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To Readers: Materially connected with the conditions as they exist now, is my book bearing the title, "Banking and Currency and The Money Trust," published 1913, in which is the following prefatory statement:

The market prices of commodities vary from day to day and often several times a day. This occurs when there is no radical difference in the proportion of supply and the natural demands. This fact is conclusive proof that our system is controlled by manipulators and is fundamentally wrong. I have sought to elucidate this problem within this volume and have suggested a plan which, if adopted, would make the people themselves master of the world, instead of the present master—The Money Trust.

What I predicted in the book above referred to is now taking place. The "press" controlled by "big business" at the time of the publication of that book, attacked me savagely for predicting dire results from the "big business" system. We now have what I then said we would have. I make no claim to magic knowledge. On the contrary, any attempt to say what the future will bring, I maintain would be a folly unless it is based upon facts that inevitably lead to certain things. There are facts that do that, and it is upon such facts that I published that book, and now again publish this new book, widening the scope of consideration by taking additional subjects. The former book is cloth bound, has 318 pages, and will be sent to an address postage prepaid for $1.00. Its contents are as important now as when written, and immensely more interesting because of the subsequent developments

Charles A. Lindbergh, P. O. Address, either Little Falls, Minnesota, or Washington, D. C.


INTRODUCTORY

All that I ask of readers of this book is that they give it hospitable consideration. We of this particular time—now—have the most important economic problems that were ever actively presented to be solved. To a greater extent than ever before, the world presents the failure in some respects of the existing civilization. Failure must be acknowledged as a fact. No one can question that the old order of things is what has run us "off the track," and that a new plan of things must be worked out.

I believe that I am as patriotic as any one. To be that implies bias in favor of my own country. I admit that I look upon the United States as the best, but that does not preclude me, a sovereign citizen from looking the truth in the face and objecting to many things that take place, if I believe them wrong. I realize also, that to depart from the ordinary practices of enthusing over some things that we have habitually enthused on, and that in addition to that failure, to state truths about certain things that are practiced by a certain "inner circle," invites unfeeling criticism to be heaped upon me by those who defend what herein I shall assail. Let that be whatever it may be, this little volume presents facts and arguments on things as they are.

It is not the war which furnishes us with the largest problems to solve, but it is the conditions and things that existed before the war and that caused us to enter the war, that we must solve. If we do not they will continue and be even worse after the war and furnish cause for later wars. Incidentally we must consider

several things, among them the following:



WHY IS YOUR COUNTRY AT WAR?

Claiming it as a fact that ours is the best of the existing governments and that the basis for the grandest opportunities exist here, in spite of those truths, do we have the advantages that our "continental conditions" make it practical for us to have?

I conclusively prove herein that we do not, and I have outlined a simpler and less expensive plan that could be made effective without delay that would give

us the advantages that its conditions justify

Why is our country at war and how does it happen that already some of the best citizens have gone and that great numbers are about to be sent to the battle-

fields in Europe to kill and be killed?

Trespass upon our rights on the high seas makes our cause just, still I do not claim that it was wise to enter the war. I believe the problem could have been settled without war or sacrifice of national honor, the same as we expect to adjust the trespass upon our rights to the high seas by other nations. Our purpose is humane, nevertheless I believe that I have proved that a certain "inner circle," without official authority and for selfish purposes, adroitly manuevered things to bring about conditions that would make it practically certain that some of the belligerents would violate our international rights and bring us to war with them.

To what extent shall we prosecute the war?

Our highest representative is Congress and the President. Whether we believe their official acts right or not in this matter, we must support them with all our power. There are two sides involved internationally, and we are for America. Whether in battle, in industry or elsewhere—everywhere and wherever really needed or required, we will respond patriotically.

Up to the time of taking official action, it is our right as sovereign citizens to direct Congress and the President and to have them act as our servants to put

into effect our demands. We should never surrender our sovereign right to petition or otherwise properly influence either Congress or the President. We should spurn as contemptible to the idea of democracy the oft-heralded statement of "Stand by the President," in the sense of its present frequent use because it is too often used as a guise to deceive.

We should stand by the President and Congress as well, in the execution of their official duties, but until their acts become law, it is our right to direct them as we believe right and to determine their authority. Even after they have officially acted, we are still at liberty to seek to have officially undone what has officially been done—that is, to change and officially amend. There is much which they have done that should be repealed or amended. Any attempt under the guise of war or otherwise to prevent this being done in the legal way is revolutionary, and invites revolution in opposition.

Is the social and business policy of our country such that it is impossible for the masses to secure their

industrial rights?

I prove herein that it is impossible.

Do the dominant political parties still serve the pur-

poses that originated them and if not why not?

This is discussed from the practical application of the relation of things that are to the relation of things that clearly would be if we had made the best of our continental opportunities.

What are the influences that prevent a fulfillment of the best purposes of our nation with the continental

advantages that we possess?

This and the previously stated and incidental problems, form the basis on which this volume was written. I have reduced the size of the book on purpose to have it suitable to be carried in the pocket to be studied at spare moments and to loan to friends and to be enlarged upon by all readers through their own experiences.

I realize, of course, that at this time it is impossible for any one to discuss impartially the facts that have grown up out of the war without being charged with being either pro-German or Pro-British according to the temperment of the critic. It is impossible according to the big press to be a true American unless you are pro-British. If you are really for America first, last and all the time, and solely for America and for the masses primarily, then you are classed as pro-German by the big press which are supported by the speculators. In the discussion of all subjects in this volume, it is my aim to impartially state the truth, whether it favors or disfavors England, Germany or even America itself for I have never been able to take the view that we should even deceive ourselves as to our own American faults in order to become true Americans. Of course I shall avoid the discussion of any subject that might give any satisfaction to our military foe.

Chapter VI is a departure from the regular—a

dialogue—to emphasize a condition

I had, before beginning this, already prepared the manuscript for another book, but before going to print, war was declared. I believe now that, under all the circumstances I prefer to print that following the establishment of peace.

Charles A. Lindbergh.


CHAPTER II



POSSESSION OF THE EARTH-WHAT FOR?

We—mankind, yes, that is it: This is our earth. There is no one else to claim it. If there was we would contest the claim. We even contest it as between each other. It is not exclusively my earth, but my rights are as great as those of any other, and their rights are equal to mine, and equal to each other. Thus we all come out in the same half bushel so far as our abstract rights are measured.

Mankind—yes, if any one else, beast or whatever it might be, made a claim to the earth we would contest the claim. Why? Because we need it and we claim it for ourselves. No other body, however, has made a claim, and as too all other kinds, mankind is in the

undisputed possession

My rights stop where your rights begin, and yours stop where mine begin. Everybody's rights stop where the other body's rights begin. Still there rages a frightful conflict—nothing so appalling in dealing death and destruction has occurred since the creation

Who is it then, that is claiming the other fellow's rights? I see—it is mixed: Some claim the other fellow's rights and are fighting to possess his advantages; some have trampled down the other fellow and already possess his belongings; some trespass; some defend—some claim the right to rule and dominate the others, and the others deny the right—all in this mighty conflict that threatens the destruction of the major portion of mankind, and if spared from that, be reduced to abject industrial slavery, unless we reason, rather than follow mere naked impulse to guide us.

How did all this hell come about? Can it be crushed, so peace, good will and universal prosperity may be restored? As to that see the subsequent chapters.

Mr. William W. Clay, of Chicago, Ill., is the author of the following, setting into poetry Chapter II above.



What For?

Alone am I here, Bewildered, stupeded, In deepest agony of soul; While all about The shouts of frenzied men Ring out their hideous cry for war. WHAT FOR? WHAT FOR?

I hear far off The battle raging hot In furious, desperate strife: I see its flame Dart toward me 'cross the sea, Seething with hate and misery.

I see the dead. Deep in the trenches strewn Their mangled, rotting, bodies lie. I see their souls: They hover all around— Dismayed; but helpless, e'en as I.

I see those left; Widowed and orphaned, Crippled and starving: Better dead. I see! I hear! I hear them cry to God: "Almighty God! Why is this war?" WHAT FOR? WHAT FOR?

I hear the din That drowns HIS answer out; The battle shout—The cannon's roar The howl from Hell Demanding blow for blow And cursing me who thinks not so.

I see below 'Where devils line the way From Hellespont to Hellespeak. I see them grin; I see them prance about; I see them revel in hell's heat.

Onward they come; Mephisto in the lead, Waving the skull and bones on high. Near is his hand: Close to my throat his touch; Oh God! Hold off that dreadful clutch

I see above: I see the angels' tears: I see them gaze in anxious fear. I see HIM there; I see HIS blood stained cross; I see HIS saddened soul's despair.

I see—and yet Betrayed and crucified, In agony of soul HE weeps; While all about The shouts of frenzied men Ring out their hideous cry for war. WHAT FOR?



CHAPTER III






CONTINENTAL AND POLITICAL ENVIRONMENTS IN AMERICA

No one can walk or march here to invade us—they must swim or fly if they come. We have surrendered neither our domestic nor our international rights, but we have slept on both of these rights too long. A few, however, were awake all the time putting the rest of us in a vice. So we find the existing order of things strangulating—menacing our hold on life. We have become extremely uncomfortable—even irritable. We Americans have an intolerable political condition to overcome.

Politics and business, we were told, should be kept separate. The wealth grabbers told us that. The rank and file of us did not mix into politics at all, except to vote occasionally, and scarcely knew why we did that. But the wealth grabbers did not keep their business out of politics. We were the only ones that tried to keep business and politics separate, and the effect was that we kept out of politics altogether, except merely to vote to give politicians power. When we get down to "brass tacks," however, we will discover that business and politics should go hand in hand, and should not be separated, and that every patriotic American should be actively interested and active in politics.


The Political

Ours was the first government to make a proper start. Washington, Jefferson, Franklin and men of that class launched the ship of state, and did it on a sound political and business basis—fitted to growth and

modification as conditions should change—always open to be governed by principles of eternal justice. That was in the beginning and that was the purpose of its continuance. There was nothing demagogic or selfish in the original organizers. The colonists had built up from hard luck, and political oppression from abroad. Therefore they knew the importance of good government. These serious pioneers drafted a wonderful Constitution, though later disfigured by technical court construction that smothered in part the spirit of the greatest instrument ever drawn by the hand of man.

For a time we built to the spirit of that grand instrument, but as the virgin resources renumerated the industry of the people, and they owned more, the temptation to exploit brought into politics demagogues

and hypocrites, and crouded out statesmen.

Under the administration of demagogues, a new and fundamentally pernicious principle was injected into our governmental policy. It was the doctrine of so-called "reasonable profit" to the owners of capital, without taking into account the necessity for a reasonable compensation for the industry and production of the toilers.

Under this destructive policy—now an iron rule, those who can possess themselves of capital, irrespective of whether it is acquired by the owner as the product of his toil, or by accident, hook or crook, become proprietors of the industry of labor, and by that iniquitous rule may take toll, limited only when labor has been reduced to bare subsistence. Upon the practice of this rule, justice in the social world has been undermined, and civilization is being destroyed, properly so if we tolerate the rule, for this earth is not a suitable place for liberty loving people if we shall be subject to its operation.

15

business," thriving off our earnings, knows exactly what it wants, has abundant means, and is completely organized to act and does act in every emergency for its own selfish ends. The special interests have experts to draft their plans. Did we not see how quickly they took hold of the war, at the time it started in Europe and again when we declared war? They are always ready, because they get the earnings from our toil. They know just what they want and have always gotten our representatives to grant it to them. In the last few years they have gotten their greatest increase of wealth.

Of all the cowards, no other is so cowardly as the average politician, considering him in a political sense. That, nevertheless, many of our officials are better men morally and at heart, as well as in ability, than they get credit for. They must, however, be led by the people if we are to succeed. They dare not fight the people's battles unless the people lead them. For the public officials, to fight the people's battles is the "signal" to "big business," to deceive the people and get the latter to defeat such officials at the polls.

If we lead our public officials by showing them exactly what we want, then they will know that we know, and that "big business" will not be able to deceive us as it has done in the past. Then the officials will act in our behalf. A progressive, thinking and observing people will find among themselves men and women suited for public officials to serve the general welfare.



Who Says the People Rule?

Most politicians who face American audiences assume that they can charm with glittering generalities, provided they truckle to a vanity which they presume all persons possess of their own importance. A favorite

thing is to make the audience believe that every American citizen is his own master, and ordinarily they hit it off as follows:

"The people rule; this is a government of, by and for the people."

It was from his heart that Lincoln made such a statement. Because it came from the bottom of his heart it was honest and original with him. But he feared of the future, and his fear was well founded, for the people have not ruled. Some one must rule. It should be the people, but thus far it has not been.

(See index for Lincoln's prophecy.)

These who claim that the people have ruled slander the people, for surely no one can claim that with the enormous advantages that exist in America, that if the people have ruled they are really fit to rule, for all along they have gotten the small end of the advantages that exist, and then think of the mess we are now in. But just the same, this Government is for the people, and it is their right to rule. It is because they have the right, that I seek to show what a dismal, lamentable failure the existing rulers have made of the Government. I do so in the hope that the people themselves may soon exercise their right to rule, and thus we would secure the advantages that really belong to us all.

Our national territory affords us enormously greater advantages than we have had. Only here and there do we find a person who really takes advantage of the opportunities, and even the most of those who do, seek merely the material advantages, which when carried to excess destroy the very purpose of life if it has any

purpose at all. Surely life has a purpose.

It would be useless to show up the disadvantages, unless at the same time we explain the advantages that


CONTINENTAL AND POLITICAL ENVIRONN

may be made to take their place. We must be

both in order to understand either.

We must proceed from the individual—th. No government is better than its people. On contrary, every government is less progressive than the people, for you cannot improve any thing before you know how. The intelligence must precede, and that must originate in the individual, and spread to the various units and then take effect on the state. Therefore each of us must know himself first.

Note.—"Big Business," washing the hands of their captains: In all issues of their big press and other publications, you can read about what noble patriots (?) we have in the men who profit by the war, while it is the plain, toiling people who are really supporting the entire system, including the payment of the profits to the big fellows. Here is an example, taken from page 12 of a pamphlet issued June 1, 1917, by Otto Kuhn:

"And if one may be singled out where all have done so magnificently, I am sure that I voice the sentiment of all of you in expressing the tribute of our gratitude and admiration to Mr. Frank A. Vanderlip, the Chairman of the Publicity Committee

of New York's Liberty Loan Committee.

"A more public spirited and patriotic citizen the Republic does not possess, nor the business community a more valuable or

one more worthy of honor."

Mr. Kuhn is a leading member of Kuhn, Loeb & Co., and Mr. Vanderlip is president of the National City Bank of New York City, these being two of the five firms which the committee appointed by Congress to investigate the Money Trust, found by the evidence had done more than any other to strangle all the independent business men and firms of the country; that they were the heads of the Money Trust, organized to absorb the earnings of the people, and keep them toiling for it. (See page 128, this book.) You will find quoted from a circular issued by Mr. Vanderlip's bank to the other banks, a decree to them to keep the people paying high rates of interest. Yes, these men are patriotic (?). They subscribe liberally to everything that helps them, and then charge the people for what they subscribe. The plain people who get no benefit by way of profit out of the war are the only patriotic people subscribing.



CHAPTER IV


THE EXPLOITERS

Leslie's Weekly Magazine recently published a series of articles entitled, "The Builders of America." Other magazines published similar articles. The purpose was to make the public believe that certain "big business" men, one or more of whom had his picture in and was described and eulogized in each issue, had done a great service for America.

Any one who understands the economy of things could appropriately paraphrase the title of the articles to embody the true meaning of the text but use the same personal cuts and call the title, "The Cancers in American Business," and show by the text, conforming it to the true facts, that the subjects of the sketches are the "Destroyers of America's Independence." That fact notwithstanding, we have no cause for condemning these men, but instead we should change the system that makes them and their like certain to exist. Emphatically, we should not let them make us believe that they are, "The Builders of America," but on the contrary we should make them understand that we know that they are the "Cancers in America's Business."





They Try to Justify

They say to us that we all have an equal opportunity, and that it is our fault that we do not become rich. They seek, however, in every way possible to prevent us taking the only opportunity we have to all become successful, for they know that if we did, it would end their exploits. It is our fault that we do not take the advantages, we have, for we can never all, or even any

proportionally large number of us be successful if we follow their plan, and that is what we have done. They keep in politics, on the sly, to force us to follow their plan. Under their plan but few can succeed.

As pretended proof that there is an equal chance of success for us all under their plan, they cite Rockefeller with upward of $20,000,000 annual income upon his billion or more of capital, an income admitted by his own agents and generally supposed to be three times that; they cite the late J. P. Morgan who had nearly as much wealth; they also cite other wealth grabbers, grouping several, each of whom began as poor boys—"look at these men," they say to the public, "go, each one of you, and do likewise."

It is the "special privileged" who tell us to "go and do likewise," but they know to a certainty that it is only possible, here and there, for one of us to do it, and that it can be done only under their system, for their system takes the wealth from the rest of us. Therefore if we all "go and do likewise," we will have to find a new world with a vast population that will let

us play that "skin game" on them.

It is like as if the Government would set aside in the far West out of the public domain, a tract of a 1,000,000 acres of the best land there, and say to the poor people in New York City, "the first of you who can get there and put foot on that land may have it." Now that presents an equal opportunity for them all to begin with, but the one first in the race who puts foot upon that 1,000,000 acre tract would exclude the rest. So when Rockefeller grabs off a $20,000,000 or $60,000,000 block of profits annually, he takes what many thousands of others have been excluded from, and the unfortunate thing of it is that he did not earn it, while they did.

Oh no! The evidence which the wealth grabbers offer as the proof of an "equal opportunity to all," is positive proof to the contrary. It proves the success of the masses to be impossible under their plan, and, as we have seen, it is their plan that we are working under. The wealth grabbers did not produce what wealth they have. It is impossible for any one person to earn so much, or even any considerable portion of it. They simply extort it from the products of the toil of others, and the toilers secure that much less of what actually belongs to them.



The Exceptions

Some persons are inventors, and discover new methods to apply human energy that secures better result in the way of production. They are entitled to certain credit for whatever of advantage they give to humanity. Edison, Ford and other persons of genius, who devise plans for improvement come under that designation. It is not against the man or the plan, when the plan is good, that we object, but we do object to predatory wealth running our nation as it is certainly doing now—politically as well as industrially.

No one who gives it study doubts, for instance, that the manipulations of John D. Rockefeller, J. P. Morgan & Co., Kuhn, Loeb & Co., and the others of their kind, deprive the toilers of the most of their earnings, and incidentally in running their business these big speculators are forced to employ able assistants to aid them in their schemes. Some of these assistants have also become immensely wealthy preying upon the country's business. What is true of these speculators is equally

true of most great fortune grabbers.

It is true that existing laws and business practices do give a few of us a remote chance to acquire great wealth. A few are slick enough speculators to get it; others get it by accident, but these laws and the practices under them absolutely destroy the opportunity of the masses.



Charity

There is another form of justification offered by themselves for the favored class. It is that with their fortunes they found colleges, churches, elemosynary institutions and charitable works of different kinds. Even if the beneficiaries of such institutions felt entirely free, which in many cases they do not, to regard themselves independent of obligation to their founders, and would deal with the public as free men and women should, even if this were so, are we who labor in the various fields of enterprise to consent to be deprived of our earnings—are we willing that any man or set of men, however, good and liberal they may be in giving away our earnings, shall by force of circumstances and practice, be able to take the products of our toil as they see fit, to use them for any purpose whatever? Certainly not. Those who earn in the sweat of their toil should be able to dispose of their own earnings, and not be forced to see others do it for them.



CHAPTER V


YOU-YOURSELF



Ho There_You!

Are you a farmer—a wage worker—or engaged in any of the occupations—required to be filled with industrious men and women in order to fulfil the many necessities of life?

If you are—why do you let capital—a product of your own toil, sit on the throne of human industry as the master of all—to determine your place in life and assign you to drudgery, even to war if it chooses to.

There is a reason—you should know, for it is due to you, the real toilers and producers, to sit on the throne where provisions should be made to safeguard

the rights of humanity.

Under the rule of the "dollar"—human life has fallen to its lowest value. But time heals all things. No longer will the masses accept, "Error for truth, darkness for light, wrong for right, or lust for love."



Oh No!

"The masses of humanity"—formerly—"symbolized by the stupid ox, are awakening to a realization of their rights and long withheld privileges."

&#x27;Take the war management, the financial end, who controls it? Not one of the plain toilers have anything important to say about it. Yet the expense of the war, as well as the men to fight it, falls mainly on them. But it is managed by the multion millionaires. Where do you suppose they got their millions to begin with? Not by being liberal with their employes and allowing them the proper measure of their earnings—no, sir, not that.

I do not seek to give you my opinions, but ask you to make a call upon your own. In the depths of your own soul is stored thousands of the best things in your life and that you have not yet called out to your conscious mind. When you call out your own natural talents, your country, too, will have additional splendor—a splendor which you cannot appreciate until you have discovered your own best self. Know more about yourself, for it will give you more confidence—a

Millionaires are not made in that way. Sharp and predatory practices—manipulation—make millionaires. Why then tempt these sharpers with the financial management of the war? Unless they have changed their nature and their practices both—the evidence is against it—we need not expect them to manage it free from speculation.

which fact the speculators have used as an excuse to raise the price to American consumers on the 'trust' controlled products approximately $17,000,000,000 over the former prices, which upon the latter item alone equals $170 on every man, woman

meculators.

In line with this disastrous export policy, and as a part of the speculators scheme to mulch the public on a gigantic scale while the war should last, they started the war propaganda preparedness campaign. They knew that the people were favorable to the Government itself making proper arrangements to meet such emergencies as might arise out of the existing chaotic conditions, so they wanted it all done in a way that would give the greatest control to speculators who are in charge of the banking system, and with the aid of their press, they succeeded in lining things up to suit them.

After many intervening things had happened in which the speculators were always active, the declaration of war by Congress was made. The first bond issue was called the "Liberty Loan Bonds," a name that suits us all. Here again, the finance speculators managed the sale. In Minneapolis,

better understanding of the world, because you do not differ from others so much as you may believe, besides you are much greater than you have yet discovered.

Dig out your innermost thoughts—the simplest of them, because they are the natural ones—and the greatest. They will help you—me and others to solve the disturbing elements in life—the things that bother us all. It is the arbitrary things—the ones that have been created by men contrary to what's natural, that makes most of our trouble.

for instance, where a Federal Reserve Bank is located, the Minneapolis Journal had the following to say:

"'An inner committee, designated by E. W. Decker as the 'the big stick' committee, is to check up contributions and call

"'What is this I hear about slackers?' Mr. Decker rose to demand. 'Well, we're preparing to use the big stick. Any business house or individual who in the opinion of the solicitor is shirking his duty should be reported to the Executive Committee.'"

Mr. Decker, referred to by the Journal, is the "big" banker of the Twin Cities. You know what it means to have the bankers use the "big stick" on a borrower at any bank and all business men are borrowers. The same thing that was done

in Minneapolis was done in the other cities.

Then again came the Red Cross campaign for funds. We want our soldier boys who may be sent across the seas to fight in Europe, to be cared for in the best way possible. The purpose is one of the most important. Here again the "big finance speculators" are the principal leaders. It is not probable that they have any design to cripple the work of the Red Cross, or to filch from the $100,000,000 fund to which they have liberally contributed. What they want is to control the organization of the Red Cross, because it will be officered by able persons, and to control that organization will be worth billions of dollars. They will have a powerful influence in the reorganization of Europe. Out of that reorganization the "big financiers" expect to make very many billions of dollars profit. Therefore it is easy to see why J. P. Morgan, through his chief partner, H. S.

us all. We have mutual necessities unfulfilled which may be supplied if we understand each other. Every one of us can bring him or herself within the rule—high

or low, rich or poor—all may be benefitted.

I grew up on a farm. There are many of you, and but one of me. But since wherever we grew up—there are many things the same, the easiest way for me to understand you is to first know myself, and likewise, the easiest way for you to understand the public, is to first know yourself. I have already studied myself somewhat, so I will now briefly examine what you would find in yourself if you have grown up on a farm, and made a farm for yourself out of a wild tract of land. I do that because it is the best example that can be given, on a unit scale, to show how our country grew up, or perhaps better stated should have grown up. I wish to examine the simple things, because the complex ones have gotten us into bad trouble and we shall have to rely upon the simple ones to get us out. If we had watched the necessities of the farmer on his farm, we should have known the principles for the development of a nation of more successful people. Don't desert these thoughts now, simply because its the farm, for wherever you are and whatever your work, I will soon reach your case as well.

Suppose a farmer with an average family owns 160 acres of wild land, moves on to make it a farm—he requires a house, a barn and other buildings, as well as livestock including a team, and implements and machinery to work with. He owns the land, but has no money to buy material for buildings, stock, etc. What happens in his case? I am asking about the pioneer days now. He was somewhat in the same fix that this nation was at the time of its birth. It was then mostly wild lands without farms or cities and but

few inhabitants. With rare exceptions the people then did not have ought but their hands—so the nation and the farmers, as well as the rest of us, started about alike

What did the farmer do under those conditions who could borrow no money? He had to begin with his bare hands—plus a spade, a hoe, an axe and other simple tools which in some way he managed to get, by trading his work or by borrowing. In the first settlement of northern Minnesota, where I grew up, no one farmer had implements enough to work his farm, but within a radius of 4 or 5 miles there were several farmers, and while none had the variety of even the simplest tools and implements necessary, taking all the farmers there into account they had these. Therefore they borrowed from each other to supply their most simple requirements.

With these simple implements they worked. If they owned or were near timber, which was all the same in those days, a statement which carries with it no disrespect to their honesty either, for the pioneers always were the salt of the earth, and had the courage to build a nation; so I repeat, if they owned or were near timber they quickly constructed rude log buildings, and if they lived far from timber, sods largely took the place of timber. In these buildings they took shelter, and then began preparing the land for fields. This was the primitive condition of the white race everywhere

in America.

Almost within the memory of the oldest of us now living, this continent, and all on the surface and underneath, belonged to either the State or to individual inhabitants of modest means. There were no Morgans, no Hills nor Rockefellers. What about it now? In presenting the facts as they are now, we find an in-

fluence has been at work that was strong enough to divert the value of the great natural material resources as well as the products from human energy, from the masses into the control of the Morgans, the Hills, the

Rockefellers and other speculators.

But reverting to the pioneer farmer for the present, for he is the unit furnishing the best illustration of how to deal with an important feature in the social problem. We found him with his unsubdued land and his own self—poor in all that supplies food, clothes and shelter. He had to work to secure the mastery of his surroundings in order that they might serve his needs. If he had had food, wearing apparel and a certainty that his family should neither starve nor go naked, he would have built better from the start, but of this he had no assurance. In fact he knew that the only way to provide for himself and family was to neglect in the beginning, making many permanent improvements in building, in order that he might have the time to put the land in shape to receive the seed, that the sun and rains might do their part in season.

Suppose the pioneer farmer, after he had roughly thrown together his log or sod shack which afforded him and his family shelter, had next began to build a permanent up-to-date dwelling, and had neglected the cultivation of the soil, how would he have come out? He knew better than to do that. He adjusted to his needs—economized in his labor and otherwise. He was forced to do this by his very condition. He knew that the time spent upon undertakings that supplied no actual needs, reduced by that much his time to work

for what he had to have.

It was the pioneer that builded the country and supported himself too. He did it by confining his work to the actual needs. He could not allow whims or needless fancies to take up much of his time, and he did not, so he succeeded well in producing for his own use what the farm could grow. His trouble came when he undertook to dispose of his surplus farm product in order to buy what he needed that did not grow on the farm. In this latter respect there is no difference between the farmer of today and the pioneer. The moment they try to deal with their brothers in other business, they are square up against an extravagant system, that measures nothing from the standpoint of necessity or desirability alone, but has attached to it a demand for "profit," independent of the pay for the labor in production and distribution. This profit is largely expended in riotous living and unnecessary building of some kind which we shall examine later.

The nation is neither more nor less than a gaint farm, with an almost endless number of needs the simplest of which were originally supplied direct from the farm.

The farmers did spin, weave, manufacture, mend, etc., but spinning, weaving, manufacturing, etc., or all have become specialized, so we now have manufacturers, trading houses, transportation systems and the many other means in which to supply us with every branch of service, separated from the farm, and instead we build cities in which to transact the manufacturing and business of all kinds. Those who are employed in any of these that serve the actual necessities, do the work on the same principle of development that governs the farmer, but the farther we get removed from the soil, the greater the opportunity for extravagance, and the opportunity was long ago seized, so that now millions of us are employed in ways and in work that serves neither actual necessities nor the reasonable demands. As a consequence we are all

charged with the extravagance by having it levied and

The farmer confines his work to the production of necessities; seldom indulges in extravagancies; is satisfied with comparatively few luxuries. There is a deep and significant lesson in the work of the farmer, especially the pioneer. He lived on the product of his farm and not on the "debt" that he could make. He had no debt to threaten him with destruction. He was a free man and if the nation and the people of the nation had followed in his footsteps in the practice of first working for the necessities and putting the "soil," figuratively speaking, into a productive state, instead of first creating the expense and the debt before there was anything coming in to pay with, we should have avoided the debt system and would now be universally prosperous, and find the cost of the best living within the reach of us all. The interest debts are destructive to civilization




You Pay as You Go or Never

To the intelligent reader, it is easily understood that everything produced in any given generation is paid for in the generation of the then living. After we have departed this world, we cannot pay or receive pay. Whatever we have done on earth is closed. If the generation produced more in value than it consumed, the succeeding generation inherited that much without cost to it. Of course the generations are not distinctly separated, but wedge into each other.

I may work for you now receiving merely your promise to pay me. As long as we both live I have an opportunity to be paid, but if I die I will never be paid. If you die I will be paid only in case you leave some-

thing with which to pay. If we both die everything of ours is left over for others to fuss about.

I have said that everything is paid for in the generation of the living or never. That means in a physical sense. It is the natural law, but in conflict with it mankind has created an arbitrary law by which we contract "paper debt," and agree to pay a premium (interest, dividends or profits) that never has been and never can be earned, but is simply extortion. That kind of a debt can be and has been heaped increasingly upon the people of each succeeding generation. It was heaped upon us more heavily than upon any previous generation. Unless we revoke it, we will pass it on to the next generation as a still greater burden to it, unless the people then shall possess the good sense to equitably revoke it.

Those who have not considered the subject from the side of humanity, or who value the perpetuation of property accumulation, more than the preservation of human integrity, may object to the term "revoke," as I have used it, but I use it advisedly, after the most

serious consideration.

Unhesitatingly, I declare it to be the most solemn duty of the State to establish a system to liberate mankind from

the existing industrial slavery.

The masses cannot be liberated from industrial slavery without revoking many of the existing practices. It is not meant that individuals on their own responsibility should have the power to revoke, but the State must exercise that power justly to all mankind.

It is utterly indefensible that we should go on piling up debts under an arbitrary system which it is impossible to physically comply with except by reducing the masses of mankind to a constantly lower and lower industrial state. A new system to liberate the toilers, need work no hardship to any one. The products from the industry of the toilers in a very short period measure immensely more in value than all that has been accumulated.

It is not necessarily the purpose to take from those who have to give to those who have not, for that would be no remedy. All that is necessary is to adopt a system that will enable those who produce to secure the benefit of their production, and not force them to continually remain the prey of a toll levy made by centralized wealth. Give us a system that allows us to keep what we earn. If that is done we can take care of ourselves

of ourselves.

We have an apt opportunity in the conduct of the war on which to base a true estimate, or at least a much more just one, than is now practiced. Wealth saw to it that the conditions would be created that would make it practically impossible for us to keep out of the war if the world continued to follow the old practice, and it is these old practices that wealth insists on following. Wealth was so greedy that it had to build greater fortunes, even if it took the sacrifice of millions of lives, and entailed suffering on more than nine-tenths of the world's population. What was its demand?

It was the demand of wealth that we should prepare a great Navy and a great Army in order to enforce the existing political and economic system not only upon ourselves, but upon all the world—present and future. It required that we should impress into the service of war, every available man and woman at nominal pay for their time. What did wealth offer in return? It offered to sell copper to the Government for 16 cents a pound when it costs wealth only 7 cents. It offered to loan money to the Government at $3\frac{1}{2}$ per cent provided the Government would raise the interest

if later bonds should draw more. It offered other things provided always there was a profit to wealth, and it considered itself patriotic because it did that. But it protested against the big incomes being taxed much to support the war for which its system is responsible.

Is any government justified in impressing men and women into war service at the lowest of pay for their time, if it does not also impress the surplus property of

the wealthy?

Strange, inconsistent, even lower than criminal is that practice of the governments which take the lives and the liberties of their citizens to impress into war, when at the same time they pay a premium in the form of interest or otherwise for the property of the rich to be used in carrying on the war.

No one with an ounce of brains, unless filled with injustice or a mere hireling, will defend such a practice, for when peace is restored the loans of the rich burden those who risked their lives and the families of those

killed.

When our country needs us, we should respond, but it is not to be expected hereafter we will be willing to permit the lives to be sacrificed and the hardships of war to fall almost entirely upon the plain people. We were imposed upon in the past, but with the more general intelligence of this generation, we should not be so supinely stupid now. The property of the wealthy should be taken the same as we conscript the individual. The conscript is not paid the value of his time, say nothing of the risk and exposure.

The taking of property or money to pay the costs of the war should begin with the largest of the fortunes, and as these are scaled down to equal the lesser, then conjointly they should be scaled down to take in the lesser still, and so on the process should run until all the greater fortunes pay in full the material costs of wars. Those with comparatively small means should pay nothing until those with larger means had been reduced to their equal. That is the only just rule.

If that rule had been the law these last years, there would have been no careless and reckless, and, as it was in some cases wanton, traveling upon the high sea in the danger zone by neutrals, notwithstanding that the rights of the seas should be and are of right inviolable. The rich owners of the ships would not have taken the risk to carry passengers if that had been the law. They would not then have tempted any of the belligerents to violate the international laws in defiance of America's rights.

To take the centralized fortunes to pay the costs of the wars, would in addition to the justice of compelling wealth to support wars, usually of its own making, relieve the plain people of the levy that is made upon them at all times for interest and profit on the excess wealth. Surely, it is not possible that any of us in this day are so stupid as to not understand that those who do the necessary work to sustain life and its requirements, really pay with their toil the extravagances of

the existing system.

Because of its supreme importance to be understood by every citizen, so that no one shall be longer imposed upon without his eyes open, I repeat that we pay in physical expenditure the full price of everything we produce. In order to have some of the things that we need, we are obliged in some cases to construct what will last thousands of years, and pay for it in full when the work has been performed. True, we issue bonds and have been stupid enough to think that that pays the debt. It only adds to the burden, and as President Jefferson said in his day, "Spending money to be paid by posterity, is but swindling futurity;" or perhaps you may like Ruskin's statement better, that, "National debts, paying interest are simply the purchase by the

rich of the power to tax the poor."

I like Jefferson's definition the best, because it applies not only to national debts, but to all debts. What Jefferson said applies to us. We are what was to him "futurity," and have been mightily swindled as he had foretold. Jefferson and Ruskin were both great men, but while those statements were true, they were not profound, for even the commonest of us certainly should see how we have been swindled as Jefferson said we would be, and we continue to be to this very day by the existing debt system.

Incidentally consider the two New York City depots—terminals for the New York Central and the Pennsylvania Railways. They cost $200,000,000—built to last forever. It was the physical energy of this generation that paid in full for them. Futurity can give not an hour towards payment. It can only keep them in repair. It consumed all the time of thousands of men for several years to get out the material and construct those terminals. Already, before they were built, the advantages for getting in and out of the city

were good

To build these world's most expensive terminals was like it would have been for the pioneer farmer, if immediately after completing his first shack and before he put his wild land into shape to produce crops, he had began the construction of a grand and beautiful dwelling. If he had done that he and his family would have starved, and his life would have been a failure. Surely we can understand that our nation is the giant farm, and that because of many excessive extrava-

person, yet that statement is excusable as long as we continue the existing business and political scheme. As things now are, the main thing aimed at by the wealth grabbers is to use us—to make of us mere machines to wear our in producing wealth for them. Our children are to be dragged into our useless places and we dropped into mother earth—"ashes to ashes," "dust to dust." good-bye.

If that is all we are for, then God bless the Kaiser, the late Czar, the Kings, "Big Business" and all the "Big Boys" who caused the war. It will at least be interesting while it lasts. If we are made simply to wear out in their service, the harder and the more dangerous our occupation the sooner will our ashes be scattered to the earth, and serve vegetable life better, to bud in beautiful foliage of the grasses, the trees, and the flowers.

Oh no, we have not sunk yet to mere abject passive beings, even if our occupations in many cases would, standing alone, prove that we have. We are in a big measure industrial slaves, but we are not mental imbeciles. We still have our heads filled with brains, and they act when we command them. We all know that if any particular work or employment is unnecessary, nothing could be farther from the truth than to claim that it was justified because it gave employment, yet, even in spite of our knowing the truth we do not live up to it, so as to force its importance into a realization in our concrete experience.



Did You Forget Conservation?

Only a few years since, America went wild on "Conservation," properly so. We pretend even now to be conservationists, but we practice the grossest kinds of

waste. This is discussed later. A few words here however, on that subject: In many places we have parallel railways where one could serve the traffic at less cost and equally well if properly managed; we have about 30,000 banks, but one-third that number could serve the business needs equally well and with less than one-half the cost; practically every town has too many business houses, which increases the cost of their output.

The success of a town or city does not depend on the number of inhabitants, but upon their thrift.2

If you have stores, manufactories, and other business enough to meet the demands of a community, to seek more of the same kind will often weaken the thrift of all the legitimate business I never could understand why any city should boast of the number of its inhabitants rather than of the prosperity of all of its people To seek to boom a town is a business error. Whatever is done should be specific, calculated out on a business basis. Let the town build to meet the business demand, and never build the town merely to create a hig population.
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Suggestions of Government Ownership of Public Utilities

Mr. Presidents, it must be apparent to any intelligent person, that there should be no arbitrary interference in the conveyance of information, whether by mail, telegraph, telephone or other means; also that there should be no arbitrary interference to express and exchange in financial terms, with the evidences, that is money, dealings involving the trade and commerce of the people with each other, which further necessitates the free travel from place to place, and the transportation of commodities as well. Each and all of these agencies should be conducted at as near actual cost—no profit—as it is practical to ascertain, and to be paid for by those receiving the service.

Mr. Presidents, it has been through these three agencies that the Money Trust group and other speculators have been able to carry on their exploiting. Let us all—everyone of us—individually and collectively, exercise our own reason and analyze things as we find them, instead of stupidly saying, "Stand by the President;" "follow this Senator;" "follow that Representative," or "follow our leader," whoever he may be or even to blindly follow a political party governed by bosses, and all that sort of thing for shifting the responsibility from ourselves to a selected few, who are too often tempted and do the wrong

thing.

Yes, let everyone, instead of shifting the responsibility, do at least some investigation for himself. If we all do, we shall see that the agencies to convey information, and also those to express and represent values, and to facilitate travel, and to convey commodities from the producer to the consumer, lie at the very foundation of civilization. To place an incumbrance upon either of them in the nature of a change in excess of the cost is, to the extent of the excess, that much obstruction and incumbrance to the advance of civilization.

The obstruction of information, transportation, commerce, etc., by artificial barriers, such as we have described to be controlled and operated by the Money Trust, have become so great that it is the cause of the breaking down of our civilization, a thing that is taking place now and can only be arrested by enough men and women regaining the equilibrium of their mind sufficiently, not to be impulsively patriotic, but instead be patriotic in a broad and comprehensive sense—of justice to all men—not by merely teaching "good will unto man," but by fixing the agencies through which men and women must operate their business and social affairs, so these agencies shall not be converted into instruments of extortion for a few to control and thereby to destroy the equilibrium.


Control Finances First

Mr. Presidents, there would be no sense in Government ownership of the railways, except to first have Government control of the finances. In order to make a success of plan outlined, all three agencies: the postal system, to include telegraph and telephone; the finance system and the transportation system, all of these must be absoultely controlled and operated by

the Government. Neither one of these agencies can be economically and properly handled without the others. The postal system is already operated by the Government, but is incumbered by the other agencies being under private monopoly control. Even being deprived of these, no one dares to suggest that the mail service should be turned back to private control.



The Opposition to Government Control

Mr. Presidents, the opponents of Government ownership present certain statements to prop up their opposition. They say, for instance, that it would give neither as good nor as cheap service. They cite the freight and passenger charges, on Government owned systems, as evidence that they are more expensive.

We will not now take time to prove the difference in the conditions where they make the comparisons, and which accounts for the difference in costs in most cases, for we call on you to note the fact, that no case exists where any government now does or ever has operated all the services which we have designated as

necessary to make either fully successful.

The postal system, to be sure, is successful when compared with privately owned business of any kind, but it would be preeminently more successful, if the other services we designate, were also operated by the Government. It requires them all to make the success of either such as it should be.

The one claim which the opponents of Government ownership present, which they pretend is sufficient to settle the problem, is that it costs more for the service.

We deny the truth of that statement. For the sake of the point they claim to make, but not otherwise, we might admit that the direct charge for passenger and

these. This arbitrary condition is expressed in "Truth No. 2," (see index) is increasing all the time. That is what constitutes the indirect charge, which the opponents of Government ownership either are ignorant of or seek to conceal the fact, and keep us from finding it out. In Government ownership we would escape the trusts, providing we governed the three main agencies yet to be taken over.



Conclusion of Memorials

Mr. Presidents, the above are our standing memorials. We petition you for the action on your part as stated in them that we desire. We pledge you our support—with all the vigor of our manhood and womanhood, and the power of our numbers, over 100,000,000 including our children, and in whose interests and the future generations, we especially dedicate our most loyal and continuous support. We repeat as we began:

You, Mr. Presidents, are of us—selected by and from us, and have our consent to lead us, but we are not blind followers, for should you attempt to lead us in the wrong way, we will not follow. We are the sovereigns—represent the republic—in fact we are the republic, and do not intend that the republic shall be a hollow mockery by leaving to its presidents or to any other officials or associations, the whole responsibility. Now please take notice of what we have demanded in these memorials, and lead us so we may secure the results that we have indicated to be fair and right, and that are in the interests of all mankind.

"Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty." Too many of us have been asleep. Those, however, who excited us to war may not yet realize what they did, for nothing could be more effective than war to wake us up. That was not what they wanted. But possibly what we needed to

bring us to a full realization of our responsibility to make our nation a republic in fact, as well as in theory.

Mr. Presidents, as our final words, we say to you, that a majority of us agree that the individual initiative developed to its highest is the ideal, but the work of attainment must be under circumstances to afford equality of opportunity so far as just rules effectively enforced can make it. The avenues of development must be thrown wide open, by placing the communication, the finance and the transportation agencies everywhere at the service of all at cost with no profit to either individuals or government for the service.

Note.—The peoples of Europe's war nations had to sell their holdings of American stocks and bonds to aid in carrying on Europe's war. Wall Street conceived the scheme of getting these stocks and bonds, but make the American consumers pay for them while the Wall Streeters should own them. The first step was to close the New York Stock Exchange; their second step was to make Congress give them hundreds of millions of emergency currency; their third step was to export $6,000,000,000 in value of American products in excess of what we got back; their fourth step was to raise the price on like products to American consumers approximately $17,000,000,000 over the former prices, and as a consequence the Wall Streeters now own the stocks and bonds that the peoples of the European war nations had to sell, while the people of America were forced to pay for them, and in addition many billions to finance the campaign of deception that has oeen carried on, as well as to aid paying the expenses of the war, and several of these same Wall Streeters are on the finance committees to manage our own war finances. What is the answer to that, patriotic Americans?


CHAPTER VIII


THE POLITICAL PARTIES

We are willing to listen to all kinds of praise of our own political party, but many of us will neither reason nor analyze when a criticism is made upon the political party to which we individually belong. We stand for any attack of the others for their mistakes. But we wish to fight for our own, almost as we would fight against an insinuation reflecting upon the honor of our mother, wife, daughter, sister or lady friends. There is a difference, however—a wide difference in dealing with politics. There is an appeal from a party. The party is not the supreme power. It is less than the State. The State is over all. A political party is merely incident to the program of the State and is not even recognized by the Constitution. The political parties are unofficial, but legally recognized bodies of individuals associated, who believe, or think they believe, in their respective party principles.

There is an individual prejudice on party problems—much less now, however, than hitherto. One can get a hearing now even before the most prejudiced, who in the early stages of party organization would not reason upon this subject. My discussion is entirely nonpartisan, but may arouse in some readers partisan resentment, because I shall have no hesitation in showing how utterly ridiculous the party rule for the

last fifty years has been.

In the early proceedings of any political party—that is, before it begins to deal with the State, and in its first efforts when it acquires State power, it is practically

free from blemish in dealing with the principles on which its birth was founded. To begin with, it has nothing to offer but pure principles, except a "bit" of empty honor to its organizing officers. So it offers a set of principles, the best that its organizers know how to produce. Until it can give something more substantial, that is, something that gives material results, there is no selfish reason for betrayal of its principles.

In this discussion I take sides with no political party. It is impossible for any political party to successfully administer the Government for any considerable length of time, unless the people themselves shall know more about the work of the leaders than they have known heretofore. Something had to occur to wake the people up on this subject. I believe that the war is the thing which already has or soon will do it.

We have been dragged into the war by the intrigue of the speculators. The people already understand that, and all that remains is for them to experience the terrible sacrifice, and realize that if things had been done right in the first place, it would have never happened, and further realize that it would have been easier and simpler to have done the right thing for the American people than it was to do the wrong thing.

The sacrifice that the people will be forced to stand for will teach us that the most profitable thing we can do is to give some time to the study of politics. It is the best of business to do so. If we had begun six years ago, we would now be more prosperous and would have had no war. If we had begun twelve years ago, so that the world could have seen the advantages of our experience under a true economic system, there would have been no war in Europe.

Shift of Property from the Plain People to the Speculator which the Two Old Political Parties held the Rains.

In plain view of the fact that fifty years ago 98 per cent of the people owned more than 95 per cent of the wealth of our nation, and the other 2 per cent, who individually were the most wealthy, then owned less than 5 per cent of the wealth, and that now 2 per cent of the people own more than 60 per cent of the wealth, and the 98 per cent own less than 40 per cent—in view of that shift of wealth from the toilers to the speculators, during which time the leaders of the two old political parties were in power, I do not see how we can longer look upon them as worthy of blind support. They had opportunity in the beginning to make for permanent good, still did not. They have allowed us to be unmercifully exploited.

I do not understand how so many of us can be blind to the failure of the Republican and Democratic parties Many of us stick to our party because we think that eventually it may serve the people in the spirit of its first and original purpose, which was good. But if that is to be accomplished it must be done through the voters. It can never be done through the politicans

or office holders.

The Socialists have a full and workable plan so far as it relates to leaving the people in control. But I do not doubt that bosses even under the plan of the Socialists would often become a fact, still it has a fairly rapid means of ridding itself of bosses, whereas the other parties have no practical means of speedy application to get rid of them. The Socialist party offers a remedy for existing evils, whereas the Republican and Democratic parties stand upon the old system and offer no remedy—merely undertaking to work out in a better

way a system that it is impossible to work out well in any way. If the voters themselves would take over the direction of these old parties, they could build them to a program that would make success of the masses possible. No such step has been taken by the voters.

There can be no doubt that the rank and file of the membership of all the political parties seek merely to promote the general welfare. That is the only interest they have in belonging to a party at all. The only trouble is that neither of the dominant parties follow a procedure that can keep them in the straight track. They have became powerful enough to be worth going after for "special privileges," and were beset by

"special privilege" organizations.

These parties were controlled by leaders instead of by the rank and file. The leaders were tempted and committed wrongs. Wrongs beget wrongs. One wrong gives birth to other wrongs. The wrongs that have been committed heretofore led up to the wrongs that are taking place now, and if we keep doing the same old things in the same old ways, things will continue wrong. Yes, the leaders were tempted, and sacrificed the original principles of the parties—simply the result of human nature when very important matters are left entirely to the individual.

Both of the dominant political parties for a long time have been and still are directed by "big business." That is why no one can point to any existing material issue between the two, except that each wants the official "jobs." "Jobs" are their only material existing issue, and they play the political game for

jobs.

For "special privilege" to own a half-dozen Senators of ability who at the same time are sharp enough to make the voters believe that they are independent, is worth billions of dollars annually to special privilege

and is a corresponding loss to the people.

With a few of the "grand old men" of ability secretly serving special privilege, and one or more Senators of ordinary caliber from most of the States to "kowtow" to the leaders, special privilege is enthroned. For that privilege it can frequently well afford to spend a half-million dollars or more to elect a single Senator, and do so in as many States as they think necessary to keep control of the Senate, and for "full measure" to its safety, special privilege also takes the precaution to have a strong following in the House of Representatives.

Here and there, now and then, an individual appears who stands solid and straight on principle—who directs his course on that basis, even when put in high authority, temptations otherwise notwithstanding. Senator La Folette has been conspicuous as such. There are some others in both the Senate and the House, but there are not many who have dared to boldly fight for

all the rights of the masses.

It is a fact, of which history is conclusive proof, that in every case where honesty and ability both have been required to administer a cause running through generations and in which temptations were many, that the individuals possessing it who were placed in authority, have not been sufficient in number and succession to

continue the cause permanently successful.

It is because of the failure to successfully find individuals in sufficient number to accomplish that, that the political parties have failed. If they had been more democratic and been directed by the voters, they would have been successful. For the same reason that makes the political parties fail, the nation, too, has not made the best of the continental advantages.

All that is because the people themselves have not given sufficient thought to politics, but instead have left it to leaders alone to manage, that we find ourselves saddled with burdensome special privilege. The vast natural resources and the products of the people's daily toil furnished temptations to speculators. They required certain laws to secure special privilege. These they sought and secured by tempting those in political power. The laws were made to suit the tempters, which accounts for the shift of the wealth from the producers to the speculators.

What conclusion must we come to in view of the facts stated? Inevitably it is that we cannot trust leaders with all the power. He who says, "Stand by the President," and discourages a fair investigation of what the President does, is either ignorant or a fake American—the same is true of any statement made of any leader. The people must retain and also exercise their control. To have the power merely for becoming a democracy merely is a naked privilege of

little value if we do not exercise it.

The trouble with our Government has been, that the "high ups" in politics, those who got the political plums and those for whom they used their office to give business advantage and special favor, have by the law of selfish interest become one and the same politically. That would occur to a large extent even without organization, because their selfish interests have coordinated their operations.

Those who have special privilege do not have to be told to support those officials who have given special privilege to them, and vice versa, the officials who are supported by special privilege do not have to ask for its support. They know that they will get it, because it is profitable for special interest to give it. There is,

nevertheless, a thorough organization of both independently, and they are linked practically by selfish ties

If the people were organized independently and not partisanly, in support of their own interests, the political interest of the "high ups" in office would be to support the people instead of special privilege. Their life in office would depend upon it, as in the past it has depended upon supporting special privilege, for the people did not know one from the other and simply voted for the party nominees. If the people had actively directed the parties this would not have occurred, but instead of doing that they left the activity and the direction to leaders.





Nonpartisan Organization

As before stated, the people are waking up to the fact that to follow blindly the lead of anyone is not wise. They are organizing to overcome the false operations that have grown up politically and economically. The wage workers in their separate crafts are pretty well organized, and there is already considerable strength

in some of their federated organizations.

The farmers formed a few granges many years ago but there was no widespread coordination, and when the first efforts were made, too many of the farmer were still partisanship blind, the same as the wage workers were at first. All people were so except the office seekers, office holders and speculators, and they pretended to be very partisan, because it was to their selfish interest. In the last few years the farmers have become more active and their organizations are growing strong.
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THE POLITICAL PARTIES

Special privilege and the old-line politicians have become frightened of the Nonpartisan League, an association first organized in North Dakota to protect the people of that section against the greed and theft of certain big business organizations which they had been forced to clear their business through. The old-line politicians of North Dakota and the public press as well, to a large extent, were tied to the big business organizations that were robbing the North Dakota farmers. The Nonpartisan League swept North Dakota clear of many of the old-line political grafters and showed what could be done by the people organizing in the interest of the public. They were joined by

The encouragement derived from the work of the Non-partisan League success in North Dakota resulted in the extension of the field of their work and the formation of the National Nonpartisan League, with headquarters in the city of St. Paul, Minn. At first—that is, before the political bosses and big business realized the strength of the Nonpartisan League—they gave little thought or attention to it. But the moment they learned of its strength they became alarmed, for they knew their own weaknesses if the people once understood the facts about them. They knew that any organization of strength could make the facts known, if it wished, and this the Nonpartisan League was doing, so the press which big business controlled was immediately pressed into service in the attempt to crush the Nonpartisan League.

The attempt has been made by the press to make the farmers believe that the officers of the Nonpartisan League were selfish, and later that they were not loyal

Americans, also that they were Socialists, as if Socialists were criminals. Not many of those who criticise Socialists know the first principles of socialism. Socialism and Socialists are libeled and slandered by the false and by the ignorant only, for no one who has studied socialism can for a single moment question that it has a program that, if it could be followed out and put into execution, this world would be cleared of much of its misery and degradation.

But even if the leaders are Socialists, which I do not know, and even if the socialist party is not our individual choice of the parties—yes, even if it was true that the organizers were selfish, as we all are more or less—and even if the Nonpartisan League were to disband soon, which it certainly will not do; all that notwithstanding, the Nonpartisan League has already rendered a service to the country in exposing the rotten condition imposed upon farmers and others, and for

forcing new reforms.

Even if these leaders had been as selfish as the big business press seek to make us believe, they would have expiated by the work they did in their assistance in organizing a great body of honest cooperators in fighting for the general welfare. The mere fact of organization and further education is worth many times the cost. The Nonpartisan League has nothing to fear unless it itself becomes partisan, so much so that the membership would become prejudiced. This is not likely to occur when its work is thrown wide open for inspection.

The Nonpartisan League and other leagues formed and being formed by the farmers in all sections of the country can coordinate their work, just as well as the politicians and big business have coordinated their operations to assist each other. These farmer

organizations, together with the wage workers' organizations, all can, should and likely will federate, for their interests are mutual. By a careful study of rules, stated as Truths Nos. 1, 2 and 3 (see index), so as to follow the principles stated in 1 and 3, and prevent the operation of those stated in 2, our whole system would become natural and everybody would have an opportunity to make good.

What I have stated as facts of the political parties has been apparent to all who have impartially examined the conditions. One trouble now, speaking of things in general, is that there is too much to learn for any one person to learn it, and there is getting to be more all the time. Of course there never was a time when one person could know it all, but there was a time when the individual could have a wider knowledge of the things known within his field of operation than he can have of what is known now. There are yet things, however, that we should all learn, and the ordinary politics that has us within control is one of the things we should all—every one of us—understand.

I have given the closest attention to the subject of the existing political control, and had the best possible opportunity to make my studies effective so far as finding out things were concerned. For ten successive years I gave the closest study to the political, legislative and executive work in the capital of the greatest of the nations—our own. I was a Member of Congress, and all I had to do to find out things was to keep my eyes open, my head clear, and work. I am certain that I kept my eyes open and that I worked. I made speeches in the House of Representatives, the dates of some of which are furnished in a back page of this volume and may be examined in the Congressional Record by those who wish. In those I forecast, far in

advance, the general occurrences which have taken place since. I mention this not as a boast, but as an inducement to my readers to examine for themselves the existing social conditions, for if they do they will find that the existing social administration leads to certain positive things that are opposed to human welfare. They are the cause of our troubles, and must be changed unless we are willing to have even worse troubles.

I shall now quote the main important parts of my speech of July 5, 1916—in the Congressional Record of that date. I do so because in the speeches that I made from 1908 to the early months in 1917, in each I pointed to some wrongs that the future inevitably would bring—conclusions that were irresistible, because certain things had previously been done that would bring them on. I use this speech because it will serve me as well as anything new that I might offer here. I am adding some interpolations. In quoting, I omit the mere formal parts:

"No matter what individual professions and party claims may be to the contrary, it is apparent to anyone who has been a Member of Congress, and to anyone else who examines, that the will of the people in regard to legislation is seldom consulted. The price of leadership here is exactly the opposite of carrying out, in good faith, the will of those we are elected to serve.

"Wholesale deception of the voters has been, and is now, the means used most successfully to secure office and remain in public life. Committees that meet in secret and party caucuses held behind closed doors, or whose action was previously privately agreed upon, restrict legislation to such measures as 'special privilege' desires, or manipulate and emasculate what was intended to conform to public demand, so that the "title close" only shall seem to respond to that demand.

"The leaders know how, and they use their knowledge when all other means fail, to so manipulate a disagreement between this body and the Senate, as to completely avoid in the conference committee of the two bodies a compliance with the public demand, and in that way benefit "big business," thus insuring the support of the latter in election campaigns.

"Every one here knows that these things are true. But the public gets no information from the press about it, but anyone who dares to uncover the system and expose the schemes for deceiving the public finds that a certain part of the press will attack him and call him a radical and obstructionist, and excoriate him in every way possible. If to tell the truth about things makes one a radical, then radicals ought to be at a premium. But they have not been so far politically.

"Go back, Mr. Speaker, in your own recollection, to those stormy days on this floor when your predecessor occupied that chair and you were the leader of the minority. Recall how a few of us on this side of the House led in that fight, refusing to bow to the party lash. We were joined by you and your followers in a demand which was backed by a vast majority of the American people, that this House should in fact and deed become a representative body with rules that would make it responsive to the will of a majority of its own Members.

"Does it not often recur to you in your meditations concerning your long service here, how the reforms then demanded were defeated by the desertion of twenty-three members of your own party, and who occasion for any church to attempt to take part as a church or through the influence of the church for the advantage of the church, with the political affairs of the Government.

I have been criticised by some of the high dignitaries of the Roman Catholic Church for a resolution which I introduced to have the controversy between these high dignitaries and the Free Press Defense League investigated. The criticism has no justification, for I have not created the issue between these high dignitaries and the Free Press Defense League and other leagues. Many of my best friends are Catholics, and I introduced the resolution in the interests of all the people, Catholics as well as Protestants, for it has been my aim to aid in bringing the people generally to a common understanding of their political and economic rights, and to have them act upon those rights for their common welfare

In my work along this line I found that there was an issue between the Free Press Defense League and other like organizations, on the one side and the high dignitaries of the Roman Catholic Church on the other, and that this controversy had split the common people into factions, a thing which special privilege gloats over. In dealing with economics I could not look upon that situation with indifference, for whether there is truth in the allegations of the Free Press Defense League and the others or not, politically and economically the controversy, as long as it lasts, materially aids special privilege, because it diverts the plain people from joining all their forces to take up and solve the problems that must be solved before we can all prosper.

I deal simply with the effect of human conduct upon our economic operations for the purpose of showing that it is wise for the people to understand and protect "The mind that harnessed steam and made it work for all men; the mind that sent kites to the sky to play with electricity and plan its harness; the mind that arranged wires to send long-distance messages and to carry even the voice in a whisper across a continent; the mind that contrived the apparatus by which to transmit and receive human messages through trackless space on the air waves; the mind that devised the machines with which men fly; yes, the minds that devised political and social reforms, and more than a thousand other discoveries that serve this generation, were first criticized as the visionary and impractical dreams of persons supposed to have unbalanced brains.

"Sad, is it not, that those who seek to build for the good of all men should be stamped by the unthinking as calamity howlers and dreamers, radicals and undesirable citizens. And now, after all the examples that history has furnished, we still denounce as visionary the work of those who discover new scientific facts, give the world new inventions, and inaugurate new

methods and systems for the common welfare.

"But hold for a minute lest we enthuse too greatly over the higher civilization. What has it all resulted in?

"The great discoveries have constantly amazed and electrified the world. People have advanced more than a hundredfold in economic effectiveness; their mental realization has immensely increased and possible social opportunities enormously enlarged; still there has been no correspondingly equitable individual benefit.

"As a result of the new order there are a few multimillionaires, but the most of us are striving with difficulty to obtain the bare necessaries of life; and yet, notwithstanding this great difference in the control of the material agencies, there is, perhaps, no difference in

We should no longer be herded by the political bosses within so-called party lines, in order that they may manage the Government. No statesman with the interest of the people at heart, and who has observed in the last few years the traducing of expressed party principles as well as the subversion by party bosses of the machinery of Government to the interests of the few, will say that this is rightly a Government by parties. Those who do state this are either wittingly or unwittingly the spokesmen for the special interests.

"The political parties in these last years have divided the people. The bosses have controlled the machinery of the parties and regulated them by the caucus system. Further, the caucuses have been divided into factions each in turn controlled by bosses, so that practically a Government by party proves to be a Government by the special interests. The special interests court the party in control. It matters not to them which party. All they want is that the people should be divided into parties, the parties divided into caucuses, and the caucuses into factions. The strongest faction is generally controlled by the bosses, for the interests always deal with the bosses. As a result he who fights to keep the Government within party control usually fights for the special interests.

"Right now is the time for the single voter to begin to exert his undeniable rights. He has seen that party government redounds to the interests of the few. The voter, when he votes in accordance with his own interests, votes in accordance with the interests of the majority of his fellow citizens and against government

by bosses.

"If we would have a Government by and for the people, then it must be essentially a Government by the direction of the voters instead of by political


WHY IS YOUR COUNTRY AT WAR?

parties, who are in turn governed by the factions and the latter by the bosses. Legislation should never be determined by a political party as such in a separate body from that which has under the laws the responsibility.

"Political parties may serve most useful purposes through which people may organize for the promotion of reforms, but they do not belong in the halls of legislation as a means of dividing the people's representatives into factions, so that a minority instead of a majority of all the people's representatives enact laws."



TO VOTE IS A DUTY OF ALL CITIZENS

Any citizen who takes so little interest in the plan and welfare of his country's administration as to neglect to inform himself the best he can, how he should vote and to actually vote, cannot be considered a fully equipped American citizen—patriotism cannot be considered complete without the exercise of the franchise on the part of those who are permitted, and the franchise is worthless—and the Republic fails—unless the voter makes it a matter of the most important business.

Unfortunately women are excluded in most of the States from the ballot. The exclusion is a wrong that has no justification, and is founded on arbitrary power blindly administered. There are as many reasons why women should vote as there are why men should. For man to set himself up as arbitrary dictator to exclude one-half of the population, having rights equal to his own, is not a debatable question with anyone who looks to fundamentals—it is simply a wrong. I have never been able to consider the question debatable, any more than it would be debatable to claim that the citizens of the State of New York

may vote on the question of election of President, but that citizens of the State of Pennsylvania should be excluded from such vote.

It is not a question of whether women would exercise the franchise wisely or not, though no one can successfully contradict that they would, but it is an absolute right—fundamental. For the reasons stated, I have never taken the trouble to either debate or write upon the problem of the practical exercise of the franchise by women, though I have investigated it as a matter for my own information, and even from the standpoint of practicability every legitimate consideration favors it.

My daughter Lillian, who recently crossed the line that divides this world from the next, and whose picture with her little daughter I have taken the liberty of inserting, wrote a short article on the right of women to vote, which I publish herewith. My daughter was to have written three more articles on different phases of the same subject, but was removed from us before she had the time.

[image: ]

MRS. LILLIAN LINDBERGH ROBERTS AND DAUGHTER



YOUR VOTE FOR SUFFRAGE



By Mrs. LILLIAN LINDBERGH ROBERTS Minneapolis, Minn.

Since the country woman indulges in the same activities as her husband, father or brother, as the case may be, in addition to her own particular work, is she not justified in expecting the same rights and privileges in helping determine the laws that govern their joint activities? Here, at least, we do not need to argue that the woman's work is equal in importance to the man's. It is the same.

If the men of your family are of the opinion that you should vote, here is their chance to express their opinion. Help them by knowing these candidates and their platforms. Many of them think the women do not care particularly to vote. In no way can you impress them more effectively, with your earnestness in the matter, than by your interest in, and knowledge of, local, State and national politics.


CONCLUDING CHAPTER

I apologize for prefacing this chapter with a few words about myself, but there is a reason why I do. I wish the reader to know that I have had an opportunity to study human nature in operation. I have not failed to do so. I have been in every possible place for me to get where I thought I could broaden my understanding of things. I wish merely to offer it as an aid to readers, if it can be, in connection with

their own experiences.

ran across two certain verses which I quote below, I understood the humor, as well as the pathos, in them. They are true to life, however, but the experiences of my life convince me that the first of the two has the advantage. I do not know their author:

"The toiler in the city, Admits the country's charm; He toils away and hopes some day To buy a little farm.

'The farmer, too, is busy,

He salts his profits down;

The prospect cheers, ere many years

He hopes to move to town."

I have experienced both sides of the proposition, but I never deserted the farm as the ultimate goal for my return—and there is my home when I am home, for the farm unquestionably is the best of all places to live, and it affords the most independence.

Those who have taken sufficient interest in this book to have reached this, the concluding chapter, know that the object of the book is to emphasize independence. The preceding chapters have been more or less specific in their purpose. This chapter is general in its scope—almost to the extent of taking a "bird's-eye" view

of the world in its social sphere.

In a more or less general sense, and especially so with reference to the study of economics, statements should depend little upon their author for their force. Their influence should be cleared through the reader, he analyzing them in the light of his own experiences. If he does not do this he will find the study dry, and, what is worse, he will find it useless and confusing. On the other hand, if the reader analyzes everything so far as it can be done, in the light of his own practical ex-

periences, he will find the study of economics extremely interesting; and, what is better, if the public generally would take the study up earnestly, it would be seen what a terrible and ridiculous folly we are committed to in some of the existing practices. Then there would be no long delay in applying a remoder

Every natural person stops occasionally to take a general survey of things in order to balance himself. There are times when one wonders what this busy world is quite so busy about certain things for, and why it should not be more busy about certain other things. Then again, aside from what appears to be necessary for our real needs and our healthy pleasures, we wonder what relation it all has with the sweep of

the Universe—the Everlasting.

We have come to a state where our business—the work we do for pay, is what we seem to live for, instead of making the business—the work, incident to our living—to live well. Becauss of that state we find that work has become a drudgery instead of a pleasure. A few only have the advantages and the rest of us are driven. Many of us are forced by our environments, and are helpless to change them unless we, with the others similarly situated, can arrive at a better understanding of things as they actually are, and then create for ourselves better environments.

From a material sense, nothing seems so stupid on the part of people generally as to permit the waste that takes place. Surely, at least three-fourths of our energies are exhausted in waste, and we are forced to use the other one-fourth to eke out a bare existence. Therefore the purpose of mankind to advance steadily to a higher and higher goal has been arrested.

It is unfortunate, but it is nevertheless true, that as science has progressed, that as mechanical devices

have been invented, that as new ways have been discovered and applied to multiply the products of human energy, that while all these have taken place to make this period the most scientific as well as the most productive in all the history of the world, the masses nevertheless have become more and more dependent, and exist now as industrial slaves.

There is a reason, of course, for this as there is for all things. If the reader will refer to the index for "Truth No. 2," in that truth the reason is stated. To briefly restate it here, it is the wrongful appropriation and capitalization of the inventions and the new ways of application, and the toll charged upon capital, that make the trouble.

Most of us have a soul. In some the hardships forced upon them buries the soul very deep. In others the greater the hardship the more the soul is in evidence. Those who look into and understand the real trials of life are not harshly critical of the individual, but look beyond to see the ground work out of which the individual has arisen or fallen as the case may be. We take pride in those who arise in spite of adversity, without lowering our charitable consideration for those who fall even if the fallen were surrounded by advantages. Those who are forced to work—or compelled to find a way or make it, that very fact gives them the application, while under different circumstances, those surrounded by advantages—free from the necessity of strenuous action, too often fail to learn how to apply themselves, and because of that fact alone lose out.

It is sometimes hard to account for those who have soul for one thing or one condition, who have no soul for another thing or other condition where both are equally important, and where there is nothing in the remoteness or the proximity to distinguish them. It is still harder to account for overlooking those that are proximate, leaving them minus the soul consideration, to leap to the distant and remote with a view to better them, while the proximate is forgotten, or at least

neglected.
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"NET PROFITS OF AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL CORPORATIONS

"Figures shown are the net profits earned for the stockholders after deducting cost of materials, labor, depreciation, overhead interest and all other charges. All figures are official, having been taken from the companies' annual reports.




	
	1916
	1915
	1914





	American Can Co
	$7,962,982
	$5,029,273
	$2,916,339



	Am. Smltg. & Rfg
	23, 252, 248
	14,402,732
	9,271,565



	Am. Hide & Leather
	1,643,266
	959,974
	107,205



	Am. Beet Sugar Co
	2,445,189
	1,424,654
	452,074



	Am. Locomotive Co
	10,769,429
	*1,491,980
	2,076,127



	Am. Steel Foundries
	3,418,057
	*219,574
	*231,481



	Am. Woolen Co
	5,863,819
	4,080,865
	2,788,602



	Am. Writing Paper Co.
	2,524 ,378
	*126,956
	*108,310



	Armour & Co
	20,100,000
	11,000,000
	7,509,908



	Atlas Powder Co
	2,939,790
	1,671,762
	294,150



	Baldwin Locomotive
	. 5,982,517
	2,827,816
	350,230



	Bethlehem Steel Corp
	43,593,968
	17,762,813
	5,590,020



	Barrett Co. (Amer. Coal
	
	
	



	Products Co.)
	4,247,858
	2,482,236
	1,280,476



	Brown Shoe Co
	1,467,757
	240,322
	495,890



	Central Leather Co
	15,489,201
	5,626,897
	4,876,924



	Colorado Fuel & Iron
	2,201,171
	*334,611
	*905,968



	Crucible Steel Co
	