
dustrial Relations. It contained ref-
erences to the warfare at Ludlow,
Colo., and was shown to be grossly
misleading, in fact, a libel on the
many good men and women who
were fighting for industrial liberty in
the Rockefeller estate.

At the time some persons presumed
that the sermon was only the out- -.

pouring of a man who took the rich
" man's point of view. But, nay! Such

language as he used could only come
from one who was thoroughly class
conscious, as events have proved.
Among other things he said: "This
civil war in Colorado is largely trace-
able to leaders, some of whom are ig-

norant, some of whom are misguided,
some of whom are vicious, and some
of whom are traitors to their follow-
ers and their country."

"Them were harsh words, Nell, for
true!" Now comes a story from New
York that the reverend doctor's for-

tune had been swept away in lumber
and coal deals in the northwest Why,
the sly reverend doctor was a capital-
ist all the time and wore the green
whiskers of Christianity as a dis-

guise! The news story of this said:
"In various circles it was said that

the preacher had for several years
engaged in extensive ventures in coal

T and timber in the northwest and that
he has become financially involved,
although at one time he was making
money in these enterprises. Dr. Hil-li- s,

in an interview in Portland, Ore.,
where he was sued for $12,000 on a
note, admitted he had borrowed
$100,000, but insisted that he had de-

voted the money to making good loss-

es of two of his nephews in business
deals."

The cycle is not yet complete. The
' news story said that Sir Alfred

Harmsworth, the London publisher,
had been interested in the deals with
the reverend doctor. In the Chicago
Tribune Sir Alfred is credited with
saying, in speaking of the war to a
United Press representative, that
"Owing to the efforts of the Social-
istic politicians and professional
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peace mongers, Franqe was not pre-- 1
pared for the sudden German on-

slaught "Would that Germany had
been equally unprepared! William P.
Harvey, 1435 E. 53d St

COURT PRACTICE.
in the family relations of the

people has always been a cardinal
principle among the lawmakers of
English-speakin- g people. Through-
out the network of our law we find
permanently interwoven the principle
that the relations of husband and
wife and of parent and child are holy;
and, as far as possible, must not be
torn open to public gaze.

So deeply rooted in our legal sys-
tem is that principle that for many
years, husband and wife could not
testify against each other in a court
of law under any circumstances. Ex-
ceptions to this rule have grown in
late years, but the principle still holds
good. Its object is to keep whole the
family, the nucleus of civilization.

Through every airing of trouble be-

tween husband and wife a permanent
rupture of the family becomes more
likely; and, in cases of great or fre-
quent publicity, the family tie Is
usually broken; and, when it is not,
is so strained that its influence be-
comes anything but good.

The people of my community know
well the baleful influence of this pub-
licity because of the presence among
us of the Bureau of Personal Service,
better known as the "Bureau of Per-
sonal Interference." This "charitable
organization," whose chief activity is
intermeddling in family relations,
does great harm in its attempts to
justify its existence. But because of
its "charity," the lips of the pious
are sealed.

And now our American law has
produced a thoroughly
court, the court of domestic rela-
tions. Before its inception cases of
the kind tried there were spread over
many courts and many judges. The
entry of husband and wife into those
courts was not attended with, its


