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weight of a cprrupt civilization that
gives rich rewards tm special privi-
leges, that come from the exploita-
tion of common labor and also un-
common, if therfbe any such.

. Guaged by its benefits to mankind
the labor that is misnamed common
should have as great reward as is
received by those who look, down
upon it

The sewer digger, the hodcarrier,
the cook and the dishwasher are,
more necessary to civilization than
the high-price- d judge or the fashion-abj- e

tailor. Why should the rewards
be so unequal? George V. Wells.

VINCENT ON SOCIALISM.
Whatever D. P. Sweetland, writes 'I
read with gratification, although I
may not agree much with him. He
explains that socialism does not kill
incentive. This is true. But does
socialism afford he largest opportu-
nity possible-fo- r the development of
individual incentive? That- - is the
real question.

Socialism proposes to make us all
partners in these tools of poductlon
and distribution which must be so-

cially used or operated. Partnership
does not destroy incentive if It is vol-
untary. But is socialism a voluntary
partnership, Mr. SweetJand?

I am supposed to be governed by
'my consent in this country. But in
reality I am governed in spite oLmy
lack of consent. Now under social-
ism the majority rules the minority.
I am in the minority now-an- d have
not consented to the present form"'
of rule. I will, as a member of the
minority, be eompqlled to accept the
rule of the majority under political
socialism. In other words I will be
a partner against my, will. Disprove
it, Mr. Sweetland and company, if
you can?

Voluntary partnership affords un-
limited opportunity for Incentive, but
compulsory partnership Is a stifling
proposition, I am compelled to be a
partner now In the public schools of
jwhlch I am a product and also a,

partner in the postal system. There,
is no land on the face of the globe
where I can go and be free from such
enforced partnership. Socialism
merely enlarges the field-.o-

f such en-
forced partnership to include all the
tools of production and distribution
that are socially operated.

This isn't the kind of social
I am wanting. Why can't we

have voluntary social-
ism instead? 'C. C. Vincent.

OFFERS THANKS. With the per-
mission of the editor I desire to thank
the reader who has manifested a de-

sire to again read my articles in The
x 'Forum. $

Somehow, there, seems to be a few
of the P. F. writers who just love to
get the readers all "het up," we might
say. RJs not my desire to do that.
If in the editor's opinion my articles
will do no material good to working

and women he has the power toSenthem. '
I really cannot understand why we

should'spend so much time reading
or thinking about Whether it Is prop-
er to tip the hat to' a lady. We have
been taught to do so, but oftentimes
when we see the new woman with
her mannish ways we are in doubt as
to what would be just right, to tip
the hat or ask her for a chew of to-

bacco. Nowlf we happen to be bold
enough to walk up to her and ask
her for a match to light a cigar we
might get a slap in the face or a
quick ride to the nearest station
house and get a fine for disturbing
the peace.

On the other hand, weTiave in our
own sex men who are really female
impersonators. Just suppose you
had one of them standing in front of
you in a crowded car. After watch-
ing the facial expressions and the
body movements bf this sissy,, who
thinks he is a regular lady-kille- r, you
may feel as though you ought to
stand up and let it sit down, but if
you did that there might be an out
burst of angry words from this effe- -
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