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V disaster the anarchists have inflicted upon the Slavic people, resent
B the4aGtion of the supreme council and declare that they will not at- -

Bm tend the hearing.
B Why have the entente allies grown so considerate of their en- -

B emi'qs especially of the enemy still in arms, an enemy not confined

B' to one nation, an enemy which is in arms against civilization, either
flH openly or secretly, an enemy which is working in underground pass- -

B '
ages tovdestroy our own free government, an enemy which, in the

y years just ahead of us, will take up in his own way the task of the
H J iIun and try to gain control of the world.

' We believe that we have understated rather than overstated the
M case against the Bolsheviki. But we would be presumptuous if. we

H deniedto the supreme council at Paris the best of motives. Perhaps

H they believe that they can arrive at a workable compromise with
H those fanatical "Reds," whom we have been just describing as en- -

1 emies of all civilization. The Germans, at least, feigned to be build- -

H ers ; the Bolsheviki boast that they are destroyers and that they will
F ' continue to destroy until the present system of civilization is obliter- -

m atcd. Yet the peace congress is willing to debate with such fire- -

H brands even while they are trying to set fire to the whole world.
H Why not empty the prisons in Europe and the United States and
Hj ask the prisoners to restate their cases to a committee selected by

H Woodrow Wilson?
H It seems fairly easy to conjecture the argument which persuaded
H the supreme council. It probably ran as follows :

H "We are here to agree on measures which will peace
B 'and preserve it. Moreover, we propose to settle international disputes
B by means of negotiation and arbitration. If we take the stand that
B we should not negotiate with the Bolsheviki are we not, at the very
B outset, stultifying ourselves? Are we not rejecting the first prin- -

B ciples of the league of nations?"
K It: 1S ""possible to deny the weight of that argument. And yet
B there are irrepressible conflicts which cannot be adjusted. Society,
B for example, cannot compromise with crime. It cannot say to the
B murderer and robber, "Come, let us reason together." It must de- -

B mand absolute submission first, reformation afterward.
M Bolshevism, syndicalism and I. W. W.ism preach war, not peace.
H 'They teach an uncompromising conflict with the established order.
H "They submit only when crushed.
M If it were simply a question of negotiating with radical reformers
B the difficulty would not be so obvious. It is the purpose of all social- -
M 'ists to abolish the present industrial system and to turn over the in- -

M strumentalities of production and distribution to government, but not
M all socialists advocate the achievement of these ends by violent means.

H 'Perhaps most of them favor a gradual readjustment of society

1 'through agitation and constitutional reforms. They believe in the rule

H 'of reason. Manifestly it would be quite feasable to treat with such a
M ' body of men at the peace conference and even to compromise with
M them.
M But how is it possible to compromise with those who advocate

H an uncompromising attitude toward all established order? How is it

H possible to negotiate with the bomb thrower when the bomb is in his

H hand and his arm is lifted to throw.

H ' Negotiation is possible only if the Bolsheviki repudiate their hor- -

H, rible doctrines. And the best repudiation would be surrender.
H. There is another danger which the forces of civilization must not

It ignore. German propaganda still is at work and the readiest instru- -

of that propaganda are the Bolsheviki and the I. W. W.
the military contest, the Huns, remembering the power of!ments during the war, may yet think it worth while to
their antagonists by supporting the enemies of all law and

H orcler.

"
'; ARGENTINA'S WAIL.

Bl tN Argentina the German schools were closed in honor of the
B X kaiser's1 sixtieth birthday. This constrained one of the afternoon
Br papers of Buenos Aires to say plaintively :

B "Though it is impossible to find anyone in Europe to celebrate
B he kaiser's birthday, there are many here who did. Even the German

schools were closed, teaching the children homage to the author of
the Lusitania crime. Why must Buenos Aires have this blot upon it?"

Aires must have this blot upon it because Argentina was
the one important South American country which, officially, connived
at kaiserism. Officially Argentina, through its president, assumed a,
craven attitude toward imperial Germany and while other free coun- -

tries either were fighting, preparing to fight or, at least, helping the
fight for those ideals on which American republics were established,
the Argentine government was quibbling with its conscience and its
honor in an attempt to remain the friend of tyrants. That is why
German school superintendents in Argentina dare to give their chil-

dren a holiday in honor of the arch-tyra- nt on his sixtieth birthday.
Argentina bowed its knee at the altars of the false gods of vio-

lence and injustice and she must not complain now if dishonor is

heaped upon her.
H

THE OLD LAW TRIUMPHANT.

SUPPOSE that the world in its wisdom is more concerned with j

I the future of kaiserism than the future of the kaiser. If not, it
ought to be.

We may punish the kaiser according to the most approved modern .

methods, aesthetically barring hot irons, the rack, boiling oil and
damp dungeons below the level of the sea, but that will not rid us of

the ideas and ideals that were bred when he was emperor. ,

It is with a sense of security and comfort that we leave the fate '

of the kaiser to the judgment'of the peace congress or its agents. But
with regard to the ideas which grew and flourished under kaiserism
we can have no such contented feeling.

So far as military decisions bring victory the ideals of the entente
allies triumphed.

And in the afterglow of victory we ask ourselves what it was that
triumphed when the armistice was signed on Nov. 11, 1918.

We see the world still in the throes of conflict over principles.
The war is not ended. It cannot be ended even with the signing of the
peace treaty. The battle of the peoples will go on in the field of ideas.

When theallies won the old morality won the civilization of Soc-

rates and Christ.
When the allies won the old morality won the civilization of Soc-izati-

of Nietzsche and Karl Marx, of Jeramy Bentham, John Stuart
Mill and Herbert Spencer, of Descartes, Voltaire, Giordano Bruno, of
William James and a sceptical New England.

For centuries the world had been busy devising new moralities in

an anti-Christi- an spirit. Some of the choicest spirits had been striving
brilliantly to release themselves from what Nietzschke has described ,

as the slave morality of Christ.
And Christ has won.
I presume there are some score of near-philosoph- in our own

country who will regret that Christ was not overthrown for their es-

pecial delectation. I presume that there are many among us who will

consider it bad for the world that a morality which had its origin in

pastoral Palestine and was richly wedded to Greek philosophy shqiikl
still be the world's ruling morality. fr

I presume, also, that many are still unaware what the moral vic-

tory meant. As they did not realize that the ten commandments was
pitted against the German "superman," so now they do not realize
that the old law came forth out of the conflict of nations victorious.

The Germans were not wholly responsible for the intellectual
ideas which sought to encompass the overthrow of the old morality,
although of recent years Teutonic intellects have had the greater share
in the spread of the superman ethics. To select a few names more or
less at random we can cite Nietzsche, Trietschke, Sudermann, Ibsen
and Strindberg. We have already named some of the moderns who
promulgated the new law which has just been stricken to earth by (ty
old. And we might add Swinburne, De Maupassant, Oscar Wilde,
D'Annunzio, Maeterlinck, Wells and George Moore.

We would not be so absurd as to place these many of them the
brightest geniuses of the last half century on any index purgatorious
of our own making. Such is not our purpose. We are considering
their influence, not as artists, but as creators and disseminators of


