nothing more.

In his important book, “The Na-
ture of the Physical World,” the
eminent British physieist and as-
tronomer, A. S. Eddington, admits
that the new doctrinés of electro-
dynamics do mot lead us directly to
a formulation of aspecific and dem-
onstrable conception of the new cos-
mic God, but, as a Quaker, he at-
tempts to show how they enable us
to formulate a -defense of the old
theological: conception. of free will
or the freedom of human choice. As
Bertrand Russell has well iasisted,
Professor Eddington is compelled ‘to
make eertain gratuitous assumptions
in regard to electrodynamics in ap-
plying its principles ‘to - psychology,
but even more important is the fact
that the question of the freedom of
human choice is not an issme to be
solved by an appeal to physies. It
must be dealt with in relation to
the processes of conditioned-response
which are studied by psychology and
sociology. Tf physics .does not lead
us directly to God, it is as patently
evident that it does not lead us to
the solution of the fundamental
problems of human behavior. These
are isswmes of an order as remote
from physics as are the theologica!l

problems connected with God. If
there ean be no “quantum theory
of God.” as Professor Eddington

admits,. there can be no quantum
theory of human behavior.

Finally, we may put at rest a ven-
erable amtique in the realm of apolo-
getics, namely, the assertion, given
wide currency by Andrew D. White,
to the effect that the conflict is not
between science amd religion but
between science and ‘theology.  This
differentiation  between  religion and
theology is one which has been aban-
doned by all up-to-date students of
religion. . Religion has three major
manifestations: (1) the emotional
thrill; (2) the behavior responses:

or

Qs

ritualistic exercises engendered
by this thrill, and (3) the conceptual
interpretations and explanations of
the religious thrill and the activities
associated therewith. This third
phase of religion is what has been
known as theology. Therefore, the-
ology camnot be separated from re-
Yigion. A theology is as tenable as
the redgious emotions and activities
upon which # is based; and of which
#t is the rationalized explanation.
If the religious thril arises from
unscientific assumptions and inter-
pretations, then there is as wmuech
conflict between science amd the re-
ligious emotions as between seience
and the theological formulations @
that particular religious complex.
If the activities and moral code
growing out of the emotional basis
of a religion are scientifically wun-
sound, then there s as definite a
elash between science amd the reli-
gious rites and morals as  between
science and the conceptval formuta-
tions. Inasmuch as theology repre-
sents the intelleetmal wanifestations
of religion, it s obvious that the
most sharp and direct conflict comes
between seience and theology, but
this s quite another thing from
holding that there s ne - comflict be-

issue -is- solely ome bBetween science
and t}heelcgy. .
fPe be coucluded wext weekl
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You Always Get Exactly
What You Are Looking For

) A million people—yes ten million people are ready te say thet the above statement
is not true, but | say most emphaticelly that You Always Get Exactly What You Are Loek-
ing For, and I can prove # im a thousand ways and by hundreds of mcontvovertible facts.

Let us suppose that you have lost money at some time in your I¥e by buying min-

not have bought these stocks unless you had expected to make money. You say that yea
were looking for profit, and that you did met get what you were loeking for.

: :Tlle fact is, when the average man makes am investment or speculation, he is sim-
ply “going it blind”; he is not really looking for anything. He is merely stumbling around,
hoping that he will stumble over a bag of gold in the dark. The result is, that he falls
down the cellar steps and breaks his financial Jegs. ’ '

Such a men is really not leoking for anything, i any proper semse or intelligent
sense. He is merely stumbling along bke a drunken sailer, looking fer nothing m par-
ficular. He is without chart or compass, and he dont even kmow the name of the pert

- he is suppesed te be headed for, and as for having any defmite idea whether he s headed
north, seuth, east or west, he has mone whatever. , '

Investing Money and Speculating

The man who is headed for some place with clear ideas as to where the place is
and just how and when he is to get there, will get there in due time.

1
t
|
t

The man who eaters into a mew enterprise, kmowing that the “propesition” is all
right and that the management is all right, and knowing the the road is well charted, will
come out all right. He knows what he is looking for and he kmows that he is going to find
it. He knows that some engine trouble or tire trouble or detours may be met with. He
knows that storms and muddy roads and swollen streams may possibly be his lot; but he
knows that he is going to get there “safe and sound.” He knows he may be a few hours
or a few days late, but he knows he will pull through mn due time. He kmows that he is
going to find what he is looking for. Whether Christian, Mohammedan er Buddhist, he be-
lieves the saying: “Seek and ye shall find; knock and it shall be opened unto you.” -

No man on God’s footstool can imagine how foolish people can be when it comes to
buying stocks unless he has had twenty-five or thirty years’ experience with thousands and
tens of thousands who have been “unfortunate” in their investments, and a few hmwndred
who have been “fortunate.” K4

It is really not a matter of being “fortunate” or “unfortunate.” In the long rum,
Iuck, either good or bad, plays a very small part in people’s financial success or failure.
At times and for short period, “luck” seems to play an important part, but in the long rum,
;'nd by and large, you really get exactly what you are looking for and exactly whet you
eserve. -

The trouble is, that not eme buyer of stocks out of a hundred has any very defi-
nite idea what he is loeking for. He has but a very hazy idea (if he bas any real idea
at all) as to where he is going or how he is to get there. He is not really looking intel-
ligently for anything in particular. He just imagines that he is looking for something,
but he is trusting to luck or idiotic tips and he is really staggering around in the dark, and
sooner or later he falls down the cellar steps and breaks his leg, financially.

, When he is picked up, partly stunned, and questioned as to how i happened, he
will tell you that he was looking for that bag of gold. If you ask what bag of gold, and
where it is supposed to be and a few other intelligent questions, he will likely give an an-
swer that will cause you to question his sanity. ' :

Plenty of Money

There is plenty of money made in stocks—millions and billions of dollars, but
not by gambling. The way money is made in stocks is to buy good stock cheap and
hold it until it has gone up in price a few hundred percent and then sell, or hold en to
it for the dividends.

We want you to investigate a good mining stock, and when we say A Good Mining
Stock, we mean exactly that.

We are not brokers or promoters, in any ordimary sense of the word. We are min-
ing men and mining engineers of long experience in mining and we are successful mining
men.

We want you to INVESTIGATE, and then investigate some more. !nvestigate be-
| fore you “invest,” instead of investigating after you “invest.” We want you to knew ex-
| actly where you are going and how yon are gemg to get there, before you start out with
us to find it.

The Mayflower Mines Corporatios,
246 Main St., ; AR '
Park City, Utah. ‘

Mr. Chas. Moore, | .
246 Main St.,

Park City, Utah.

Dear Sir— ;

I have just read your advertisement m The American Freemon, and | am cwri-

®

T e

ons to kmew what you have to say. | bave some meney te mvest or specmlate with,
occasionally, in a real A-number-ome proposition. Of cemrse, | want to “be shown,” bat
| have an open mind and I think |' am fair-minded. H is wnderstood that you have ne
mailing lists, and that yeu ‘are enly te write to me or send me your booklets, at any time,
Bpen request from me, .

e ——cparns o~ T

.....................
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| mg mining er ofl stocks er some ether kinds of stecks. You will say 2t once that you wonld
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