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What Is a
Liberal ?

E. Haldeman-Julius

[Copyright 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.)

At first glance this does ot seem
an easy question to answer. Or
perhaps I should say more fairly
that there is no sweeping answer
which will include all who call them-
selves liberals. In the first place,
there is the human temperamental
difference among liberals, the vary-
ing - balance of intellegtualism and
emotionalism, special promptmgs of
liberals on particular issues and a
more general ‘attitude of liberalism
which is a free, humane. in the
best sense a sophisticated or world-
wise toleration. Taken as a general
principle, without too careful . and
precise a definition, liberalism can
of course be alleged in behalf of
(or can be reconciled with) measures
and movements that, seen more
critically from another point of
view, appear quite illiberal.

For an obvious illustfation, there
are liberals who advocate Prohibi-
tion and liberals who oppose it: the
former defend Prohibition in the
name of social welfare, while the
latter say that this defense is fal-
lacious, point out that if the greater
social problems are solved liquor-
drinking will be no problem (that
its most conspicuously declared evils
are effects rather than causes) and
emphasize the viewpoint of personal
liberty—insisting also that there is
mischief in too narrowly moral an
attitude toward life and that pleas-
ant vices have their nicely, genially
valuable social uses. Liberals, al-

though they generally agree in a con- |

cern for the collective interest, nev-
ertheless have various points of dis-
agreement on economic questions.
Politically, liberals—actuated by the
same professed principles—are wont
to . place emphasis upon different
issues: an economic, a moral, a
humane issue may variously win
their chief support, while on the
opposite’ side there are other lib-
erals proclaiming the leading im-
portance of other issues. In the
late national campalgn, for example,
many liberals were convincéd that
the issue of personal liberty—of
freedom as contrasted sharply with
the zeal for sumptuary legislation—

overshadowed all other possible  is-
sues of the- hour: fortunately for
these liberals, Governor Smith ex-
pressed the more liberal position om
all other questions and those  lib-
erals who were wedded to Prohibi-
tion could support Hoover with none
but an fll and inconsistent grace.

We remind ourselves too that in
the late war a mumber of liberals
sprang patriotically to the defense
of American war policy, thinking
that the cause of humanity was re-
ally going to be advanced thereby.
Their intentions were excellent, no
doubt, but they were simply victims
of deception and were betrayed by
Woodrow Wilson, who masked the
most deadly batteries of reaction
and terrorism with a camouflage of
liberal phraseology and with a state-
ment of aims that indeed sounded
well but that turned out very badly.

We have to bear in mind, again,
that a liberal who is religiously in-

clined must differ at times sharply|

in his attitude from a liberal who
ijs at the same time completely re-
moved from all religious influence;

and a puritanical bias is certain to.
warp the viewpoint of a liberal who

is thus afflicted, even though he pro-
tests sincerely enough that his alle-
giance to certain movements for
 purity—movements for censorship or
prohibition or any unwarranted (that
is to say needless) interference with
individual behavior—is in accord
with liberal ideals.

If a dozen liberals were to answer
the question, “What is a liberal?”
there would perhaps be a seventy-
five percent agreement, let us say,
but certain points of difference would
be unavoidable. Both Clarence Dar-
row and Rev. John Haynes Holmes
are liberals,' each after his kind,
but we know that these two men
have very important contrasts in
their attitudes toward life. Heywood
Broun and Oswald Garrison Vil-
lard could find a plenty of things
to dispute about if they were crav-
ing argument. Mencken and Ber-
trand Russell are not of one mind
on all the great questions nor many
of the minor questions of the day—
although some critics would insist

that Russell is a radical rather thanf
a liberal, he being the spokesman‘

of a socialistic program in modern
life. Anyway, it is enough to un-
derstand in the first place that for
all the broad ground of general
agreement upon which they may be
grouped, not all liberals would agree

with a sweeping answer to the ques-:

tion, “What is a liberal?” They

.would reserve to themselves the free-
dom to define the liberal attitude
(or their attitudes, varyingly, as
liberals) toward this or that issue.
It is. then, my own definition which
I shall try to give and it may be
corrected by others (with the same
limitations of “authority” that I re-
spect) as ' their relative shades of
conviction and interest may suggest.

To begin with, liberalism means
a certain breadth and tolerance of
outlook. Indeed when we say that
a man is liberd]l we do not usually
mean that he favors this or that
specific principle of action, that he
is wedded to a certain theory, that
he belongs to a certain group or
movement; but, we imply an atti-
tude of easy, frlendly toleration to-
ward all' ideas and movements: at
the very least, a willingpess to un-
derstand rather than a fierce spirit
of condemnation and repression. In
other words, a liberal should be
broad-minded, otherwise one fails to
see how he can qualify under that
term which, if vague, iis not so
loose as all that—liberality does
mean open-mindedness, a belief in the
virtue of reasonable discussion rather
ithan forcible methods, a love of fair
play and freedom, a spirit of con-
siderate and indulgent and many-
sided humanity.

Upon one point, L believe, all lib-
erals—or nearly all, with the excep-
tion maybe of one in a hundred—
agree: mnamely, that discussion and
art and literature should be free.
There is, of course. the exception
of one in a hundred: this one lib-
éral would be gravely convinced that
censoership of some kinds of litera-
ture is necessary — puritanically
bjased, he would, let us say, favor
the suppression of certain works of
art that are to him excessively sig-
nificant in a sexual way. Yet as to
the freedom of discussion as re-
spects ideas, I believe -that liberals
i would agree without exception: that
iis to say; even should a puritanical
liberal (which seems to,me, of course,
almost a contradiction in terms)
favor the suppression of a work de-
seriptive of free love he would not
go so far as to ,suppress the ad-
vocacy of free love as a theory and
method of behavior. He might be
opposed to birth control (though I
believe few liberals are opposed to
it) but he would agree that it should
be freely, openly discussed.

The moment a man begins to talk

at)out an. idea with a strain of
‘bigotry, declaring that it is not fit
ito have free circulation among other

ideas, suggesting that it should be
suppressed absolutely, manifesting
pain even that the idea should be
expressed in his hearing—you may
know that such a man is not a
liberal, no matter what he may call
himself. = I ‘know that many who
are on one ground or. another, per-
haps on very broad grounds, liberals
have their prejudices and often use

.intemperate language and may feel

some animosity toward a contrary
idea: but, if they have the true
spark of liberalism in their nature,
they do not insist that their own
opinions shall trample down all other
opinions and that there shall be any
official command as to what is ithe
truth .or the permissibly expressed
attitude toward truth. Given the
power to close another man’s mouth,
it is easy to “win” an argument
with him: but the question is left
unsettled and is, by this very policy
of primitive unreasoning force, made
more unpleasantly, more dangerously,
insistent.  The more significant fact,
however., is that a liberal does not
wish to drive by a decree of law
or superior force any idea out: of
the field of free discussion: intel-
lectually, he has: the spirit of “give

.and take.”

Thus the genuine liberal, much as
he may approve some of the social-
economic aims of the Russian Soviet
government, is bound to protest
against the Russian limitations upon
freedom of speech. It does not mat-
ter with how lofty a motive the Rus-
sian leaders profess te crush- oppo-
sition to their program; it does not
matter that they claim to be work-
ing in behalf of a more just and
humane order of society; their offi-
cial gospel may be the true one, but
they are as censurable as any medi-
eval bigot when they stamp out
all criticism: moreover, as is always
the case, they suggest that their
position is not as strong as it might
be. And of course in Russia, as in
Italy and Spain, the object of such

intolerance is -to maintain certain
groups or tertain individuals. in
power. Liberalism, truth, speaking,

appeals to reason and humanity
rather than the blunt, crushing de-
cisiveness of dogmatlc power.

‘It is also broadly, characteristic
of liberalism that it has a lively
contemporary—more, an advanced
and forward-seeking — interest .in

ideas and sqcigl arrangements. It
is  contrasted = with conservatism,
which means the upholding of things
as they are and which is hostile to
new ideas and proposals of change;

and it is opposed, of course, to the
reactionary spirit which would undo
the work of progress and thrust us
back if it could to an earlier, less
advanced, less free time. Liberals
really must have a progressive vision
if they would justify claim of lib-
eralism. They must be intelligent
enough, just enough, mentally free
enough to admit that the present
notions of truth and policy are not
final nor beyond the reach of criti-
cism. With respect to any feature
of life, if they are liberal they will
admit that the principle of freedom
is sound ahd that the' possibility of
progress cannot be limited by tradi-
tion or by timid, pious precept. A
liberal is not necessarily a hundred
percent realist (few of us are that,
even though we try to be) but he
is' at least capable of perceiving the
elementary common sense of the
changeableness of things. He knows
that as conditions are altered, our
theory and practice must sensibly
accommodate itself to the new as-
spects of life. ‘Even ideals and
methods of social or individual be-
havior that were entirely valid in
some past time. must lose their force
and virtue as conditions change and
one: good custom, outliving its need,
may corrupt the world. The liberal
is always ready to examine. as the
need of the suggestion (perhaps
premature) of the need arises, the
rules and the institutions of our
social life and discuss in what man-
ner they may be wisely altered; in
what manner the passing of time
may have discredited what was for-
merly well enough; in what respect
new ways of living commend the
wisdom — eventually, perhaps, the
necessity—of new institutions, new
methods, a new viewpoint.

I think it may be correctly said
that the liberal must, in a word, be
a progressive. He must not only be
up ‘with the times but somewhat
ahead of them. Take any question
—at random, say the question of
marriage and divorce—and the lib-
eral must admit, not simply the
possibility of change, but the fact
that this question of change must
be discussed in an open. forum of
variously contributory and contradic-
tory observation and opinion. In
discussing the question of marriage,
liberals may differ on this point or
that; some may be more cautlous,

some more darmg, in their sugges-
tions; temperamentally, they may
be animated by very dissimilar ideas
about sex. But no liberal will con-

tend that marriage is a perfect,

final, sacred, indissoluble arrange-
ment. He will not conceivably in-
sist that marriage “until- death do
us. part” is the irreducible minimum
of ‘moral and social necessity and
that any criticism of this ideal 'is
scandalous, any: exception to it un-
thinkable, any broadening and lib-
eralizing of standards. a monstrous
break with tradition. To liberalize
marriage indeed is what any true
liberal should naturally wish. Forms
of compulsion are abhorrent to the
liberal mind and they can only be
tolerated on the ground of absolute,
plain necessity. Harsh limitations
upon belief and behavior are like-
wise intolerable, the more so' as they
are generally animated by a kind of
bigoted ill-will and put forth but a
sSorry pretense of social helpfulness.
A liberal is thus favorable, on the
question of marriage and divorce,
to more lenient and discriminating
arrangements; to a greater measure
of freedom and choice with the ob-
ject of happiness for the most per-
sonally interested parties to such a
contract; marriage as a“‘form of
slavery for an alleged vindication
of virtue and duty is an idea utterly
repugnant to liberalism.

This is merely an example; and
it may be said that as regards di-
vorce, there is almost unammously
an attitude of liberalism as com-
pared’ with the attitude which pre-
vailed fifty years ago. As believers
in divorce, in a liberal interpreta-
tion of the ideas of marriage, nine
persons out of ten are liberals al-
though they may be smugly conser-
vative or extremely reactlonary on
other questions. There are, to be
sure, degrees of liberalism. One
liberal may stoutly defend the prin-
ciple of divorce, yet insist that the
law should be quite meticulous and
reluctant in granting the dissolu-
tion of marriages; another may en-
dorse divorce most fully and not
be very strict in his idea of its re-
quirements, yet condemn as very im-
moral the sharing of sexual ex-
perience outside of marriage; an-
other may believe in free love, but
only in a compact that is firmly and
idealistically equivalent to legal mar-
riage. We expect such differences,
for we know that men and women
afe influenced in their ideas by their
personal relations, their experiences,
their characters, strong or weak'

stern or amiable, formal or latitu-
dmarlan, and the one who judges
such a  question as marnage and
sex life by that one person’s ex-

narrowky———tmxt. at Ihast, caniiot” be
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accepted as a wvalid cntermn%
though happily that personal:
ence sometimes encourages the.. g :‘
est and freest view. We are fam
iar, however, with the ﬂlggmaf‘ '
dency of a couple who have' :tounﬁ
in one marrlage their ideal hapm-
ness to 'insist that their owm &X-
ample can easily, perfectly be fol-
lowed by all ‘men and women; and,
on the .other hand, those who have
been disappointed in marriage are
apt to conderm the ideal too sweeF
ingly.

The point is that a liberal, ino’
matter how convinced by personal
experience or  in theory that mar-
riage—that the monogamic union of
one man and one woman for life—
is the true, idealistic solution of the
sex problem, will not intolerantly
insist that all others shall be forced.
to bow to this ideal. His liberalism
consists in his very willingness.to
grant exceptions, to concede the right
of others to disagree with him and
experiment for themselves, to admit
fairly the need of a code wide
enough to embrace the various as-
pects and the various urges of hu-
man nature. Liberalism is the dis-
position to look at every side of a
question and, however, convinced of
the superior truth that lies on one
side, to leave open the expression
of all sides. .

Yet liberalism, be it -noted, is
something more than toleration al-
though that is indispensable, funda=
mental indeed, in the liberal attitude.
The liberal is not simply tolerant
of other views, but he himself takes
a broad view and is responsive to
the reasonable claims of advanced
thought. Conceivably, one might be
tolerant of a difference of opinion
on the subject of marriage and yet
be oneself narrow in the extreme,
even denying that divorce is any-
how justifiable. But that would not
be liberalism: liberalism ‘means the
admission of a goodly measure of
free and easy latitude into human
relations; it does not indeed mean
anarchlsm, but it is assuredly im-
compatible. with the classics, strict
attitude of conservatism. . S

One would be surprised, for in-
stance, to find one calling - himself
a liberal yet taking a conservative,
narrowly individualistic . stand on
economic questions. .= Liberals’ must

reaally agree that the promem of

the fair distribution of wealth—or,
to, put it more broadly, the problem
of the just and wise arrangement

perience is looking at the question

[Please turn to page two

Why I Quit
Being a
Prohibitionist

- Harry Hibschman

Copyright. 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.

As a child I was brought up to
hate whiskey and the saloon, and as
a man I voted dry on a state ref-
erendum. And only a few years
.ago lecturing on the public platform
on “The Law and the Profits,” I de-
fended prohibition, I advocated un-
conditional observance of the law,
and I lived as a preacher—I re-
malined personally dry and resolutely
refused many a drink of which I
now think with regret.

But I can no longer be a defender.

of things as they, now are. Visit-
ing every corner of the land I have
been compelled to see ‘and to hear;
and the facts have conquered me.
It is not that I am so .much con-
cerned over the rotten booze we are
drinking but “that I am concerned
over the rotten social conditions we
are breeding. It is not bad liquor
that worries me, but bad law. And
beer, wine, temperance, and regula-
tion seem to me preferable to poi-
soned alcobol, moonshine, Volstead-
ism and violation. I bave come,
therefore, to believe that prohibition
must be scrapped and that a wiser
scheme needs to be put into effect.

We should do away with prohibi-
tion, in the fiest place, for the para-
doxical reason that we do unot have
it. Regardless -of the Amendment
and the Volstead Act, prohibition
does not prohibit. Thls assertion no
one but the fanatie would deny. And
a cloud of witnesses can be called
in its- support. Take, for instance,
the conclusion of the English obe
server, G. K. Chesterton, who writes,
“The first thing to be said about it
is that it does not exist.”

Or turn to the field of jurispru-
dence and listen to Chief Justice
Dempsey of the Municipal Court of
Cleveland: “You can get a drink
in - any community in the United
States—if you want it.”

Or turn to the medical field, and
find Dr. Chas. Norris, chief medical
examiner of the city of New York,
reporting, “My opinion, based on
actyal experience, of the medical
aminer’s staff and myself, is that
there js actually no prohibition, .

Or call a witness from the labor
field, James O’Connell, President of
the Metal Trades depsrtment of the

American Federation of Labor. He
testifies, “My observation is that the
Volstead Law is being ﬂagrantly vio-
lated on every hand.”

Or read the recent report of the
Church Temperance Society of the
Episcopal Church. Answering the
question, “Is prohibition a success
in your community?’ 1,304 -clergy-
men wrote, “No” as against 501 who
wrote, “Yes.”

Or finally refer to a newspaper,
the El Paso (Tex.) Herald, once a
strong supporter of the 18th Amend-
ment. On December 3, 1927, it said
editorially, “National prohibition by
constitptional amendment and con-
gressional enactment has had a thor.
ough trial and has failed utterly.”

And the facts support the testi-
mony of these witnesses. The avail-
able evidence with reference to the
extensive consumption of alcoholic
beverages in this country at the
present time is overwhelming. Just
to mention a few unimpeachable
facts: o '

(1) Government returns show that
the export of alcoholic beverages
from Canada to the United States
is_ steadily increasing. During the
year 1925 the value of shipments of-
ficially cleared was $16,056,797. In
1926 it was $21,454,310; and 1927
it was $23,457,230. This does not
include the cargoes of smuggled
liquor of which there is no record.

(2) How much pure industrial al-]

cohol manufactured -ir the United
States is actually diverted and made
into beverages or how much dena-
tured alcohol is re-natured, no one
can say with certainty. But there
are .various facts that throw more
or less reliable light on the subject.
For instance the production of alco-
hol increased from 45,640,948 gal-
lons in 1920 to 191,670,107 in 1926;
and the withdrawals of denatured
alcohol jumped from 22,388,824 gal-
lons in 1921 to 105,279,246 in 1926.
Congressman Henry T. Rainey, a
loyal prohibitionist,  estimated that
55,000,000 gallons were illegally di-
verted for beverage use in 1925,
Others put it even higher.

(3) The wine grape production
has more than doubled since 1920.
There are certainly enough grapes
now to make several gallons of wine
for every man, woman and child in
the country.

(4) The hops raised and imported
in a year are sufficient to supply all

‘the makers of cereal beverages and

leave enough for home and other

x- | illegal brewing to produce 500,000,

000 gallons of real beer. And though
some of it is terrible, I have friends
who never lose faith that eventually
they will equal pre-prohibition Bud-

weiser’ and Blue Ribbon,

(5) As to the moonshine produced,
who can estimate the amount? Judg-
ing by the number of stills seized
each year and the apparatus sold by
good prohibitionists like S. S.
Kresge, certainly the total for the
country runs into millions of gallons.

This conclusion is further justified
by the fact that the amount of corn
sugar now produced and consumed
has increased nearly three hundred
percent since 1921; and corn sugar
is the favorite ingredient in the
home manufacture of whiskey. One
hundred pounds of the sugar yields
seven gallons of moonshine. Thus
the amount now produced in excess
of the amount produced in 1921 and
not required to satisfy increased
demands of industry would be suffi-
cient for at least two hundred mil-
lion gallons of moonshine.

(6) As to cider and the many
concoctions made in the homes of the
land, no one .can even guess the
amount; but judging by personal
experiences in domiciles of many ac-
quaintances, scattered throughout the
country I am led to believe that
blackberries and elderberries are
jpst about as precious today in this
land of prohibition as tallow candles
in an Eskimo igloo and that a dan-
delion has about as much chance to
survive as a trufle in Germany or
garlic in Italy.

In" 1918 the total consumption of
alecoholic beverages in the United
States was a little over 1,700,000,000
gallons, making a total of actual
alcohol of. about 110,000,000 or a
little more than one gallon per per-
son. . .

At present, considering only the
faets already mentioned, the total
must come disgracefully near that
one gallon per capita. But 1 am
not going to squabble over the actual
amount vow consumed illegally, Con-
cede for the sake of the argument
that it is but half of what it

was
before prohibition or even fwanty.
five percent of that amount, and

obviously prohibition is not working.

However, there is no better proof
in this connection than what one
personally sees -and ‘hears. And
there is not one person out of three
who does not know absolutely that
intoxicating, alcoholic beverages are
now manufactured, transported, and
sold on évery hand contrary to the
18th Amendment and the Volstead
Law.

I myself have studied the statistics
for the purpose of trying to obtain
accurate information. But I did .not
have to look at a single chart or
examine a single table of figures to

all chance of denial or doubt "that

the good people of the land are dlir

have it impressed upon me beyond'

i

‘would be out of

regarding the law. -On every hand
I have seen th# respectable citizens
acting as if <there were no 18th
Amendment. How to make good
home brew, tke best recipes for
wines, the most, reliable bootleggers,
the location of the mnearest still,
these 'are topicy of conversation on
every hand. sw0d everywhere now
it is considered necessary to enter-
tain guests with something to drink.

In addition :» the many private
individuals who* have offered me
liquor within the last few years, I
have been treated by two members
of Congress, federal judge, a
judge of a state appellate court, two
prosecuting attorneys, a sheriff, a
United States Marshal, and several
judges of lower courts of record.
But the official who makes me smile
most frequently is a member of Con-
gress who virtuously talks and votes
dry. Perhaps he has reformed. At
any rate, I'll charitably give him the
benefit of the doubt. But only a
few years ago, while he was serving
as district attorney. in- his home
state, I took a idrive into the coun-
try with him, one evening, and as
we passed & sertain. spot he stopped,
got out of the“car, and placed some
money in a hollow stump. A few
hours later, when we passed that
way again, he visited the stump and
returned with a jug of moonshine.
Great is prohibition! Greater still
its defenders! And hypocrisy is a
part of the price we pay for the
prohibition we do not have.

The second rveason for my defec-
tion from the ranks of those who
defend prohibition and wmy present

a
@

_conviction that it should be dope

away with, is that we do not have the
benefits that were promised by those
who - foisted  the 18th Amendment
upon us. We were promised a far-
veaching social,” political, moral, and
economic reformation—saloons and
drunkenuness would disappear; drug
addicts would be emancipated; health
conditions would improve; life would
be lengthened; jails would be empty;
doctors, undertakers, and._ lawyers
jobs;” the divorce
record would become unegligible; poli-
tics would be pure as the- driven
snow; crime and vice would be re-
duced until America would be like
a .vast  Sunday School; poverty
would be unknown workmen would
be contented; everybody would be
happy; and the millennium would
be at hand.

But how dlﬁ'erent is the ceque]’

For ,saloons we have substituted
blind pigh, dives, joints, and road-
houses, Arrests for' drunkenness are
on the.increase in practically every
city in the country. In 534 cities

arrests for drunkenness in 1926 were

Reproduced 2008 by Bank of Wisdom,

136 percent greater than in .1920.
In 403 places for which there are
records from 1914 to 1926, the ar-
rests were greater than in any pre-
vious year except 1916. And there
has been a continual increase in the
number of drunken drivers of auto-
mobiles. In New - Jersey Commis-
sioner Dill revoked 1,636 drivers’
licenses in 1927 as against 1,254 in
the preceding year. Conditions in
these respects are much worse in
former dry states than in former
wet states.
As to the drug menace,
Richard P. Hobson recently said
in a radio address, “The human
race is now in the midst of a life
and death struggle with the deadli-

est foe that has ever menaced its
existence. Narcotic drug addiction
has become the major facter in
crime.”

In 1911 this same wise sociologist
delivered an address in - Congress,
millions of copies of which were
later franked out under the title,
<‘The Great Destroyer.” 1In it he
said: . “It is conservatively esti-
mated that 95 percent of all the acts

civilized communities are the direct
result of men being put down by
alcohol toward a plane of savagery”

And later when he was earning
that $171,000 that he received from
the Anti-Saloon League during the
eight years extending from 1914 to
1922 1 heard him make the emphatic
assertion that prohibition would be
the miraculous wonder-worker that
would usher in the golden age of
virtue and do away with poverty,
misery, crime and vice

Still he has landed again on a
cause that needs propagandists, for
the use of narcotfes is increasing
under the beneficence of prohibition
at an appalling rate. There are, for
example, at this time 2,270 *“dope”
prisoners in the Federal penal in-

of the Volstead Act. .

As to health conditions, there has
been a steadily mounting tide of
deaths from alcoholism and cirrhosis
of the liver. since 1920 especially
in the former dry states; and the
decrease in the death rate of twenty-
one foreign countries has been three
and one-half ‘times ‘that of the
United States since 1919.

As to the divorce record. the facts
are notorious.. Despite the alleged
blessings of prohibition' the rate is
constantly rising.

Po]xtlcally there has been the same
failure tc realize the expected bene-
fits from prohibiticn as with the
promises of social improvenient It
may be conceded that it wa:'a boon

to society to destro~ the” infiuerce

LLC

Capt. |

and crimes of violence committed in’

stitutions as ,against 820 violators:

fective;

'of the saloon in po}ltlcs
tunately a more sinister condition

were assured we would have after
prohibition went into effect. )

So far as moral conditions are
concerned, the crime and vice rec-
ords are as disappointing as the
social and the political records. The
census bureau reported some months
ago that a survey of 58 prisons in
31 states showed an increased in
the number of inmates of twenty-
eight percent in three years.

each hundred thousand population
in 1923; in 1926 there were 37.2.
in Califernia there were 40.4 in 1923
and 41.5 in 1926.

The same thing is true of juven-
ile delinquency. Joseph C. Astredo,
veteran juvenile officer of San Fran-
cisco, recently declared: “It ap-
pears that prohibition, as a. cure
for delinquency, has failed. in its
purpose.  Our records show that
alcoholism is still the chief factor]
leading to juvenile delinguency.”
~Nor bhave the economic results
been any more satisfactory than the
rest. True, there have been some
undoubted benefits; but the wild pre-
dictions made beforehand have mnot
at all been realized. Taxes have
not been reduced—on the contrary.
And certainly neither farmer nor
workman will admit that he is bet-
ter off economically because of Vol
steadism. .

1 have changed my position with
reference to prohibition in the third
place, because we have brought upon
ourselves an avalanche.of new evils,
and only stubborn blindness can keep.
one from concluding that the price
is altogether  too bigh. Socially
there is the evil of general drink-
ing to an extent unknown before
prohibition. No matter into whose
home one goes these days, 'a drink
is the crder of the day. People
who in other ‘days never thought
of ering a visitor a drink, now
consider it a necessary part of the
proper spirit of hospitality. With
this new order ’

has come a’ new
standard fer the young; and the
hip flask is the sign of good- fel?

lowship and scphistication. . All this
means., of course, that -respectable
folks, young ‘and old, are making:
a joke of the 18th Amendment and
the laws intended to make it ef-
and that by their actions
they are developing in their own
minds and belping to develop in the
minds of others a general disrespect
for law as law.

But uﬁfdr- ‘

‘ In|
| Texas there were 30.1 prisoners for

‘instead new  evils,

But cne. of thc vcrst evils'
st]*mq frem  preohib
that has bheen a poient, infl

turning me against prohibition is
the creation of a highly organized

prevails today; ' and ‘politics is far,and amply financed outlaw industry.
from being the ' chaste business  we Those who engage in the big-scale

violation. of the prohibition laws for

! profit are without the pale in the

eyes of the law. Their transactions
have no protection from organized
society. They must, therefore, de-
pend on such force as they them-
selves can muster to hold their out-
lawed products or to collect the price
for their goods. Necessity, then,
has compelled them to organize bands
of armed retainers, whose might is
their only means of redress.

A natural consequence of this
condition is the bringing about of
a partnership between the law-
breaker and the law’s guardian.
Official corruption such as the old
regime never knew has grown up
under our noses. And the condition
becomes worse as time goes on.
Anyone who doubts the seriousness
of this' situation need only read the
record of dismissals from the pro-

hibition enforcement service for
corruption. )
From a juridical .standpoint a

deplorable result is the conversion
of the federal courts into police
courts with clogged dockets and
the inevitable delay of important
litigation properly falling within the
jurisdiction of these courts. Nor
is the Jeast evil of prohibition the
new atmosphere that has come to
surround the federal courts since
they have been converted into in-
quisitions for bootleggers, smugglers,
gangsters, hijackers and such ilk.
The golden dignity is gone .and with
it the respect and confidence that
men once had for and in these
tribunals. ) '
" But, cogent as has been the fact
that we do not have prohibition,
that we do not have the promised
‘benefits of prohibition, that we have
more cogent in
driving me to my present position
with reference te the 28th Amend-
ment has beec che conviction that
we cannot have prohibition In
other'words, not merely does prohi-
bition fail to prohibit, but it ‘canngt
be made to prohibit., It is not en-
forced because it cannot be enforced.
It fails to operate becanse it is im-
possible to make it operate. e
From a psychological sl;cudpoim
it seems to me that no ciher con=
cl regarding this mattex_r cis
ible.” Men gannot be male godd
la»v—thef.' cannot be meds moral

'a
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me They all agree that ome of
gle things with which we are born

an impulse to fight against any
“iort of shackle or curb. Watson
rsefers to this impulse as rage and
apphes the word to the reaction
manifested by even the tiniest in-
fapt if its head or limbs or body
are held immovable. MacDougall
implies .it when he lists and de-
scribes the creative instinct, the in-
stimet for self-expression and the in-
stinct of self-preservation; Freud
recognizes it as a part of our racial
héritage, buried in the unconscious,
but all-powerful to push us on to
our destiny as men.
- Of course, this impulse is brought
under measurable control; but to
whatever extent this happens, the
result is brought about by a process
of education, conditioning, and habit
formatijon. Temperance, then, is al-
together possible from a scientific
paint of view, for temperance can
.be developed in an individual by
WOrkmg with his- natural mechan-
ijsm .of .behavior. That process
means cooperation with nature. Pro-
“hibition, on the other hand, is an
antagonistic form of procedure. It
proposes to attack nature, to break
down _its- bArriers, and to enchain
the inborn impuses of the indi-
vidual. It doesn’t work’because it
can’t.

To be sure, men do observe laws
that place them under-
But their obedience is the result of
an inner constraint rather than of
an outer compulsion. The only laws
to which men render the ‘obedience
that makes them effectual are the
laws that have a moral sanction bhe-
hind them.

Events in American history have
proven this contention more than
once. The Alien and Sedition Laws
and the Embargo Act might serve
as pertinent illustrations; but the
outstanding example is the Fugi-
tive Slave Law. Under the federal
constitution a man’s property right
in his slave was just as positively
guaranteed as the manufacture of
liquor is now prohibited; and it was
his right to claim his property
wherever he found it. To make this
right effectual Congress passed an
enactment act that the

Séott decision. Under that law it
was a crime to give a run-away
slave a crust of bread. But in
spite of that, men and women in
the North helped the slaves to es-

cape; hid them, fed them, protected |is

them and sped them on their way.
Some of the state legislatures even
went so far as to pass laws making
it a crime to help enforce the con-
stitutional provision and the federal
jaw  passed in accordance with it,
thus affirmatively defying the fed-
eral government and attemptmg “to
nullify by law a provision of the
federal constitution, .just as binding
as the 18th Amendment. Men to
whom we have since erected statues
participated 'in  this : proceeding
openly and without shame. They
believed the law to be inherently

ihe 1 Freudxans,‘ t‘ne result is the’

‘a moral sanction. .

restraint. |

y words, I have come to the

Supreme
Court. upheld in the famous Dred

evil and without binding force on
the conscience of the citizen; and
they defied it. ) )

'That is the story of all time.
cannot reform men by coercion.
. But there 1is “specific historical
proof that - prohibition cannot -be
made to work. It has been tried in
various .forms on and off for more
than eighty years in this country.

Prior to 1914 when the present
wave struck the _cduntry, . nineteen
states had adopted statewide prohi-
bition. Of the nineteen, three re-
tained it while the others abandoned
it after an average trial of about
seven years.

Our own record, then, shows that
prohibition in the past has in most
cases proven such a positive failure
as to lead to repeal.

The record of Canada-and Europe
shows the same results. Prohibition
has been a failure wherever it has

Yéu
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been trieg. British Columbia, Al-
berta, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, On-
tario, Russia, Turkey, Norway,

Sweden—all these tried the prohi-
bition eXperiment and found it want-
ing. - >

Experience corroborates what a
scientific understanding of human
psychology indicates, namely, that
prohibition can never be made to
work—that coercion of any sort as
to human behavior is futile without

But it is only now that I come to
the real reason for my heresy in
this matter of. prohibition. The
reasons I have discussed thus far
were contributing factors, but the
vital, convincing and compelling one
is that we ought not to have prohi-
bition even if we could. TIn other
inevitable
conclusion that the 18th Amend-
ment should never have been adopted
—that it is wrong in principle—that,

as Woodrow Wilson said, prohibi-
tion is the wrong way to do the
right thing. I have been slow to

reach this conviction.

Once I helieved, like Hoover, that
prohibition was a great social ex-
periment. 1 believe nmow that it is
a great sccial calamity. And I have
come to this state of mind as a
lawyer and because my background
is that of the legal profession. I
am not deeply concerned over
whether or not I have a drink; but
I am most earnestly concerned over
whether or not I still live under
law. I grant, of course, that pro-
hibition is at present the law, but I
submit that it is poor law. - And that
‘the - fundamental, - overwhelming
reason why I am now convinced we
betrayed our trust as lawyers and
American citizens- when we permitae|
ted this perversion of -historical,
basic American principles of legal
philisophy and, legal science.

Let us obey for a moment one of
the injunctions incorporated in the
constitution .of the -state in .which
I formerly made my home. It says
judges, members of the bar, and
others shall occasidnally recall and
reexamine basic principles in order
that thus they may guard them-

selves against departing therefrom.

Let us bring to our minds once
again the philosophy back of the
constitution—the guiding principles
recognized by the founders of this
nation and - of its government.

Theirs was, in brief, the “natural
rights” “social compact” theory of
government. Its origin and growth
it is unnecessary to trace. Nor is
it important that in our day we
know it to be a fallacy. What mat-
ters is that the constitution must
be interpreted in the light of that
philosophy.

The best-known expres<xon of it is
that which is contained in the Decla-
ration of Independence, .to-wit: - “We
hold these truths to be self-evident:

that all men are created equal, that
they are endowed by their Creator

with certain inalienable rights, that
among these are life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness. That to
secure these rights, Governments are
instituted among men, deriving their
just powers from the consgnt of the
governed.”

However, T want to call attention
to the Virginia Declaration of Rights
adopted a few weeks before the
Declaration of Independence. That
document says: “That all men are
by nature equally free and inde-
pendent and have certain inherent
rights, &f which, when they enter
into. a state of society, they cannot
by any compact deprive or divest
their posterity, namely, the enjoy-
ment of life and liberty with the
means of acquiring and possessing
property and pursuing and obtaining
happiness and safety.”

Here is a clear statement of the
view that man as an isolated indi-
vidual enters into a state of society
by an affirmative act and by means
of a definite compact, but that every
other individual has some rights
that none but the individual himself
can bargain away. ‘““All men,” it
says, ‘““—have certain inherent rights
of which—they cannot by any com-
pact deprive or divest their pos-
terity.”

We can properly understand the
constitution and appraise the 18th
Amendment and the Volstead Act
only as we view them in the light
of that political philosophy. Against
that background the constitution
emerges as a simple document set-
ting up appropriate machinery of
government, granting to this gov-
ernment certain powers, guarantee-
ing certain rights to the states and
to the individual, and assuring for
each state a republican form of
government. But there was such
grave doubt about the protection of
the rights of the state and of the
individual that the amendments
known as the Bill of Rights were
forthwith added. Let us refresh

our minds regarding one of those,}.

the 10th, not for the moment to
study its legal but its philosophical
import: -

“The powers not delegated to the
United :States by the constitution,
nor prohlblted by it to the states,
are reserved to the states respec-
tlrvely, or to the people.”

We have here a positive  incor-

-strictly

poration into the conmstitution of the

doctrine of natural rights—a . decla-

ration that all powers. not granted
to the federal government remained

1in the people.

\Now, bearing constantly in mlnd
this early philosophical aspect. of
the matter, let us examine the more
legal aspect of the ques-
tion. For that purpose it will be
well to remind ourselves of -the
wording of -the 18th Amendment:

(1) After one year from the ratifi- |

cation of this article the manufac-
ture. sale or transportation of in-
toxicating liquors within, the im-
portation thereof inte. or the ex-
portation thereof from the United
States and all ‘territory subject to
the jurisdiction thereof for beverage
purposes is hereby prohibited.

(2) The Congress and the several

.states shall have concurrent power

to enforce this article
priate legislation. :

(3) This article shall be inopera-
tive unless it shall have been rati-
fied as @an amendment to the Consti-
tution by the legislatures of the sev-
eral states, as provided by the Con-
stitution, within seven years from
the date of the submission hereof
to the states by the Congress.

Here is certainly something new
under the sun—a grant of police
power to the federal government, the
incorporation in the constitution of
criminal legislation, and the setting
up of an anomalous concurrent
jurisdiction in the enforcement of
its, provisions.

Regardless of the fact that the
Amendment and the Volstead . Act
have both received the approval of
the Supreme Court, I still believe
that the 18th Amendment is incon-
sistent with the 10th, that it pur-
ports to take away from me rights
that under the philosophy out of
which the constitution received
first breath of life cannot be taken
from me without myv consent and of
which, even though I consented, I
could not under the plain doctrine
of the fathers deprive my own pos-
terity. And I venture the further
suggestion that even now the states
that did not ratify the 18th Amend-
ment, Connecticut and Rhode Island,
are not bound by it.

But, be that as it may, one thing

certain, and that is that the
adoption” of this amendment consti-
tuted a surrender by the states of
certain of their traditional, funda-
mental rights and was, unless one
believes in centralization in govern-
ment, a revolutionary change in the
relation of the states and the federal
government. And I for one am con-
vipced that Governor Ritchie, of:
Maryland, is justified in preachmg
the old doctrine of states’ rights in
its application to present tendencies
and condition.

When we turn now to the Vol-
stead Act we are struck first with
the fact that it is itself contrary
to the letter and spirit of the 18th
Amendment and certainly contrary
to the traditional spirit of Ameri-
can constitutional and criminal law.
Section 3 of the Act best illustrates
this contention: “No person shall on
or after the date when the 18th

by - appro-

is

' Amendment fo the

| forbids the manufacture, s

its |

Constitution -of
the United States goes into ‘effect,
manufacture, sell, barter, transport,
import, export, deliver, furnish, or
possess any intgxicating liquor ex-
cept as authorized in this Act, and
all the provisions of this Act shall
be liberally construed -to the end
that the use of intoxicating liquor
as a beverage may Re prevented.”

Note the words, “the usg of in-
toxicating liquor.” The 18th Amend-
ment says nothing about use.” It
sale, trans-
portatlon, importation and exporta-
tion of intoxicating liquors. Its ad-
vocates, of course, had in mind the
prohibition of the use of alcoholic
beverages, but they did not dare to
express it that way in the Amend-
ment. But when the representatives
of the Anti-Saloon League prepared
the Act under which we are now
operating, they came opt in the open
and forbade possession and use”

But the most abominable feature
of this section is the-injunction that
“all the provisions of the Act shall
be liberally construed” A more
vicious departure from all legal
rules and precedents it is hard to
imagine. Under American jurispru-
dence an accused person has always
been given the protection of the
principle that criminal legislation
must be strictly construed; but the
prohibition law, conceived in bigotry
and born 'of intolerance, reverses
all this—to the eternal shame, in
my humble opinion. of the lawyers
in Congress who, recreant to thexr
trust, gave it their approval.

The Act is a lie, of course, in that
it calls anything with an alcoholic
content of over one-half of one
percent intoxicating. It is contrary
to the 18th Amendment when it
so provides, and it operates un-
justly against both makers and
users of bheverages containing a
larger amount of alcohs! but not in
fact intoxicating. But for prohibi-
tion’s sake truth and justice must
alike be crucified. i

The Act is also discriminatory.
The man who owned liquor when the
Act went into effect may drink it
in peace. The Jew may have his
sacramental wine—and, strange to
say., he must be becoming holier
with each year that passes, for the
amount required steadily rising.
And then there are those who have
homes where they can permit nature
to take its course with the juice of
the vine or the fruit of the tree.
Nor is there a one-half-of-one-percent
limit for these last. Grape juice and|
cider are forbidden only when they
are actually .intoxicating; and 'since
the enforcement officers are not in-
terfering with those who manufac-
ture for home consumption only, the
farmer, the orchardist, and the in-
dividual with a permanent place of
abode need not go thirsty.

Another strange thing about this
legislation is that it punishes not
the act it is intended' to prevent
but the manufacture and possession
of the means with which to per-
form that act. In other words, it
is. intended to do away with drink-

is

ling through the state.

ing; but drinking is not punished.
And - drinking is to be done away
with not because it is evil in itself
but because excessive drinking is
considered undesirable. - By analogy,
we should destroy all weapons  to
prevent murder, forbid the manu-
facture or possession of automo-
biles to prevent hold-ups, fast driv-

‘ling, and traffic regulations in gen-

eral, -and logically kill all the wo-
men—at least those who have “It”—
in order tec keep men from com-
mitting fornication and adultery.

However. so far as the legal as-
pects of the matter are concerned,
I consider more serious even than
the provisions of the Act itself, the
manner in which and means by
which it is being enforced. Before
our very eyes the long cherished
guarantees of the Bill of Rights are
disregarded, comstricted, violated,
and destroyed. 'I am constrained to
cry out against prohibition more
because of our fading Bill of Rights
than because of any other one thing.

Illegal search and seizure, arrest
without warrant, double jeopardy,
denial of jury trials, excessive balil,
cruel punishments, murder—all these
are -the order of the day.

Recently, for instance, according
to the newspapers the Dean of the
-Yale Divinity School, was prevented
from entering a dormintory with a
suit case containing his laundry
until he submitted to a search of
the case by a prohibition officer,
who was acting without 4 warrant
but entirely on suspicion. :

At Sheffield, Ala., Charlie Mitchell,
a deputy sheriff, a few weeks ago
fired at an automobile containing
women and children—tourists pass-
Mitchell’s
defense “was that he thought it was
a liquor car and did not know it
contained women and children.

At Raleigh, N. C., the Chief Jus-
tice of North Carolina was address-
ing the bar of Wake County on June
1, 1925. “The best friend you have,”
he said, “is the law of North. Caro-
lina. It protects you the day you
are born; - it surrounds you and
shields you as long as you live, and
it stands sentinel and guard at your
tomb.” A noble sentiment! And
how often I have said the same
thing!

But on that very day, one mile
from where the Justice was speak-
ing, a sergeant of the plain. clothes
department, in the presence of the
Chief of Police, without warning,
'shot and killed S. S. Holt, a promi-
nent member of the bar of an ad-
joining . county on his way. home
from arguing a case in the United
States District Court. = The only
justification . offered by the officer,
was that Holt’s car. had stopped for
a moment beside the road, and this
had made him jump to the conclu-
sion that the car ‘was carrying
liquor, though -the fact was the con-
trary. And that is the way the law
protects ‘the individual in these days
of Volsteadism and fanatical disre-
gard- of the rights of the citizen.

There is another aspect. to this

and that is the religious. One phase

subject that gives me grave concern,]

of it is as serious to my mind as the
legal -aspect with which it is so
closely connected.

I am not referring. now to the fact
that the position of the prohibition-
ist is inconsistent with the teaching
of Christ and the Church, though
it is a fact tha: back as early as
the second century there were those
among the Christians who demanded
that the use of wine be prohibited.
They were* officially condemned by
the Church, and a canon was adopted
that read: “If any bishop, prlest
deacon, or layman abstain from wine
out of abhorrence, as having. for-
gotten that all things are very good,
let him amend or ‘else  be - déposed
and cast out of the Church.” -

No, the speclﬁc thing to which I
am referring is the relation between
the church and the state as exem-
-plified in this prohibijion legisla-
tion. The Anti-Saloon League has
always called itself with pride, “The
Church in Action;” and to it does
belong whatever .credit or discredit
must- be given for the adoption of
the 18th-Amendment, the passage of
the Volstead Act in its present form,
and for the ®dministration of the
law. It has dictated terms to legis-
lators and executive officials. It has
named many of the enforcement offi-
cers. It has had members of Con-
gress and other public officials or
its pay-roll. It has determined.ad
ministrative policies. It has intimi-
dated and still does intimidate state
and federal office-holders. It is the
Church in Action, rehglon in aﬂ’axrs
of state...

Now, many view this condltlon
with complaggncy while the church
in question is the Protestant*Chris-
tian church. But what would be
said if organized Catholicism de-
manded and attempted to dictate a
law to the effect that no one dared
to own or sell any Bible except the
Douai version? Or if the Jews at-
tempted to have Saturday made the
legal Sabbath and Sunday secular-
ized, prohibiting anyone from ob-
serving the latter as the Sabbath?

Lord  Bryce said somewhere that
our greatest contribution to . the
cause of human liberty was our
separation of church and state. But
today we, the children of the fathers
who in the light of their own ex-
periences and the lessons of history
brought about that separation, seem
blind and indifferent to the ‘sinister
partnership that has been established
under prohibition and to the. import
of the present interference of the
church in the affairs of the state.

Prohibition is an abomination that
‘has brought upon us much woe. But
I sometimes wonder whether we are
not having just what we deserve,
\whether men who permit a minority
or at most a small majority to per-
petrate such a crime against liberty.
‘are worthy of any. other fate than
that which at present is ours. Only,
those deserve "to be free who are
willing to defend their freedom.

The question is, shall we in silence
submit, or shall we fight to recover
that which we have lost? Shall we
pay the price of prohlbltlon or the
Lprice of freedom?

What Is a
Liberal?

E. Haldeman-Julius

Continued from page onel

of our economic life—is no less ur-
gent, no less the concern of gov-
ernment as expressing the collective
-interest, than the problem of edu-
cation or sanitation or_ keeping the
peace. It does not follow that the
liberal must be a Socialist, that he
must take an extreme position in
favor of full collective ownership of
industry, a position which is 'more
ecommonly identified as . radicalism
‘(and which, even so, is mot prime
facie wrong because it is extreme),
but at any rate, the liberal is bound
to recognize that certain demands
of collectivism are inseparable from
the conditions of modern life; he
ohserves that social interests must
‘be protected and that in doing so
old traditions are inevitably smashed
here and there; he perceives clearly
enough that the affairs of an enor-
mously complex society cannot be
managed’ on the principle of pure-
and-simple individualism.

‘Thus we find liberals associating
.themselves  significantly with public
service movements and assailing the
schemes of anti-focial monopoly;
thev do not go so far as to demand
a revolution in our economic system,
yet they are by logie and their own
sense of humanity compelled to as-
sert in' no small measure the very
principle of collectivism upon which
.a revolutionary philosophy is based.
Not even that unregenerate indi-
vidualist, that rather indifférent yet,
even 'so, not complete defender of
private capitalism, Mr, Mencken, can
uttarly refuse to recognize the clalms
of public welfare., He may pose
as a selfish Nxetzschean, but we ob-
serve that he comes forward from
time to time with pronouncements
that are public-spirited in tone and
.thus, however coyly, embrace the
‘socialistic principle: that is to sayj
'Mencken cannot - affect to deny that
there are public interests which are
and must be superior to private
interests: as a citizen, he would not
himself wish to be at the mercy of
.individuals . and corporations and
‘must admit that government. or pub-

.

| than on marriage;

lic. - control, politically influenced
though it may be in ways not ideal,
is more and more a necessity of the
modern age.

Here I do not intend to start an
argument on economics any more
but in one case
as in the other, I am concerned
solely to illustrate, generally rather
than precisely, the liberal viewpoint;
and I say that, just as a complete
objection to divorce is illiberal, so
is a stubborn, unexcepting attitude
of antagonism toward collectivism—
toward the principle of public inter-
est and control—incompatible with
liberalism in any real, valid sense
of the term. Of course, there are
few so illiberal, so bound to the old
traditional dogmas of individualism
in economics, as to reject utterly
the idea of public control, Even
the New York Times betlieves in
public cohtrol to a certain extent:
but the liberal does not stop where
the New York Times stops: he goes
on, let us- say, with The Nation.

And: pertinently at this point it

may be said that one characteristic|pos

which, as I see it, marks the .genu-
ine liberal ‘is a fine regard for the
broadest and most humble human
interests. I have said that the lib-
eral may not be a thoroughgoing re-
alist: but he must be at heart a
genuine humanist. . The liberal must,
and characteristically I am sure that
every real liberal does, have a
lively . awareness of the various hu-
man interests that are bound up
in all questlons, in all the relations
of life, in all the chances and changes
of daily conflict and circumstance.
Life, he knows, is full of .compro-
mises; it is a game, if one may so
express it, of fair and even gen-
erous “give and take”; malice, ruth-
lessness. the spirit of shamelessly
selfish power and conquest—these
are illiberal -in their very nature; as
no man liveth unto himself aione,
S0 no man can consider his own in-
terests alone but (while preserving
a- wise and self-realizing and just
individualism) must adjust himself
socially in a kmd!y, cooperative, lib-
eral way. It is this strong con-
sciousness and conviction of human-
ism which most certainly and mbst
admirably distinguishes the, liberal.
He may be wrong on some guestions;
he may permit his emotions to, out-
run his reason; he inay persuade
himself, on this or that point, that
a policy at bottom illiberal but ap-

parently idealistic is the right pohcy,
but, after all; he is guided . in the

main by a very real consideration
for the rights and opportunities and
feelings of his fellow men.
Liberalism is, I believe, an impos-
sible attitude for a man who is en-
tirely without generous impulses and
a sense of . justice and a disposition
to play fairly and honorably. Aside
from any question of specific theory,
a true liberal is quick on impulse
to jump to the defense of any in-

dividual or group that is being
harshly, unjustly treated. He (the
true liberal) has a keen. spirited

appreciation of human values which
is not beholden to any precise code
and which rises above any limita-
tions of logic or theory: the easy-
going way—the way, that is, which
makes things most kindly easy for
one’s fellows—is the liberal way.
The liberal would not wish to sac-

rifice his. fellow men to a cold and

dutiful theory; he would not forget,
in gazing upon the grand and awe-
some assemblage and procession of
power, the natural interests of even
the humblest creature; he could not
sibly believe that a narrow code
or a narrow, crushing show of force
could rightfully transcend the sim-
plest considerations of humanity; he
is a liberal because. first and last,
he is a humane, net merely tech-
nically  a  human, "being; he loves
freedom, not altogether or.in a nar-
row sense selfishly, but because, lov-
ing his fellow men and having only
peaceful intentions toward all, free-
dom is the kindly and agreeable and

.expansive atmosphere which he finds

most pleasant.

“Am I my brother’s keeper?”’ is a
question that not all liberals would
answer alike. Some are more in-
terested than' others in the welfare
of their fellow men; some—espe-
cially those who have a heavy load
of morality - to carry with them
everywhere—may appear to be offi-
ciously interested in keeping their
brethren in a straight and narrow
path, although this tendency, I re-
peat, is illibera! and is really in
contradictlon what such liberal views
as a man may profesw, some liberals

are very active in movements of
social reform, others are rather
more. skeptical and while feeling

good will toward such movements do
not participate actively in their ef-
forts, But any man who is at heart
and in general attitude a liberal,
even though he is not inspired by a
hopeful and industrious zeal for im-
proving - the lot .of his fellows, is
friendly toward all movements amd

suggestions that look .to the broad-
ening and brightening of life. If
he has an attitude of skepticism to=
ward, say, a utopian ‘program, -still
that skepticism is not biased by any
narrow or self-interested desire to
maintain an unjust ormperfect con-
dition. He has no flterior designs
that would lead him to scoff insin-
cerely at or to obstruet such schemes
for social betterment.

In other words, albeit the phrase
has been much overworked—has, in
fact, been used loosely and disingenu-
ously and coupled with gospels that
are unintelligent. “good will” may
be emphasized as an ever-present
characteristic of all who are liberal-
minded. We may agree that good
will is a pretty uncertain quality
on which to depend when it is not
backed and guided by intelligence;
it may be in some respects a.senti-
mental waste when there is no wis-
dom with it; yet fundamentally it
is a right and important -attitude,
and it furnishes a cerfain emotional
force that is invaluable to liberalism,
It means, really, that liberals are
disposed not simply as a matter of
calm, reasoned conviction but as a
matter of genuine feeling to take
the humane side of any question. I
wish my fellows well, therefore 1
believe in freedom for them: there-
fore I would prefer them to be pros-
perous and happy;.therefore I favor
a wide latitude in which they can
pursue their various aims of labor
and enjovment; therefore 1 wish
them to be helped., not hampered, in
self-realization and self-expression.

It is social-mindedness—and this
sccial-mindedness, quite  obviously,
has been a great agency of progress.
Allowing for all other motives and
admitting that many steps beneficial
to humanity have been taken with-
out that object clearly in view, it
remains. tc be said that without a
liberal “interest or a humane inter-
est or a progressive interest (all
three being more or less synony-
mous) in the general welfare the
major triumphs of progress would
have been unthinkable. All great
humanitarians and advocates of new
thought and labors for social im-
provement have been liberals—some
of them more than that, radicals
and \revolutionaries, yet whatever
name one gives them it is clear that
they were inspired by a zeéal, not
merely cselfish but including their
fellows, for hberty ‘and knowledge
and happiness.

. The battles of free thought w&re

certainly waged by men who had a

wide, liberal interest in what Heine

called “releasing the imprisoned en-
ergies of the human spirit.” No
man who was indifferent to ideas
as they affected his fellow men, who
was indifferent to the social conse-
quences of bigotry, who had no care
for the benefits of enlightenment as
they might be generally shared,
would have. set himself to combat
the narrow-mindedness and the harsh
intolerance of medievalism. It was
the understanding that ideas are not
exclusively the concern of and are
not confined in their consequences to
any one individual or group or
official institution which gave force
to the activities of the champions of
free thought. True, these men indi-
vidually were impatient of restric-
tions; they could not help demanding
the fullest right to exercise their
own minds and pens and tongues;
they were stimulated too by the thfill

‘|'of fighting in a good cause; but that

they were, first and last, animated
and vastly strengthened by a social-
minded outlook no fair observer can
deny. ?

Similarly, the opposition to mon-
archy. to all forms of despotism and
unjust rule in government, was so-
cially inspired, * This does not mean
that a socialistic ideal was envisaged
by those pioneers of. modernism.
They were of course
for the suggestions and the urgent
demands of - our complex modern
society, which invalidate a good deal
that was basic in the old individual-
ism, were unknown to them. But if
those fighters for progress waged
their 'war in the name of individu-
alism, they -at any rate believed in
a wide and free individualism; they
‘were interested broadly in the wel-
fare, in the liberation, in the en-
lightenment of their fellow men. In
fact, the moment we touch upon any
general “condition—the moment we
go beyond ‘the immediate things that
concern- ourselves as private persons
—we are thrown upen necessarily
social considerations. The idea of
political liberty, for example, in-
cluded all who were the victims of

tyranny. It could not have been a
narrowly advocated idea. Social-
mindedness, as it was understood a

couple of centuries ago, was revealed
in that early agitation.

Take more - generally the interest
in culture, in the development of
knowledge. in the ideal that finally
came to life of popular ‘education:
hewe we see the labors of men who
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individualists,.

may' have worked very individually,
in solitude and sometimes\with an
apparent indifference to the mass of
humanity—certainly the scholar is
apt to be rather remotg from the
main stream of popular agitation—
but nevertheless we see that this
growth of culture has been cumula-
tive and wideningly social in its
nature. He who is seemingly the
most selfish, solitary, wunsocial per-
son, laboring in any field of culture,
contributes to the valuable heritage
of mankind. The wupshot of his
labors is, too, that life is liberalized
for his fellow men. Ignorance has
visited great suffering upon men in
the past, and insofar as wise and
patient men have labored to increase
the knowledge of their fellows and
to present a more fairly intelligible
viewpoint of life, the possibilities of
happiness have increased for all.
The_ record of his political and
private. lifg ~ shows that Francis
Bacon was a very selfish, scheming
fellow. It seems that he could and
did- take rather mean advantages,
and that his chief interest, in prac-
tical day-by-day business, was the
enrichment and advancement of
Francis Bacon. That was one side
of the man. But who can deny
that he had a fine, and as the future
was to show, an enormously useful
measure of social-mindedness? - It
was largely due to the influence of
Bacon that the idle, hair-splitting
speculations of the medieval school-
men were shown up as the nonsense
they were; that the notion of knowl-
edge (or mental activity that had
really nothing to do with, knowledge)
as an esoteric, dignified, remote game
of playing with essentially puerile
though pretentiously flabbergasting
ideas was discredited and came to
be regarded as unworthy of the
powers of really intelligent men;
that the pursuit and the application
of knowledge -was given a useful

the facts of life that they might
learn how they and their ' fellows
could better live. Of course Bacon
was not a sccial-minded person in
the political, economic, or extensively
cooperative modern sense; perhaps
he was not an altruist, though he
gave pretty strong - intimations of
that attitude, probably as compen-
sation to himself for bhis selfish
political career; - yet he must rank
high among the benefactors of hu-
manity. Orthodox ‘scholars of his
day regarded Bacon as an irrever-
ent ‘and dangerous radical; in ‘a

direction, and men began to' study.

sense he was radical; but for our
present purpose we can say that he
was a liberal—that is to say, he
advocated the liberalization (the hu-
manization) of knowledge.

It is, I believe, the aim of the
liberal to widen the scope of human
activity, interest, and enjoyment. He
is impatient of narrow boundaries
and restrictive codes. Beyond the
fundamental necessities of social
order, the liberal condemns any
tendency to bind and impose dicta-
tion upon men: social-mindedness—
to the true liberal—is a concern for
the cooperative arrangements that
will give the greatest freedom to
all men. We cannot, as I have said,
live entirely to ourselves; but we
can agree to dwell together in a
reasonable social latitude and amity,
with rules that are sensible and
yielding enough to include all fair
possibilities, of human need.

Here, indeed, we see the differ-
ence between the liberal and. the
bigot or dogmatist or traditionalist:
the former wants rules, so to speak,
that incline favorably toward free-
dom, that do not hamper the happy
efforts of human nature, that do not
bind all men, regardless of reason
or temperament or various possible
contingencies, to a narrow and un-
alterable code: whereas the latter,
whether or not they consciously have
such an aim, stand forth as advo-
cates of an ungenerous repression
and a limited scheme of life. There
are many who stress” rules, laws,
duties, traditions, and the like as if
these were innately .sacred: they
tend to forget what purpose, if any,
these rules and traditions were in-
tended to serve: they regard rules
as being the end ‘rather than the
means. On the other hand, and most
tsensibly in contrast, the libera) never
forgets that rules are simply means
of making life go more smoothly and
agreeably—that this, at any rate,
is the sole reasonable justification
of rules. It is, then, says the lib-
eral, important that such rules shall
be broad and generous enough to
include all phases—all tolerable
phases—of human nature; that such
rules shall . be capable of fairly
varied application, according to cir-
cumstances; that such rules shall be
as broad, as enlightened, as humanely
considerate as possible. ~And the
object of any rules or laws or tra-
ditions, as the liberal sees them,
should be to facilitate-a happier life
for men generally., No matter how
eloquently a. convention or code-of
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morals may be defended, if its ef-
fect is ‘to limit or embarrass the
quest for happiness that code stands
condemned from the liberal view-
point—there is no moral defense
fine enowgh to justify it—it does
mischief, even posmve injury, rather
than good.

I think that this attltudc very sig-
mﬁ\c}antly helps to define the liberal:
i. €., as one who wants men to be
free and happy and who objects to
harshly, dogmatically mnarrow rules
which interfere with this freedom
and happiness: It is illustrated well
.with regard to the question of mar-
riage and divorce, which I have pre-
viously mentiohed. It is impossible
for the genuine liberal to look wupon
marriage as a strictly, unalterably
binding arrangement between a man
and a woman; he sees clearly that
such a rule would defeat the end of
happiness and of justice no less; it
is a -dogma, and not a sensible rule
adapted to the needs of life.
the liberal does not fly to the other
extreme and reject the principle of
monogamy as utterly’ ummportant or
erroneous; as an ideal, he recognizes
its beauty and impressiveness—but
he does not assert that every man
and every woman can infallibly or
at the first effort realize happily
that ideal; unhappy mistakes will
be made, and the liberal believes
that arrangements should be made to
correct those mistakes in the most
convenient - and amicable way. In
short, the justification of any rule
or law, from the liberal -viewpoint,
is its workableness as an aid to
success and happiness in human re-
lations. Nothing is ‘sacred or bind-
ing in itself, and the most powerful
and impressive weight of tradition
will not add one bit of reasonable
force to an idea or custom that in-
terferes with the easy, free, and in-
telligent realization of right human
aims. Of course, the liberal has
history on his side, for time and
again customs that were considered
sacrosanct in one period have been
breken to make a clear way for the
new demands of society. Certainly
the ideas and the rules. that were
deemed almost inviolate by our an-
cestors of a generation or two back
have no such unquestioned validity
today; indeed, a good many of those
old rules have been irretrievably
smashed—and the result has plainly
been a wider, freer scope of happi-
ness for human beings. - Some wit

Yet

to be broken; and in a senge that is
the liberal v1ewppmt there should
be diserimination and variation in
rules and no rule should be so ty-
rannical as to be absolutely unbreak-
able. In a word, rules should not
be earried to the extreme of slav-
ery—they should not be exaggerated
as inherently true and without ex-
ception binding—but they should be
regarded simply as means, flexible
and varying, toward the end of hap-
piness for the greatest number of
men and women.

Although liberalism can and should
be stated in'intellectual terms, it is
not necessarily an intellectual .at-
titude. As a matter -of fact, some
persons who-. are very intellectual
have a stiff, repressive, illiberal sort
of mind; while, on the other hand,
among - uneducated and unthinking
people liberalism is frequently ob-
served as a natural attitude. One
may talk with quite ordinary people,
who have no clear understanding
of social interests, who do not rea-
son out any convictions, who are
unaware of the larger intellectual
movements of the world; yet who as
a matter of basic naturalness have
a liberal attitude toward things.
Here, for instance, is a workingman
who has not done much thinking
and who is, in fact, a rough un-
cultured fellow. He has not paid
attention to opposing schools of
thought, nor has he reflected at all
profoundly upon the problems of
life. It would be perhaps stretch-
ing a point to say that he has con-
victions. But he has impulses that
are liberal, he has a mnatural reac-
tion to life that is tolerant and
agreeable, and thus he illustrates
a viewpoint that is not always cer-
tainly to be found (as it should be)
among edusated people.

This contrast, I confess, haq been
thrust upon me unavoidably and
sometimes unexpectedly: that is to
say, I once made the mistake of
confusing an outward show of cul-
ture with an inward sense of free
thought and liberalism—but now I
know better. For I have read essays
written by the most suavely and in-
geniously cultured men who were, as
shown by their ideas, at bottom
dogmatists of the most complete and
fierce description. Most sedately an
educated man may write in favor
of some form of slavery, while his
more humble uneducated fellow may
express ideas of liberty. 1 find in-

most easy, liberal ideas prevail—
that my pressman, for example, has
no wish to thrust his own concep-
tion of life upon others but that he
is specially intent upon living his
own life and (as an essential part
of that scheme) letting others live
their own lives> - If I speak to my
pressman on the question of mar-
riagé, for example, he will ' reply
to this effect: If a man and woman
do not make a ‘“go” of it, why
shouldn’t they separate? If a man
or a woman cannot be happy in
married life—in a permanent com-
pact with one person—why shouldn’t
he or she seek happiness in some
other way? Ordinary men frequently
have, it seems, a kind of instinc-
tive understanding that amid the
varied urges . ef human nature and
the different constitutions of indi-
viduals life cannot be tied down

with 2 tight set of rules, that a|

good deal of leeway is mnecessary
and that, moreover, the world is not
going headlong to the devil because
someone chooses to act a bit uncon-
ventionally. As 1 say, this ordinary
attitude is sometimes better than a
carefully considered, ‘cultured atti-
tude by which, with great show of
wise-saws and ancient instances, an
illiberal yphilosophy is defended. 1
recall a patriotic tirade by the late
Brander Matthews—a very cultured
but conservative man—which was as
unreasonable, as unjust, as bad-
spirited as one could imagine. Even
educated men were led by the late
war propaganda to rave about the
Germans as if they were quite out-
side the pale of proper, normal hu-
manity. On moral questions educated
Puritans often put to shame the
belief .that man is a reasoning crea-
ture: -expressing what is after all
nothing but their own extremely
prejudiced tastes, they set up what
they claim is a standard which all
men should respect on pain of
damnation swift and sure. Profes-
sor Brown may produce a long
argument pretending to show how
anti-zsocial and immoral divorce is;
yet Bill Smith, thinking not at all
and certainly not capable of build-
ing up much of an argument. may
be far nearver the truth in his in-
stinctively free attitude toward the
subject. .
Liberalism, to be sure, is an in-
telligent and well-reasoned philoso-
phy of 'life and its propaganda is
beneficial in clearing the air and

track. Good -reason can show how
wrong and unnecessary is a restric-
tive policy, and the facts very im-
pressively show the messy irrelevance
and futility of such a policy. After
all, liberalism is the - philosophy of
“live and let live,” whiech it would
seem could scarcely fail of appeal-
ing to any thoughtful person who
really wants to take the reasonable
view and who is not corrupted by
a burden of prejudice and ill will.
Even so, there is a kind of tempera-
ment that is naturally dispesed to-
ward liberalism, and that is why we
find .even among ‘the wuneducated
many who."insofar as their aware-
ness goes—insofar as they are called
upon to express - an opinion or to
consider the various problems that
urgently press for discussion—by the
mere impulse ‘of their nature judge
fairly.

Chief among the ranks of those
who oppose liberalism are, of course,
the individuals and groups that have
professional or economic reasons for
maintaining an illiberal regime.
There are the preachers, for ex-
ample—we. do not expeet them to
display a very liberal attitude, al-
though the effect of modern progress
and criticism has been to modify

the pretensions of religion, so that,

a good many of the clerical brethren
find it safer and more profitable to
speak rather gently on some ques-
sions. Outside of the most unre-
generate, unenlightened Fundamen-
talist circles, the really” hopeless and
inhuman rehglon of fifty years ago
is not given very friendly considera-
tion. That religion depended upon
ignorance and, as men have learned
more wisely to reflect and more
freely to behave in a world of in-
creased light and realistic interests,
the old dogmas have lost their pdw-
erful influence. Still, we seldom look
for and as seldom find very much
liberalism in a man who is profes-
sionally engaged in telling others
what they must do to be saved and
what the path of virtue they
must follow or be condemned as sin-
ners. They have to earn their liv-
ing—they have to keep together their
flocks by some pretense of special
wisdom or righteousness—they have
to set forth a certain gospel, and
that gospel is most *likely to have
an illiberal aim. Where there is
one John Haynes Holmes, who on
social and moral questions is a lib-
eral, there are a thousand preachers

is

sort “modern” in their attitude to-
ward religion, take a narrowly moral
attitude on questions that concetn
the adjustment of personal wela-
tions and' thew search, which accord-
ing to the liberal must be naturally
free and varied, for a realistic, full,
many-sided happiness.

There is no denying that religion
has been a major illiberal foree in
the life of wmankind. It has done
harm wnot merely . in imposing false
notions upon men; but those notious
have, in the things .of practical life,
narrowed men’s range of thought and
action; they have had an insidiously,
or often a brazenly,- crippling and
corrupting and poisoning influence,
making more difficult a realization
of the wholesome possibilities of life.
When it had the power of course the
Church maintained a terrible tyr-
anny which, we can now clearly see,
resulted in a vast amount of need-
less, wretched suffering. The Church
was sponsor for the most pernicious
kind of illiberalism, namely and ob-
scurantism that prevented the rec-
ognition of knowledge as an impor-
tant, advancing factor in the affairs
of mankind. And, again, religion has
oppressed (and still does) men with
unreasonably stiff and narrow opin-
ions concerning behavior, so that
they have been persuaded to deny
themselves fine and beautiful things
under the dark .illusion that such
things were sinful. There has never
been a more oppressive and foolish
idea than the idea that ' somewhere
outside our universe is a God who
has laid down certain stern, for-
bidding ‘commandments for the -be-
havior of men. Obviolisly such an
idea opened the way for charlatans|o
and bigots. Obviously such an idea
corrupts man’s nature and lays him
unmercifully open to all manner. of
morbid, strange fancies and fears.

There we see another element of il-
liberalism—namely, the ugly element
of fear, creating illusory shapes to
affright and hamper men. It would
be impossible to estimate the amount
of terrible,, ghastly harm that has
been done t)y the fear of a future
life with its alleged uncertain or
narrowly defined gamble of rewards
and punishments. A great deal of
nonsense is written about the hope
of immortality, yet it has more sig-
nificantly bulked as a cause of fear,
and -men have been terrified into
cheating themselves in real life be-
cause of what 'might happen to them

‘in

 And rehgxon. again, is in its na-
ture a foe of reason: certain dogmas
are insisted upon which are identi-
fied narrowly and finally and abso-
lutely with truth and which are said
to be beyond the reaeh of criticism;
that they are not beyond the reach
of -criticism is proved of course, by
the very impressive and successful
activity of critics; but, even so, the

mischief is done so far as a great
many susceptible people are  eomn-
terned—they let themselves be de-
luded and dogmatically bound by
the claims of religion, which, even
after being furbished and stretched
by the lingo of “modernism,” are in-
compatible. with a happily, freely re-
alistic attitude toward life.

One must further bear in mind
that, aside from their definite com-
mitment to a narrow, illiberal re-
ligion, preachers are numbered among
those conservatives who, in a gen-
eral way, have an interest in up-
holding things as they are—who
depend a great deal upon traditions

and find in the philosophy of a fixed
unchanging social order a means
of reliable support and assurance
that they will continue to enjoy
power and prestige—who, in short,
fear in liberalism a threat to the
familiar,, established scheme of life
with which their  prejudices, their
tastes, their training and their in-
terests are involved. It is of course
easy to see how the eéonomic in-
terests of many leading citizens
strongly incline them toward conser-
vatism and imbue them with an
antagonism toward the liberal view
on social questions; naturally such
men resent any discussion that would
challenge and unsettle the conditions
under which they profitably engage
exploitive activities; they are
alarmed when there is too much
critical and zealous ' discussion of
public welfare, of sotial measures,
of liberalizing movements which
would interfere with their operations
and which emphasize the rights of
the masses as against the claims of
oppressive private interests. The
motive of economic determinism
works plainly enough and its force-
fulness cannot be denied; it is, un-
doubtedly, illiberal in its tendency.

It is of course broader than the
mere question of .a certain economic
loss. More largely, su¢h' men- re-
alize that, even when their particu-

proposals of change aud Y pr
of progtessive criticism are ala
ing -in- thet suggestxvenesc. Even
when it is'a moral issue that “ig
brought to the fore, .even when g
general polity of freedom and toler-
ation and enlightenment is advo-
cated, our leading citizens percewe
a wmenace to theit ramified inter:
este of conservatism. It has always
been true that those who have an
extraordinarily large stake in the
social order are hostile to the un-
settling inquiries and demands of
liberalism. Things as they are’ geem
very suitable to them—conservatism
on all questiéns seems to them the
most favorable, safe attitude-~and
they naturally fear the influence of
free thought no matter what dxréé-
tion it takes.

There are, finally, the persdns wh
by temperament are hostile to the
attitude of Iliberalism. They ' afe
ruled absolutely by their prejudices
and they cannot bear the thought
that others shall be free to pursue &
different way of life. There ard
many persons who are just nattge
ally born to be meddlers (so il
seems) with the lives of their felq
lows; and who are illiberally benf
upon deciding for others questiony
that are, after all, quite personal,
Nliberalism is, at bottom, the dis
position: of harrowness and ill wil]
that impels & man %o interfere tums
fairly, officiously, mischievously witH
the lives of his fellow men, 7

And the main trait of thd Felite
ine liberal is a feeling of toleunf
etvilized. good ‘will toward all men.
He may lean toward ldeahsl_n or to-
ward a more skeptical realism; but
in any case his guiding principle
is freedom—he wants others to en-

joy fully their rights and to indulge
their own tastes however different
they may be—he is soundly and in-
timately convinced that the making
of harsh, narrow, all-inclusive rules
is a fallacious and pernicious busi-
ness altogether. - Few men, as I
have said, are one hundred percent
liberals; on some questions they are
variously led to take 'a narrow
attitude: but true liberalism, wher-
ever we find it, tends to broaden
and make more humanely bearable
-and accommodating the ways of life.
As in the words of Heine, the liberal
is_concerned with releasing, not .eon-
fining, the energies and the infinite

M,~ - e

once remarked that rules were made{deed that among workingmen the'setting many people on the right'who, .even when they are in some|after death. lar schemes of profit are not assailed, variety of the human spirit.
| disproportionate aches of the heart, | hell with her eyes open. An inner| 732 The Spirit of Yiddish Litera-|“Rational Sex Series, 13 vols.” He two of his Little Blue Book antholo-
its groping in mysterious shadows|compulsion moves her; she knows “ture does mnot say that' they are Little
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of the personality.. What does” he
show? A boy and girl growing into
their first kiss. That is almost all
Yet, out of this commonplace of
chiidhood' he distils an essence that
is fragrant with tender recollection.
Love once was pure and seemingly
disinterested; let us remember that,
he seems to say, for it will never

[Copyright, 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.)

LOVE—BOUND AND UNBOUND

Three Studies in the Grand—and Not
So Grand—Passion
-, I

Our sophisticates may sing sad
swan songs of love, hanging their
harps then upon willow trees and de-
parting from the waters of Babylon
in quest of new values for a new
life. Our novelists do not seem to
hear their plangent music. For
these simpler souls, love still makes
the world go round, now in a simple
dance, now in a merry maze, again
in a dizzying ballet. Yet round and
round goes love more precious—as
that arch pessimist, Bertrand Rus-
sell, reminds us«than’ any other gift
that Heaven may bestow.

Three novels arrive: “Farewell to
Paradise,” by the German Fsank
Thiess, in a fine translation by H.
T. Lowe-Porter, and as finely printed
by A. A. Knopf, at $2; “Black Sun,”
by Aben Kandel, from Harper and
Brothers, at. $2 50; “The Fiddler,”
by Sarah Gertrude Millin, from
Horace Liveright, $2.50. 1 read
them at random, and yet at lonce
they shape into a pattern. The
first is an idyll of . adolescence;
Thiegs, in all his work, is especially
fascinated by the problems of love
emerging from puberty. The second
is a map of the platitudes by which
marriage "may turn radiant passion
into passionless routine. "The third
reveals the platitudes that dwell,
alas, even in the escape that men
and women seek in experiences out-
side of wedlock. Paradise, for
Thiess,, is the innocence of adoles-
cence; but we are forever bidding
farewell to some paradise or other.
The little German children found it
during a vacation season; Kandel’s
Michael sought it in his unsuccessful
love for Janet, his wife’s best friend;
the fiddler of Miss Millin’s story was
a fleeting glimpse of paradxse for
the good wife who eloped with him,
deserting an-excellent husband, into
the wilds of Africa. Paradise is a
place whence we are forever being
exiled by a jealous God. Can it be
that, even as Truth is not so im-
portant as the love of Truth, happi-
ness is not so important as the con-
stant search for it, or the constant
readiness to receive it?

Thiess’ children at the dawn of
love are suspiciously like Kandel’s
and Millin’s elders at the twilight.
The same scrutinies, -the same" eter-
nal questionings, the same jealousies,
the same trepidation upon the thresh-
old of joy. Thiess has a gift for
the season of life called' adolescence;
he recaptures its: charm, without sen-
timentalizing its awkwardness, its

/

come again. There is no hectic an-
alysis in his tale—no seething of
pent-up forces, to provide texts
for Freud and Adler and Steckél.
For love once was simple, too; not
so_simple as it appeared on the sur-
face, yet a thing of Wedekind in
Thiess—no Erdgeist; Thiess handles
delicately the fragile souls of inno-
cent children.

11

Kandel’s milieu is Suburbia-on-the-
Subway. Everything here is subur-
ban—living, loving, working, eating,
sleeping, drinking. Michael envies
his pal Peter, who takes life as it—
or, usually she—comes, and throws
away. the shell when he has eaten
the kernel. Michael is an asker,
unto whom all things are refused.
He marries Louise after a most com-
monplace, pseudo-Bohemian intrigue.
She has the regulation child; she
has the regulation best friend, with
whom Michael falls in love with
regulation response. Michael has the
regulation best pal, who takes -this
best friend, Janet, from him. And
Peter, again following regulations,
wearies of the woman for whom
Michael, at one "time, would throw
off wife and child. It is from Peter,
in .fact; that Michael learns the
regulation lesson: stick to your wife
and child, and don’t hunt up trou-

ble in the illusions of sexual free-|

dom. Lucky boy, that Janet wouldn't
listen to your pleadings.. .

It is the triumph of routine over
rhapsody,+ of regimentation over
abandon. Freedom, after all, of
whatever kind, is not received for
the asking; it is wrested from in-
difference or hostility. Neither is it
a playground; it is a spiritual no-
man’s-land. Not everybody. was
made to be free. Those who were,
are not easily frightened away by
the spectacle of a Michael and his
Louise. But Kandel’s purpose was
not to preach; rather he makes a
study of a type who is strong enough
to ask for freedom, yet too weak
to build it out of his life. Had
Janet ecared for Michael, there
might have been a different tale;
as it is, her indifference to -  him,
and the quiet possessiveness of
Louise, sent him back from his poetic
visions into the ranks of the undis-
tinguished husbands of the nation,

That is one kind of man; that is
the usual kind of man, his .head
populated with adulteries that are
as abortive as everything else he
undertakes.

Miss Millin gives us the unusual
type of woman: Jennie is a fine soul
by nature, who would remain unsul-
lied no matter what experiences she

went through. When she leaves her’

husband and goes off with the weak-
ling fiddler, Matthew, she walks into

| withstands the assault of the con-

‘evident sincerity that keeps the au-

that she still loves her husband—
how true this is of so many adulter-
ous complications—yet she leaves
him. . She even foresees that the
fiddler is not of the stature that

ventions. The adventure, in fact,
is from the first foredoomed. Her
husband takes her back. How true
is this, too, of adulterous complica-
tions.. Perhaps Jennie’s life would
have been a different tale, had Mat-
thew been less the whiner, less the
Narcissus. Yet—who said that life
was a funny proposition?—had he
been a stronger man he might not
have attracted her own strength.
Farewell, then, to-this Paradise also.
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Miss Millin is® deserving of special
praise for her sure artistry. There
is not a superfluows word in the
book. A hundred little touches, so
likely to be undetected by the reader
who reads for the story alone, re-
veal her sure grasp of the material,
and her certain understanding of
her characters. She has a woman’s
reticence, without a woman’s evasion,
The -end is in the very beginning,
even as the flower is in the bud.
I hardly need add that there is no
moralizing.. Granted that Matthew
was what he was, and that Jennie
was herself, the mad escapade could
not bave ended otherwise. It was
even to be foreseen that Jennie’s
husband would take her back.

Kandel’s novel is varied with out-
bursts of verse—Michael is a would-
be poet. The finer poetry, however,
is to be found in' the memories that
assail’ him during the crises of his
adventures. Can. there be something
wrong with marriage that to sensi-
tive men and women it does these
things? It is not for these novelists
—as novelists—to say. - It is for
them to show what happens in®
special casés, given a set of char-
acters and a set of circumstances.

In all three books there is an

thors from striving for special ef-
fects. I think it would be a help-
ful experience to read them in the
same order in which I read them.
To the ever-recurring problems of
love each brings suggestion and ex-
planation in terms, not of sermon,
but of human beings.
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THE NEW IMMORALITY

An unusual title is among those
that bring the Little Blue Books to
1,500 different titles. It is The New
Immorality, by .Dr. Isaac Goldberg
(Little Blue Book No. 1481). Dr.
Goldberg subtitles it: “A Little Dic-
tionary of Unorthodox Opinion.” It
is thoroughly unorthodox—and thor-
oughly delightful.

The New Immorality is a volume
that liberal thinkers will enjoy for
its verve and succinct expression
of so many things in so few pages.
Theny having enjoyed it, readers will
immediately feel that urge to give
it to someone else to read. Indeed,
they will want a dozen copies—a
score or two—to give to other peo-
ple to read! Any reader of The
Debunker, for example; any reader
and admirer of the works of Joseph
McCabe—any freethinker, any lib-

1eral progressive, any really intelli-

gent man or woman—could endorse
a copy of Isaac Goldberg’s New Im-
moralily as representative (if not a
complete summary) of his notions
of what [is right and wrong in life.

Dr.  Goldberg writes in a style
that makes readers return to his
work again and again.. His In the
World of Books, a regular feature
in this weekly, is one of the most
popular departments that any H.-J.
perxodxcal has ever printed. His
book reviews are dependably hon-
est and soundly evaluated. A splen-
did collection of his reviews and
ruminations on related subjects is
available in Panorama: A Book of
Critical, Sexual, and Esthetic Views
(Big Blue Book No. B-34: if or-
dered with 9 other Big Blue Books
—$1 worth—10¢; one copy, 25¢ post-
paid).

The New Immorality is Dr, Gold-
berg’s 24th Little Blue Book. His
others "are quite varied in subject
matter, but all will be found worthy
of his enviable reputation.- Readers
who like Dr. Goldberg’s writings
may find the following checklist of
his Little Blue Books wuseful;

213 Havelock Ellis and His
for Sane Sex Living

470 Jazz Music: What It Is and
How to Enjoy It.

476 A Guidebook to Gilbert and
Sullivan Operettas

507 An Introduction to the

) of Wagner

519 How to Enjoy the Humor of
Rabelais )

530 Camoens: Portuguesé Soldier-
Lover-Poet

611 H. L. Mencken:
and .Free Spirit

646 The Spirit of Brazilian Litera-
_ture

Plea

Musie

Anti-Christ

i N

1379

859
897

How to Enjoy Good Music
How to En]oy Reading Good
Books
Harmony (Musw) Self Taught
1005 How to Enjoy Orchestra Music
1021 Italian Self Taught
1358 How to Acquire Good Taste
President Harding’s Ilegiti-
mate Daughter
The books lisked above are all
written by Dr. Goldberg—especially
for the Little Blue Books. Five
books he has edited, with character-
istic acumen and originality:
444 Smart Epigrams of Remy de
Gourmont
489 Great Yiddish Short Stories
733 Great Brazilian Short Stories
803 Great Costa Rican Tales
As a translator Dr. Goldberg has
won not a little fame, particularly
in the field of South American lit-
erature, on which he is a recognized
authority. Anthologies of the world’s
best stories include translations by
Isaac Goldberg-—especially the re-
cent Great ~ Short Stories of the
Vorld ($5.25 postpaid), with a large
section of South American stories,
which was prepared under the di-
rection of Dr. Goldberg. In the
Little Blue Books Dr. Goldberg has
done an especially fine service for
readers in presenting them with ex-
cellent English versions of Remy de
Gourmont, a too little known and
too little appreciated French writer:
540 Love Stories of Many Hues.
. Remy de Gourmont
541 Brightly - Colored Tales of Pas-
sion. Remy de Gourmont
582 Philosophic' Nights in Paris.
Remy de Gourmont
Several clothbound books have ap:
peared from the pen—or, if ‘I re-
member rightly, the typewriter, on
which he composes directly—of Isaac
Goldberg. Chief among those still
in print and available are: The
Man Mencken, a critical biography
with some of Mencken’s early poetry!
($4.25 postpaid); The Theater. of
George Jean Nathan ($3.15 post-
paid) ; Hawelock Ellis, his life and
work ($4.15 postpaid); The “Com-
pleat” Gilbert and Sullivan, un-
doubtedly the finest critical appre-
ciation ever published of the crea-
tors of The Mikado, The Pirates of
Penzance, etc. ($6.25 postpaid).
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WHO’'S WHO

The mind . seldom does run along
the same channels in small  things.
People have many different ideas
about the Little Blue Books. Some
think of them as the Pocket Series;
some as the University in Print;
some as the Five-Cent ‘Books. Even
the authors of the Little Blue. Books
have no consxstency in their thoughts
of them.

I know this because of Who’s Who
in America, in which many Little
Blue Book writers are listed. These
writers mention their Little Blue
Book activities in as many different
ways as there are writers. It is
mterestmg to compare their state-
ments, viz.— .

William. J. Fleldmg l1sts the titles,
except for his volumes ‘on sexual
hygiene, which ' he' lumps under
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Blue Books.

Charles J. Finger merely adds to
his list of clothbound works this
ambiguous phrase, “also’ numerous
brochures.”

Isaac Goldberg mentlons his two
Big Blue Books by name, -without
naming the series, but is more spe-
cific with -his smaller volumes, thus:
“Also numerous monographs in the
Haldeman-Julius Blut Book Series.”

Clement Wood lists The Stone Age
(Little Blue Book No. 481) and
Slang Dictionary (Little. Blue Book
No. 56) by name only, and adds:
“Also more than fifty books in the
Haldeman-Julius ‘Little Blue Books,’
on literary and scientific themes.”

Maynard Shipley states: “Also 23
‘Little Blue Books’ on physics, as-
tronomy and other scientifie sub-
jeets.”

Hereward Carrington lists 12 Lit-
tle Blue Book titles by name only,
and adds *“etc.”

Nelson Antrim Crawford mentions

To My Friends and Readers of
The American Freeman:

There will appear on the back pages,
a series of large advertisements of
the Mayflower Mines Corporation,
Park City, Utah. I have secured
these advertisements for this: pub-
lication, .in order that you might be
given an opportunity to invest in
what I believe will prove to be one
of the best and greatest mining
propositions of recent years.

I made it my business to go to Park
City, Utah, last June and investigate
the properties of the Mayflower
Mines Corporation. I made a thor-
ough investigation. I was so well
pleased with the outlook, that I con-
tracted with Mr. Chas. Moore, Presi-
dent of The ‘Mayflower Mines Cor-
poration for 5,000 or more shares
of stock at the very same price that
he is offering it for—to the readers
of The American Freeman. It may
be six months or a year or a little
longer before these properties are
developed sufficiently to begin the
payment of dividends. However, I
personally believe that splendid divi-
dends are bound to be paid and paid
for many, many years when once
begun. -

If you have a small amount of moneéy
to invest, I trust that you will take
advantage of this opportunity and
order a hundred or more shares of
The Mayflower Mines Corporation
stock. They do not sell less than
one hundred shares, so please bear
this in mind when ordering stock.
Please turn to the back cover of
this issue and read thoroughly and
intelligently, the ad appearing there-
on.of The Mayflower Mines Corpora-
tion. I am sure after reading this
ad, you will be so favorably im-
pressed that you will request. Mr.
Moore to send you such information
as he has regarding these opportu-
nities. 1t is my honest opinion that
these properties offer one of the
greatest opportunities of recent
years to make money, if you will
bear with the management until the
properties are thorcughly develpped.

Very truly yours, .
C. F. Waddell,

Advertising Manager. -

|Du Boxs. T ; £y

gies of poetry: Today’s Poetry (Lit-
tle Blue Book No. 298) and Great
Christian Hymns (Littls Blue Book
No. 743), and adds vaguely, “Also
many volumes of British and Amm-
can poets.” -

Raymond S. Spears names Cwm.p-
ing, Woodcraft and Wilderaft (Little
Blue Book No. 749) and Helpful
Hints for Hikers (Little Blue Book
No. 750).

Esmond R, Long names his Tuber-
culosis, Its Cause oand_ Prevention
(Little Blue Book. No. 870).

E. W. Howe names Success Easier
Than Failure (Little Blue Book No.
1208), Notes for My . Biographer
(Little Blue Book No. 991), Preach-
ing from the Audience (Little Blué
Book No. 998); Dying Like a Gen-
tleman (Little Blue Book No. 1083),
and The Wagon and the West (Lit-
tle Blue Book No. 378).

B. Russell Herts names his Prac-
tical Hints on Interior Decoration
(Little Blue Book No. 685).

Gloria Goddard (wife of Clement
Wood) states: “Also 8 volumes Lit-
tle Blue Book series.”

James Oppeheim ignores his Lit-
tle Blue Books completely, though
they were written especially for the
series.

Many Liftle Blue Book authors
are in Who's Who whose works
have been added to the series
after appearing elsewhere. These
include Clarence Darrow, Upton
Sinclair, Stephen Leacock, Fannie
Hurst, Wilbur Daniel Steele, Ben
Hecht, Sherwood Anderson, Theo=
dore Dreiser, XKonrad Bercovici,

John Cowper Powys, Llewelyn
Powys, George Sylvestre Viereck,
Frank Harris, Alexander Harvey

(whose Greek translations, however,
were made especially for the Little
Blue Books), Manuel Komroff, etc.

Writers in Who’s Who who have
written Little Blue Books, but do
not mention them among their
works, include Henry C. .Vedder,
Dr. Morris Fishbein, Anna Louise
Strong, - Julius Moritzen, Walter
White, Dr. Joseph Colt Bloodgood,
Dr. William Allen Pusey, Wilfrid
Lay, Rupert Hughes, Arthur Gar-
field Hays, Dr. Clifford G. Grulee,
Will Dyrant, Dr. Arthur J. Cramp,
ete.

Josephe McCabe, Bertrand Russell,
and H. G. Wells, to mention -but
three foreign writérs, are English-
men, and so do not appear in Who’s
Who in America.

There are many Little Blue Book
writers who are not listed in Who's
Who, though I think they deserve
to be. These include Miriam  Allen
deFord, Leo Markun, T. Swann
Harding, Clay Fulks, L M. Birk-
‘head, Harry Hlbschman, Carroll
Lane Fenton, Vance Randolph, Keene
Wallis, Murray Sheehan, and others.

Writers who have recently econ-
tributed to the series; who are in
Who’s Who, but who haven’t had
an opportunity ‘to list their Little
Blue Books (Whao's Who is published.
only every two years), mclu“'l
Harry' Elmer Barnes and w. E
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The First Hundred Million
1 - o 1

TARTLING facts about selling 100,000,000 books in ten
years! If you want to learn how and what to write for
publication; if you are curious about the present reading

tastes of the book-buying public; if you have ever wondered
how a great publishing plant prints and binds books by the mil-
lion; if you would like to know exactly what goes on when an
editor deals with authors; if the secrets of advertising and sales-
manship, applied to books by millions, are worth learning; in
short, if you want to know how books are written, what makes
books popular, how advertising is prepared, etc., HERE IS
THE BOOK YOU NEED: “The First Hundred Million,” by
E. Haldeman-Julius. ‘ . .

00000000
00000000

i

¥

E. Haldeman-Julius, editor and publisher of the world famous Little
Blue Books, takes you into his confidence. He conceals nothing that he has
learned in almost ten years of publishing the pocket classics. He tells of
outstanding successes, with seles figures. He laments, with the exact facts,
his unhappy failures. The information in this book cost hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars to acquire. A famous editor and his requirements—his
relations with writers—his selling secrets. The “writing game” from start
to finish, told by a veteran editor, a successful publisher, a daring advertiser,
and a persuasive salesman-—and also an insight into the tastes of the Ameri-
can reading public of today!

Read the enthralling story of how
people’s reading tastes are tested,
analyzed, and satisfied. Find out
what America wants to read! Be
astounded—be fascinated—be con-
vinced. Learn, incidentally, what
books YOU have shown that YOU
want most te read! For this book
takes you behind the scenes in pub-
lishing, and shows you one of the

. The True Story of the
Little Blue Books!

Chapter Titles: What Amer-
jca wants to read; Are Ameri-
cans afraid of sex? The quest
for self-improvement; Ameri-
cans want fun and laughter;
Religion vs. freethought; Side-

“lights on reading tastes; Reju-
venating the Classics; The hos-
pital; What a change of scen-
ery will do; The morgue; An

- editor and his writers; How the-
Little Blue Books are produced, 4

‘¥ Following a new title from copy

te customer; Business man or
philanthropist; An editor turns
to advertising; A comparison of
advertising mediums; The pass-

most interesting ' psychological labo-
:ratories in the world in its innermost
workings.

NOW ONLY $1.98

Reduced from $3! “The First Hun-
dred Million,” by E. Haldeman-Julius,
bound in dark blue cloth with gilt let-
tering; jacket in red and black; 17
chapters, 340 pages; introduction’ by
Robert L. S:mon—now only $1.98

authentic documents, has been told truthfully. McCabé has fearlessly
written a story no one else has dared to tell!

THE THIRTY TWO CHAPTERS

Introduction, by E. . Haldeman-Julius
The Revolt Against Religion

The Origin of Religion

A Few of the World’s Great Rehglons
The Myth of Immortahty

The Futility of Belief in God

The Human Origin of Morale

The Forgery of the Old Testament
Rehgulm and Morals in Ancient Baby-

The Degradation of ’Womnn
Christianity and Slavery

The Church and the Schoel

The Dark Ages

New Light on Witchcraft

The Horrors of the Inquisition
Medieval Art and the Church

The Meorish’ Civilization in Spain

The Renaissance A European Awaken-

Religion and Morals in Ancient Egypt
Life and  Morals in Greece and Rome
Phallic (Sex) Elements in Religion
Did Jesus Ever Live?

The Sources of Christian Morality
Pagan Christs Before Jesus

Legends of Saints and Martyrs

How Christianity Triumphed Do We Need Religion?
The E_‘volutmn of Christian Doctrine The Triumph of Matenalism

A BOOK UNIQUE AMONG BOOKS

There is no other book like this; there has never been a book at
all like this. The author, Joseph McCabe, was for twelve years a
recluse in a monastery. There he caught the first glimmerings of
the thesis he presents in this amazing, startling work. Without fear
he has sought out the facts and has put them down in cold black and
white. To read this book will be a revelation and an education such
as you have never experienced before. The price is only $4.85—special
to Haldeman-Julius readers.

Only $4.85 Postpaid
HALDEMAN-JULIUS PUBLICATIONS, Girard, Kansas

The Refotmanon and Proteetant Reac-

The Truth about Galileo aid Medieval
Science

The Jesuits: Religious Rogues

The Conflict Between Science and Re-
ligion

Traffic in Women and Children

i Extract from League of Nations Report (1927)

_ The facts . . . show that the international traffic in women is
' still an ugly reality and that it continues to defy the.efforts made to
suppress it. An exact knowledge of the facts, active supervision
and the appllcatlon of suitable laws and measures of protection, are
all necessary elements in the campaign against the traffic. . . . The
traffic [is] of an international character . . . if a nelghbonng coun-
try fails to exercise the same supervision, traffickers then immedi-
ately transfer to that country the scene of their operations in con-
nection with the despatch and reception of women.”

e““The Story of a Terrible Life” «-d

The Amazing Career of a Notorious Procuress

NBELIEVABLE! Such a word might be flung against this
book if it were not readily demonstrable that conditions such
®

as it depicts really do exist. Basil Tozer, the author, has in
" the course of his wanderings come upon a woman who  was one of
the most notorious procuresses of Europe A clever and experienced
‘newspaper interviewer, he succeeded in worming out of her, bit by
bit, the whole story of her atrocious career, and in this book he sets

down all that she told him.  She revealed the methods which are still’
employed to entice away_girls and young women without chance of
their ever afterwards bemg traced; the secrets and secret organiza-
® tions of the modern maisons de tolerance in different parts of the

world; the wiles to which male and female blackmailers and others
have recourse, and much else that is of absorbing interest concerning
the social evil known as the “white slave traffic.” Thig book, while
extremely outspoken, is in no way pornegraphic. On the contrary, it
will be instrumental in setting on theix guard all those who read it.
This story of an actual “Madame” will intrigue and horrify you from
its ﬁrst sentence: ‘“A woman of atrocious life has lately died in

o
France.”

A SNATCH OR TWO FROM THE OPENING PAGES

_ing of the “sales policy.”
. A . postpaid ! e

LOrIng; JACKREL 14 U Aauw wiavny; 18

3 :rto advertising; A comparison of
advertising mediums; The pass-
ing of ‘the “sales pohcy

i Robert ‘L. Sxmon—nowx only $1.98
postpmcl! 4

Haldeman-Juhus Pubhcatrons, Gu'ard Kansas '

“THE o "ByE 'Haldeman-luiius
AMERICAN
- PARADE”

A NEW BOOK BY THE AUTHOR
" OF “THE OUTLINE OF BUNK”

 An incisive, serious review of the pageant of American life as| S

it puses by before the eye of the thinker. The pomposnhes and
smugness of “stand-pattism” are dissected and shown forth in all
their grossness, and the dusty remnants of outworn traditions are
wept into oblivion by the Logic and Rationalism of new standards.
_some of the challenging chapter topics below:

Some of the Challenging Cbapters

Variety and Conﬂwt of: Socw,l Forces Out of thh Amcrwa

Grew.

Truth of . the Clwrge of "Matmahsm” Is Somethmg Uﬂon Whick

L :Amrwa Is Ready to Accept Congratulatzons

¢ “Sense of Sin” Is Not So Conspicuous Nor Common Today- As It

"Was a Few Decades Ago.

Shﬂttmng the Old, Treditional and Sacred Has Brought a Liberaliza-
.tion of Our Attitude Toward Life. -

Tke Modern American Workingman Has a Sense of Medom and o
«Certain Relative Advantage Over His “Betters.”

ﬂw Melting. ﬁot Has Not Brought That Intelligent Exchange of Cul-
ture Which Some Idealists Hoped For.

tfomzsm As Preacticed and Preached in America Is a Dogma, an

~Insult, and an Oppression.

Jourmlzsm i Amarwa Is a Standa,rdzzed Machme and e Populwr Show.

‘We All Talk Endlessly About “Americanism,” But Who Knows What
It Means?

“The Big American Parade,” by E. Ealdeman-luhus a

The New American Summed Up end Compared With the oud. -
handsomely printed clothbound book, crammed with unusually
stimulating readifg, priced speclally to H.-J. readers at $2.85

.85
: postpaid.

HALDEMAN-JULIUS PUBLIC!ATIONS GIRARD KANSAS

OSEPH McCABE’S

“Story of Religious Controversy”

0 TH B 0 U N - 375,000 WOﬁDS

IN ONE VOLUME

Mm has struggled for centuries to penetrate the *veil,” to solve
iddie of life. This struggle has been called—in its various “suc-
a”—Religion. In this book, Joseph McCabe, eminent scholar,
the story of religien from the first tribal tabus to the present
 For the first time ﬁw complete history of neligion, based on

chapters, . 340 pages; introduction’ by

Nowhere was there sign of human by a curtous-looking woman who
habitation, and they seemed’ to belcast a sidelong glance at Messaline.

A SNATCH OR TWO FROM THE OPENING PAGES

Nowhere was there sign of human by a cutlous-looking woman who
habitation, and they seemed’ to 'be|cast a sidelong glance at Messaline,
miles from everywhere. . then smiled - a ‘welcome. ... Messaline

The ‘distance to the castle must | hated that smile; she knew that type
have been 14 or 18 miles, judging|of smile and what it generally im-
by the time they took to get there; | plied.
and by the time they arrived, after
their long drive through dense for-
est, darkness had éet in. Then, in
the light of the rising moon, Messal-
ine beheld for the first time the tall,
forbidding gray walls of the cen-
turies old pile standing out in

when something made her become
suddenly wide awake. ‘A cry! She
was sure of it. She sat up in bed
and listened intently, hardly breath-
ing. It was not. repeated. She tip-
toed to the door. The dark corridor
blurred relief. —the whole castle—everything .was
The great oak door was opened silent.

“The Story of a Terrible Life,” by Basil Tozer; bound in red cloth,
with green title-lettering in mounted panels on front and back; 242
pages, 22 chapters; $2.65 postpaid.

Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas

N
GNOSTIC’S
NTHOLOGY

NHDELS AN'
"HERETICS

Clarence Darrow, eminent lawyer and freethlnket has - collabor-
ated with Wallace Rice, in the compilation of this unique Agnostic’s
Anthology.
graphs, poems, anhd brief essays which favor the agnostic point of
view with regard to matters theological and spiritual. 1t is a glorious
treasure-house of liberal, forward-looking, iconoclastic writing. Every
freethinker and everyone with liberal Jeanings will be delighted  with
this splendid collection of literary gems. Read the contents below;
note some of the famons authors represented. And remember that this
selection has been made with the combined expert judgment of Clar-
ence Darrow and Wallace Rice!

CONTENTS

The selections in this fine book
are divided into fifteen classifications,
as follows: (1) Foundation Stones;
(2) Depths of Thought; (3) Honest
Doubt; (4) Gods and Demlgods, (5)
The Wise of Qld; (6) Priesteraft
and Piety; (7) Creeds and Dogma;
(8) Mores and Morals; (9) Men and
Women: (10) Our Humbler ‘Bréth-
ren; (11) Our Father, Time; (12)
Death and Love; (13) In Time to
Come: (14) Beyond This Life; (15)
The Sun of Life. Cowper Powys, ete.

“A Golden Book for Freethinkers”

“Infidels and Heretics,” by Clarence Darrow and Wallace Rice, hand-
somely bound in fine blue cloth, prmted on heavy eggshell paper, 303

'AUTHORS

Scores of fdmous authors are rep-
resented ip this compilation; some
of those whose words are ineluded
are: Keats, Robert Burns, Huxley,
Darwin, Spencer, Dewey, Santayana,
Ingersoll, James Harvey
Nietzsche, Albert Bigelow Paire,
Mark Twam. Darrow, Emerson; A.
E..Housman, Matthew Armnold, Thos.
Hardy, James Frazer, Schopenhauer
George Moore, Georg Brandes, Harry

on goldenrod, price 32.98 per eopy posgtpaid.:

Haldeman-Julius Publwatzom,

Girard, Kansas -

I enclose $2.98 for one cam‘ of “Inﬁdets and Heretics,” by Gla'rence
Darrow and Wallace Rice.
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She was more ‘than half as]eep‘

This book is a beautifully printed  “scrapbook” .of para-|

Robinson, |

Elmer Barmes, Havelock Ellis, Jchn{

pages, 15 classifications of selections, striking fjacket in blue and black
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~mighty, mighty scarce.

-mechanic.
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LOOKING BACKWARDS

More than forty years ago, I was a boy, workmg hard, ten to twelve hours a day
for two dollars a week. In those “good eld days,” jobs were few and far between. Men
like Ford and Edison and hundreds of others had not then revolutionized the world.

In those days, carpenters, brickmasons, mechanics and people with good trades
got two dollars to three dollars a day when they could get work, but work and ]obs were
Salaried people got $50.00 to $100.00 a month, and I knew a
bank president who got the great salary of eighteen hundred dollars a year, but a lot of
the kba.nk directors said # was too much for any eme man to be paid, for any kind of
work.

‘ Well, in those “good old days,” l was workmg hard, long hoars, and getting
what was considered big pay for a fifteen-year-old boy. I had great ambitions. I wanted
to earn money and buy books and get an education; and I had another great ambition; I
wanted to own a watch.

" By working hard and faithfully, and by saving my money, I soon"had many books,
and best of all, as | thought I had fifteen dollars in the bank. Here was my chance to
get a watch. \

Finally, I saw a watch advertised in a promment magazine, and this was just what
I wanted. Tt was represented to be a splendid watch with a case covered thh a plate of

- gold, guaranteed to stand hard usage for fifteen or twenty years.

I sent and got this watch, and it was not worth as much as ten cents.

Up to that time, I had never made up my mind whether I would be a teacher, or
a lawyer or a banker or a doctor or a business man or .a farmer or an engineer or a
Right then I made up my mind what my life’s work should be. I made up
my mind right then that I would devote my life to trymg to keep people from being
“suckers” as | bad been. '

LOOKING FORWARDS

No doubt vou have often glanced over my advertisements in the American Freeman,
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and no doubt you have often wondered why | should spend precious time and money, talk- -

ing to you, when I could probably be deing something else to better ‘advantage, “accord-
ing to your ideas, and accomplishing my purpose to better advantage in some other way,
according to your ideas.

No doubt you have often said to yourself, “if this man has a remarkable good prop-
osition—if he has such a wonderful layont, why bother to tell about it? Why does he not
put this proposition up to his friends and acquaintances mearer home?”

Well, when I get hold of a:remarkably good proposition, every few years (and
they are mlghty, mighty hard to find) I put about one hundred thousand dollars of my own
money into it. Then I write to all my friends and acquaintances, or send them a circular
letter and invite them to join me to the extent of their ablhty and I always limit them to
just a few hundred dollars each. This generally brings in another hundred thousand or
two hundred thousand dollars. Then the remainder, say another two hundred or three hun-
dred thousand dellars, is raised by advertisements such as you have seen for the past few
weeks in the American Freeman.

Every man has his.own way of doing things and every man must live his own life
and try to leave the world a little richer and a little better when he passes on—that is, sap-
posing that he is A REAL MAN. I have never asked any man in personal conversation, in
all my life to join me in helping to finance anything.
and they have always worked.

Some times it requires a year, and sometimes it requires less time to raise five hun-
dred trousand or six.hundred thousand dellars in the manner indicated ahave hnt I have

and they have always worked.
Some times it requires a year, and sometimes it requires less time to raise five hun-

dred trousand or six.hundred thousand dollars in the manner indicated above, but I have

never failed yet. | don’t promise to make people rich quick, and I have no use for those
who do. My own ‘money and my friends’ meney is enough to carry on for sixth months or a

ments. r-

,THE SUCCESS HABIT

In all these years, I have never made a failure of anything, and I have uever
made some fool rich overnight. I only want those to join me who have some brains and
who know that great and lasting success is uot attained overnight.

If you are a plain, honest, sensible man, you want to be sure of three things before
putting your money into any new enterprise that holds out the promise of blg profits in a
reasonably short time: First, you must be convinced that the management is absolutely
honest: Second, you must be convinced that the management is thoroughly competent:

_Third, you have no money to lose or fool away, and you want to know if the proposition

iitself is sound and if it possesses remarkable nossibilities.

INVESTIGATE-.-NOW

Now is the time to drop me a line and get all the facts and figures and complete
data, and instructions as to how to investigate thoroughly.

THE BEST PLAN

The best plain is to come out and investigate thoroughly in person,. Not oune per-
son bas ever come out and investigated in person and failed to invest a few hundred dollars.
This is the best recommendation I ever heard of. - We have uever asked any one in per-
sonal cenversation to invest while he was here investigating. We want people to investi-
gate calmly and carefully without being bothered by us, trying to persuade them to invest.

ACT NOW

Now is the time to act] because this proposition will not be before you much longer.
Do it now. Den’t wai! until a more convenient season: Your great opportunity is be-
for you nmow. ‘

Cooa

. The Mayflower Mines Corporahon‘
Park City, Utall

‘MR. CHAS MOORE Presldent ‘

Mayflower Mines Cerperatien,
246 Maim St.,
Park City, Utah.

Dear Sir—
1 have some money te invest or speculate with,

Of course, I want to ‘“be shewn,” bnt
I have an open mind and I think | am fair-mimded. It is understood that yeu have mo

mailing lists, and that yeu are enly to write te me or send me your booklets at any time,

.upen request from me,
5

Name ....ccvceemnaionceninoonsninoie. AAAIESE o iiiiviicioninaees
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My plans are exactly as given above

year, and within six months or a year, the balance is raised by means of those adverhse—

: I bave just read your advertlsement in The American Freeman, and l am curi-
= ous to kmow what you have to say.
"occhsionally, in a veal A-number-ome proposition.

----------
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