
THE PUBLIC FORUM
FALLACIOUS THEORIES. To

the man who seeks the truth and
looks at facts as they are is shown
the fallacy of certain arguments and
theories formerly brought up and
still prominently -- brought to the
front One of them is that prepared-
ness for war is a guaranty of peace.
Did the thorough preparedness of
Germany preserve her peace? Was
she not one of the first to to draw the
sword? Would there have been peace
had each nation now engaged in this
titanic struggle twice the army and
navy they had at the beginning of the
war? Manifestly no! There is a

feeling that thorough
preparedness itself is one of the
causes that brought on the war.

Some say that foreigners look
upon our army and navy as a joke.
What is theirs now but a tragedy? It
looks to me like the joke is on them.

One thing is certain, and the mil-
lions in the trenches and dead-strew- n

battlefields of Europe will testify to
it, and that is that preparedness for
war is no guaranty of peace. Ne-
ither is unpreparedness an induce
ment to war.

To secure peace and prosperity we
must abolish the institutions that
cause war and economic discontent
and restlessness of the masses of the
people. One of them is that of mili-
tarism.

Another is the institution of pri-
vate monopoly of natural resources,
which has already given 60 per cent
of the wealth of our country to 2 per
cent of the peoplpe and makes the
disinherited masses of England feel
that it is not worth while to fight for
their boarding houses.

Another is the institution of tari-
ffs. One of the main objects qf the
fighting nations of the earth today
is to extend their trade, to get free
seaports for their commerce. Could
they not get them by absolute free
trade, by each nation abolishing their

tariff walls and without having to go
to war about it?

Why should there be boundaries
and restrictions to trade? One of
the greatest advantages of these
United States is that we have be-

tween them absolute free trade. The
citizens of New York can trade free-
ly with the citizens of San Francisco,
across 3,000 miles of land. Should
2,000 miles of water make any dif-
ference?

What effect upon commerce would
there be if we had a tariff wall around
each state in the union like they
have around each country in Eu-
rope? Why you would see the disin-
tegration of this union in a very few
years. Do you now hear any com-
plaint because Iowa and Kansas, for
instance, have no seaports?

Tariff boundaries are not only in-

jurious to trade, but they engender
hatred and strife, and make each cit-
izen look upon the injury of his
neighbor across the boundary as a
civic virtue.

"Oh! but we must preserve our
home market and labor from the
cheap products abroad," I hear the
protectionist say. "We must export
more than we import in order to be
prosperous.

What profound stupidity. Why then
are not Ireland and India properous?
For their enormous exports they, get
hardly anything back.

.The natural way goods move is
from where they are cheap to where
they are dear. Wheat and beef, for
instance, move from the prairies of
the west, where it is cheap, to Eng-
land, where it is dear. Broadcloth
and cutlery from England, where
they are cheap, to the towns and
prairies of the west, where they are
dear. Each country should import
more than they export. The protec-
tionist's ideal would be' to reverse this
order.

Keep goods from coming into the
country! That is what England is
now doing to Germany in time of
war. That is what the protectionista
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