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ADVERTISEMENTS I

/L earnestly

to consider our List of Adver-
Lisements . s ) )

request our readers

W. S. QUINBY COFFEE CO.

Importers—Roasters—Jobbers

HIGH GRADE COFFEES AND TEAS

BOSTON - -

- - CHICAGO

Samples sent free on request Correspondence respectfully solicited

42 East Kinzie St., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS

EINBECK’S
PHOTO STUDIO

Bell Telephone 407
143 North Schuyler Avenue
KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS

GELINO BROS.
THE BIG STORE

. Corner Schuyler Ave. and Court

Kankakee, Illinois

Dr. J. A. ZWISLER
DENTIST

City National Bank Bldg.

Kankakee, Illinois

ERZINGER BROS.
FANCY GROCERS

Fresh Fruits, Confectionery and Bakery
Goods of All Kinds a Specialty.

226-232 Court St. Kankakee, Illinois
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D. J. O’LOUGHLIN, M. D.

PRACTICE LIMITED TO

EYE, EAR, NOSE AND THROAT
Independent Telephone 704
191 Court Street Kankakee, Illinois

DR. Z. J. PAYAN . MAJESTIC
The Clean, Clinkerless

DENTIST COAL
‘ Mined and Sold by
Independent Telephone 48 CRERAR CLINCH CO.
' The Rookery Chicago
| The Best is the Cheapest

123 Court Street  Kankakee, Illinois

—OQOUR MOTTO— Independent Telephone 472

44 ALITY FIR T” We Do Repairing
(I)ngll Our Lines of Go?ds F. A. LOTTINVILLE

J. LECOUR & SONS SHOE DEALER

All New Ideas in Fashionable Footwear
Kankakee, Illinois . 162 Court Street  Kankakee, Illinois

F. E. LEGRIS, Pres. T. A. LEGRIS, Cashier‘ RIELY & RICHERT
LEGRIS BROTHERS’ ‘ Electrical Contractors

Agents for Federal Washing}Machines, Little

BANK i Ben Vacuum Cleaner, Tuec Stationary
‘ Cleaner and Fostoria Mazda Lamps
47, Paid on Time DGPOSltS | Ind. Telephone 923 Bell Telephone 995

159 S. Schuyler Kankakee | 370 E. Court St., Kankakee, Illinois

Always drink Pasteurized Milk. Our

CHAS. WERTZ CO. wagons pass your door every morning

before you have breakfast.
Milk-Cream-Cottage Cheese

Kankakee Pure Milk Co.

396 South Schuyler Ave.
BRADLEY Both Telephones 45 Drink Pure Milk

Lumber, Cement, Brick, Lime,
Sand, Sewer Pipe, Hardware,
Plaster, Glass, Coal ’
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SPEICHER BROS.
JEWELERS

Expert Watch and Jewelry Repairing

A Most Complete Stock of
Diamonds and Jewelry

127-132 Schuyler Avenue

|

|
|
i
|
<
|
|

LAMARRE’S
CONFECTIONERY

' Ice Cream, Luncheon and Cigars

Kankakee, Illinois |

Bourbonnais, Illihois

Amedee T. Betourne

PHARMACY

Both Telephones 88 119 E. Court St

- Clothes for Collegians of Every

Type—from the Lively Lads
to the “Bookworms”’

VANDERWATER’S

KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS

DISTILLED WATER ICE

The Family Ice

Absolutely Pure

F. D. RADEKE BRG. CO.

Both Telephones 132

Kankakee, Illinois.

Mrs. D. H. Kamman H. Handorf

D. H. Kamman & Co.

Manufacturers of

High Life Ginger Ale and Grape and
All Kinds of Soft Drinks

KANKAKEE ILLINOIS

Gas, Electricity and

Accessories

STUDENT LAMPS
OUR SPECIALTY

Public Service Company

Telephones: Bell 237-R; Independent 4

- C. RUHLE

Manufacturer of Lime

Wholesale and Retail Cement, Brick,
Sewer Pipe, Sand, Etc.

Office and Warehouse

r Kankakee Book Store

116 COURT STREET

! Fine Stationery, Popular Copyright Alger and

503 West Avenue KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS |

. Henty Books, Post Cards and Albums,
Pennants and Pillow Covers,
Sporting Goods.

THE GIFT SHOP
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JOHN J. DRURY
PLUMBING

Steam and Hot Water Heating, Hot Air Furnaces, Gas Stoves
and Ranges, Coal Ranges, Hard
and Soft Coal Heaters

Both Telephones 72 276 Schuyler Avenue, KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS

THE SCHUYLER American State and
McBROOM BROS. Savings Bank

Proprietors

154 Schuyler Ave. Kankakee, Illinois 184 Court Street

First Class Restaurant and Cafe KANKAKEE, ILLINOIS

GEORGE ARSENEAU D. M. Norris & Son

Dealers in
B A KERY Stoves, Ranges, Hardware and
BOURBONNAIS, ILLINOIS Paints. Galvanized and
Tin Work

Specialties: Pies and Cakes Telephone Main 30 201-7 Court St., Kankakee

JOSEPH TURK MFG. COMPANY
BRADLEY, ILLINOIS

MAKERS OF

Columbia Iron and Brass Bedsteads

Special attention to Fur-

nishing Institution BEDS

Prices and Illustrations

on Application
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WUNDERLICH’S‘ Just “HELLO!”’ From

STYLE SHOP

PR BARRON’S
A Store For Young Men CONFECTIONERY
The Home of Styleplus Clothes $17 Schuyler Avenue Kankakee

KANKAKEE ICE CREAM CO.

Purity and Flavor
Our Specialty

139 North West Ave. Kankakee, Illinois
THE LAFAYETTE | Boston Shoe Repairing Co.
HOTEL CAFE All Work Guaranteed. Shoes Repaired
Kankakee’s Best Restaurant While You Wait. Best Work
Neatly Done.
The Proof of the Pudding -
is in the Eating JOE SHAPIRO, Prop. Telephone Bell 1386-2
J. O’KEEFE, Proprietor 225 Schuyler Ave., Kankakee, Illinois

ILLINOIS PRINTING CO.

Printers, Lithographers, Stationers
DANVILLE, ILLINOIS

g )

G. OSCAR H. BYRON G. A. FORTIN, oo
Groceries, Ice Cream, Cigars R

- All Standard Cars:—Buick—Hudson—Max-
and ConfeCtlonery well—Studebaker—Detroit Electric
LUNCH ROOM AUTO LIVERY AND TAXIS
Bourbonnais Illinois - Telephones 40

i
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VARSITY FOOTBALL TEAM, 1916.
Top Row—Asst. Coach Dunn, Coach Schisler, Cahill, Schlick, Goldenstein, Myers, Walker, Kelley (Manager).
Second Row—Dunlap, Summers, Finnegan, Welsh (Captain), Von Huben, Cross, Galvin.
Bottom Row—Lepley, Shea, Flynn, Roach, Kasper.
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NUNC DIMITTIS

To Thee, O Lord most high, this bloody day
With all its sickening cries of hate and woe,
Its hidden grief that only Thou canst know,
We humbly as of old time kneel to pray.

To beg, that Thou of all this pain a ray

Of Thy pure light upon us here below

May shine, alike on friend and one-time foe,
And unto peace at last direct a way.

Thou knowest, Lord, that we are worn with strife,
And Thou canst heal by stretching forth Thy hand.
In other days we scorned to bend the knee;
We called him fool who asked of Thee for life.
But now with one accord o’er all the land,
Be merciful, Thy children cry to Thee.
—C. H.,’17.

ofori——rin——rioy
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ETHICAL ASPECT OF STRIKES AND BOYCOTTS.
CHARLES A. HART, ’17.

L uu—!l—!u—u*

There was that in the remarks given in a recent interview by
A. B. Garretson, president of the Order of Railway Conductors, con-
cerning the rights of labor and the organized determination to resist
any legislative encroachment on those rights, that foreboded moment-
ous times ahead in the mighty struggle between capital and labor now
being staged in this country. ‘‘American laboring men haven’t
fought themselves to the position that they occupy in comparison
W1th the workers of the rest of the world without having filled hospi-
tals and strewn battlefields with corpses. Industrial wrecks have
marked the whole progress of the human mind and will mark it
further. . . . . You recall the events which led up to the French

Revolution. There also the peasant class, like the unorganized class

in the United States, bore its burden silently without having any
avenue of expression until the breaking point came. . . . The con-
stitution guarantees that no man shall be compelled to perform
labor.”

These remarks, coming from a man who is generally recognized
as anything but an agitator,—a man who 1s at the head of one branch
of organized labor with 400,000 men counted in its ranks,—were
occas1oned by the effort on the part of President Wilson and his fol-
lowers to pass a form of compulsory arbitration to be applied in the
early stages of railroad disputes and to bring about the enactment of
a law authorizing the President in times of a nation-wide railroad
strike to enlist the workers and force them to operate the roads.
They are words which must cause the citizens of every class to think
seriously upon the matter. The question they raise may be looked
at from a multitude of angles. It is the purpose here to give some
personal views of but one aspect of strikes and boycotts, namely the
ethical or moral.

The existence of strikes indicates the demand of labor for an
effective voice in determining the conditions of industry. A strike
has been described as a preconcerted cessation from work on the part
of a body of workmen and the use of persuasion recognized by law, to
prevent others from taking up the positions they have vacated, with
the object of making the conducting of a particular business impossi-
ble unless the employers accede to demands which they might be
otherwise inclined to refuse. Strikes then are periods of unrest, of
aspiration toward a more satisfactory position than at present obtain-
ing. They are, therefore, progresswe in tendency.

From this descriptive definition just quoted, it may be seen that
strikes can be opposed to justice only if someone has the right that
the workmen do not leave off work. In the nature of the case the

L et e el
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only parties who could possibly possess this right are the employer,
the public, or the workmen themselves. But the employer does not
possess the right in justice to demand that any individual should
work for him,—at least in any ordinary case. Even where a contract
is made, 1f the laborer has been forced by economic necessity to
accept conditions or wages which are unfair it cannot be held that
violation of such a contract is reprchensible. In view of the very
obvious unfairness in wealth, a society existing which generally does
not give labor anywhere nearly its just share of production, certainly
a large number of contracts entered into must be made under most
unfair conditions. Beitsaid to the credit of the bulk of organizedlabor
it rarely ever breaks a contract no matter how odious its terms are
or may eventually prove. It has learned the value of public sym-
pathy and a man who breaks his word is hardly as capable of obtaining
this asset. In brief as far as the employer is concerned the striker
has certainly as much right to say when and for whom he shall work
as the employer has the right (seldom questioned it is noticed) to say
whom he shall employ.

Now as to the workmen themselves, the question arises as to
whether one man or a body of men may rightly persuade others to
leave off work. Is he thereby injuring the rights of the employer?
Obviously he is not, if that persuasion is, in itself, not evil. Hence,
peaceful picketing is in no way opposed to sound ethical teachings.
If men are striving for what they consider a fair share of production
they may rightfully point out to others that interference on the
strikebreaker’s part leads to a general injustice of all the workers
concerned. Here is no violation of the employer’s right to freedom
of contract. This last ambiguous term can by no stretch of imagina-
tion be pushed so far as to enable one to hold that there 1s a violation
every time a man finds it impossible to enter into a contract to which
he 1s inclined. That would be tantamount to saying that I have
no right to buy the last bushel of potatoes on the market because
someone else’s right to contract will thereby be made impossible 1if I
do. Applying the analogy there is no violation of the employer’s
right to contract with men agreed or peacefully persuaded not to
contract, simply because his right has been limited by these latter
who in so limiting him are within their right. Of course, this sup-
poses a strike properly conducted and by such a strike we do not
necessarily exclude all violence. Dr. Ryan, quoting Pottier, does
not give an unequivocal condemnation. Wherever the good to be
obtained outweighs some slight damage which may result from
violence, force may be practiced. In nearly all cases violence 1s to
be condemned and the honest labor leaders are the first to deplore
such violence. Indeed they have found from experience that the
employer can resist very few of their demands if they conduct their
strike peacefully. Violence has been the cause of the failure of the -
bulk of unavailing strikes.
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Again, 1s the employer’s right injured or violated when the
striker asks for a wage higher than the current market price of that
labor? Obviously no, since no one has ever named the maximum
wage in industry, nor could he do so with any ease. But on this score
little need be said, since there 1s little danger of labor ever immediately
arriving at a maximum of just demand. If the worker asked all
the gain from produce he would be most assuredly unfair, but short
of this it 1s difficult to draw the line. Here arises the question of
which of the two forces, labor or capital, is most necessary in produc-
tion. Our way of thinking often makes us say that capital is most
vital. But that is only because the capitalists have had the upper
hand. Conditions are now arising whereby labor is beginning to get
an authoritative voice and in some cases the upper hand, as in the
recent railway dispute. Yet we cry out against labor’s demand and
rush with our compulsory arbitration and a host of other subterfuges
we never thought of offering when capital predominated.

Now as to the right of the public, we find that much hazy thinking
1s rampant. It 1is supposed that the public right is violated because
the public must ultimately pay for the bulk of any advance in wages
or because strikes involve considerable loss to the public. But the
weakness of such arguments lies in the fact that in strict justice the
public has no right to demand that the strikers shall not enter into
the course from which it suffers these hardships and losses. We
often assume this public right, but upon analysis we find no justifica-
tion of it in strict justice, whatever may be said in charity. The
public under our industrial system may only have the right to buy
in the cheapest market it can, but it has no right to say that any
particular set of employers or employeesshall Se1vethat market. The
latter generally do so because it is to their interests, not because the
public in justice demands the service. Neither of thoso parties has
necessary relations with the public. The fact that the public may
suffer is no argument against the strict justice of the strikers’ conduct.
It may be an argument against the legal justice of such actions but
that is a matter to be discussed in another section of this series.

Finally we have the workmen themselves to consider. Is there
any difference between working men refusing individually to labor
or combining in their refusal? In effect, of course, there s a world
of difference; in justice none whatsoever. Opponents of this posi-
tion will picture what a hard state of affairs it is that men should be
persuaded to forego advantages of labor or to submit to privation
they never would think of doing if left to themselves. But that
does not prove the persuasion unjust. Neither would injustice
result if the persuaders used a just amount of fear—as for instance
branding those who could not be persuaded as traitors, scabs, and such
similar names, and denying them the ordinary civilities of social life.
The strikebreaker may find himself wretched in being so branded,
or so deprived, but in justice he cannot demand that the striker
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change his conduct. This much is urged against those who grudgingly
admit that men may strike but hold that they have no right to prevent
others from working. Of course, they may not employ tunjust means
to so prevent, but we may readlly see that strikers have considerable
latitude 1n strict justice.

Let us now consider the legal justice or morality of strikes.
Strikes which do not violate strict justice may sin against legal justice.
Here the common good of the general body is concerned. Now the
question is whether the strikers injure the general good. This
depends: first, on the particular strike’s extent of injury to the
general good; second on the extent a man is bound to forego the
use of his strict right in the interest of the community. As to the
first 1t 1s admitted that strikes work hardships to the general public,
but the hardship is only temporary, is usually soon readjusted, and
most 1mportant, frequently results in advance of wages, whereby a
large number of destitutes are raised to economic independence.
This 1s a great and positive good. The Commissioner of Labor,
Carrol D. Wright, is the authority for the statement, which he based
on the statistics of his office, that strikes accomplish far more good
for the laborer than the public suffers. Further, although legal jus-
tice binds a citizen to promote the common good it 1s no easy matter
to say just how far he must sacrifice his rights in strict justice that
public good may result. We are not wholly creatures of the state.
At this point much speculation enters. In certain cases, however,
we may say with assurance that strikes are opposed to legal justice:
first, when there is no reasonable chance of success of the strike;
second, when the advantage of the strike could be achieved by less
violent means; third, when strikes are frequently used and for trivial
pretexts. If a strike is to be a certain failure, there is nothing to
offset the general losses always attendant upon them. So likewise,
these losses cannot be justified if the end could have been attained
without them. Against a strike on frivolous pretexts no argument
need be presented since it 1s so obviously unjust.

Concluding then, strikes are not strictly unjust unless they are
connected with abuses, violence, and unjust threats. But even
when these conditions are absent they may sin against legal justice.
This 1s important since if there is a strict right against the worker,
he may in no way strike. But as to the fulfilling of legal justice, we
have no such argument against the striker. We may try to persuade
him by urging moral obhgatlon but we have no right he is bound to
respect. It is the asserting of such a right when none exists that
often leads the striker to grow stubborn and resent our injustice.
Because strikes are so liable to abuse they cannot be condemned as
immoral any more than free bargaining, for instance, which is liable
to abuse. There is abundant reason to hope that strikes will raise
labor from the state of helplessness to which it has been reduced by
capital and hence its pressure is inherently and usually good.
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II.—ETHICAL ASPECT OF BOYCOTTS.

In dealing with boycotts we shall treat them in a manner similar
to strikes: first as to their strict justice or injustice, and then as to
whether they are legally just or unjust. Boycotting has been defined
as a ‘‘combination to compel a person, by means in themselves lawful,
not to enter into contracts that are just, or to forego them when
entered into.”” For instance, I refuse to buy goods from a business
house unless it closes its shop on Sunday. It is urged here that since
the goods are the value of the price paid, I am demanding by a boy-
cott something in addition to which I have no right, namely, the
right to dictate to the merchant concerning his relations with other
things. This arises from the confusion of the substance of the con-
tract with the conditions of it. The conditions are something extrin-
sic to the contract and are not really bought at all. Then it might
be urged, I can sell a boat worth twenty-five dollars for a hundred
dollars simply because the purchaser requires a boat to save his life,
by saying that the extra seventy-five dollars is a condition to the
entering of the contract. But this is not true. The seventy-five
dollars must be considered as a gift received. In such a case, the
gift is unjustly received and hence the receiver is bound to make

restitution. The cases, hence, are not analogous at all.

' The effect of the boycott seems to be that the victim 1s ostracized,
and it would seem to deprive him of his right to enter into contract
and to hold free intercourse with his fellowmen. But this is not
really the case. The boycotted man is left in possession of his right
to make contract and of his right of social intercourse, but he cannot
use them to their fullest advantage, owing to the combination against
him. But this 1s no injustice, since by our actions we often justly
prevent another from exercising his fullest rights. Hughes had the
right to run for President, but because I may have voted for Wilson I
am not guilty of injustice, despite the fact that every vote cast for
Wilson rendered Hughes’ right ineffective. Likewise one shopkeeper
by selling lower than another is not strictly unjust, although by so
doing he renders ineffective the right of another higher-priced shop-
keeper to contract with many of his customers. The fallacy of such
an argument is the confusing of the interference with the exercise of
the right with the attempt to destroy a right entirely. Of course, the
latter 1s unjust. It is also admitted that the interference of the exer-
cise of a right may easily give rise to injustice, but it is certainly true
that a great many of the interferences we practice every day are not
unjust. Indeed the only interference of any kind that is unjust is
that which 1s accomplished by unjust means.

The chief reasons advanced against boycotts as being opposed
to legal justice have been given as follows: first, they seriously inter-
fere with the very great freedom of contract that is contended as
necessary for the proper development of the soul and body of every
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citizen; second, they are a grave obstacle to that social intercourse
without which our mental faculties cannot properly be perfected;
third, without a trial, or only the semblance of a trial, the promoters
of boycott, who are responsible to no one, practically wish to inflict
on the object of their attacks punishments usually reserved by legiti-
mate authority for very great crimes which have been fully proved.
To say that the first argument tells against boycotts would be to
oppose many other kinds of pressure which have long been recognized
as just by even the strictest moralists. The pressure, for instance,
which a doctor exercises against his patients would thus fall under
condemnation. Any intelligent advocate of boycotts would make
against such an argument the point that unlimited and unregulated
freedom of contract is not good for society, and as a matter of fact
the state has interfered many times in this respect. Secondly, it is
true that boycotts sometimes prevent the perfect development of
social intercourse and hence intelligence and efficiency. So do many
public examinations prevent the development of some of the greatest
intellects. But since they make for the general good of society they
are not to be condemned. In the third place, because boycotts are
sometimes sinful they are not so necessarily and, therefore, there 1s
no reason why they may not be exercised in certain circumstances.

Another view of boycotts looked at in a general way puts the
essence of them in an organized combination or conspiracy to abstain
from business or social relations with another and to compel others
to abstain from such relations, rather than in the pressure applied
in connection with social and economic disputes. In this case, the
chief malice would consist in depriving another of his natural r1ghts
Here it would be concluded that boycottmg is ordinarily and normally
wrong as being against strict justice. This, of course, is a much more
conservative view.

The above views of strikes and boycotts may seem somewhat
radical and would not probably be in accord with the sentiments
of men like Mr. Frank A. Vanderlip, President of the National:
City Bank .of New York, who at a banquet of the Bankers’ Club
recently talked about the autocratic power of labor unions and the
unsound economic thought that is rampant today. Sound economic
thought in his estimation would in all probability be that which
brought still greater gains to capitalists and which confirmed them in
their stolen property. Mr. Vanderlip and men of his class, who have
combined themselves into a corporation capitalized at millions of
dollars whose sole purpose is to bring about the destruction of labor
unions, may soon wake up to a realization of the sensecless view they
arc taking of the labor question. Let us hope that the awakening
comes before we have conditions present which make for a revolution
beside which in the words of Mr. A. B. Garretson the French Revolu-
tion would be a mere trivial dispute.
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¥ *
! THE LEGAL ASPECT OF THE STRIKE. }
% CHRISTOPHER MARZANO, ’17. i
+ 3

(Prepared for the Senior Sociology Class.)

-

We are often told that workmen are afraid of the Courts. Per-
haps there is more in this saying than appears on the surface. We
have but to examine the early difficulties and the manner in which the
efforts of the laborer were treated, in order to apprehend the repulsion
which workmen are said to feel towards the courts. Their distrust
did have some foundation; the courts in a certain sense were the
opponents of labor movements from their very inception. As late
as 1842, the courts held any labor combinations for the purpose of
strikes, etc., as illegal organizations and as conspiracies. The English
law was followed to this date.

With the growth of public opinion in favor of unionism and its
activities, most of our states have come to recognize, by statutory
laws, the legality of strikes, and have made amendments to their con-
spiracy laws in favor of labor organizations. ‘‘In many American
states, laws have been enacted recognizing the legality of a strike
and in the absence of such statute, the courts take the same position.”
(Final Report of Industrial Commission, p. 871). These statutory
laws hold a labor combination legal if its object is increase of wages,
reduction of hours, prevention of overtime work, or any other end
which may be considered legitimate. There are amendments to the
old conspiracy laws of fifteen states which give the laborers the right
to combine for higher wages, or to induce by peaceful means any
person to accept or quit employment.

Though there are laws which grant and even recognize the right
of the workmen to strike, nevertheless, their interpretation and .
manner of application depends upon the attitude of the judge towards
unionism, and hence, the uncertainty of the limitations or rights
granted by these laws.

Every strike, like every war, has its attendant evils, and necessary
damages; these, the strikers clearly foresee before they precipitate
themselves into an economic war;so did the legislatures foresee these
evils before enacting the laws which legalize strikes in their respective
states. Looking at the strike from this angle, Mr. and Mrs. Webb
write: “Every strike, like every other kind of war, necessarily causes
damages to other persons. . . . . Every strike . . . . causes injury
to the community as a whole. . . . . But it is not fair to the work-
men to try indirectly to put down strikes by making the Trade
Unions liable for damages for what is incidental toa strike.” (Webb’s
“Industrial Democracy”; p. XXXIV, 1911 Ed.) It is somewhat
of a mockery, and almost an injustice to tell workmen that the law
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permits them to combine to attain certain aims, to exact better
terms from their employers; and then, bring damacres against them
in court proceedings, whenever they attempt to act within their
rights, without causing damages to other persons. The situation of
Damocles well represents theirs; when about to engage in a conflict
which will be beneficial to them they are almost prohibited by the
overhanging sword of court proceedmgs
‘ In the inception of the present “‘Industrial Regime,” it was
thought only fair that as employers were using their strength in the
economic struggle, that the workmen should be put in a position to
make a good fight against the employers, to meet them on an equal
bargammg plane. FHence it was that labor organizations and strikes
were legalized, and in some cases peaceful picketing was expressly
authorized by statute. (e.g. Labor Laws of W. Virginia; Acts of
1907; Chapter 59, section 19; Labor Laws of California, Acts of 1906,
Penal Code, Appendix, section 1; Labor Laws of Pennsylvania, 1894,
sections 72 and 73; Labor Laws of Mass., Acts of 1913, Chapter 690,
section 1; Labor Laws of Tex., Revised Civil Statutes of 1911,
articles 5244 and 5245.) Public opinion held the strike to be a
stand-up fight between the parties involved, in which the state could
do no more but keep the ring. Owing to certain changes, this opinion
has given way to the opinion that the stoppage of work in an indus-
trial dispute is a public nuisance, and hence should be stopped.
Judges, on the other hand, are beginning to take a more sympa-
thetic attitude with the laboring men. Before taking up the consid-
eration of a few typical decisions on which this statement is based, it
1s well to note that though some of the lower courts have given deci-
sions againstlaborin handing down opinions on certain strikes, yet most
of these adverse judgments have been rectified by higher courts. It
may be that the judges of the lower courts, by reason of bias, early
training, etc., are prone to be inimical to the unions; but workmen
are now receiving fair and just decisions from the hands of the higher
courts. In the case of Mitchell et al. v. Hitchman Coal & Coke Co.,
(U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit, May 28, 1914) the
company mentioned brought suit against John Mitchell and others
to restrain them from attempting to organize the company’s mine
workers so as to induce them to join the United Mine Workers of
America. A permanent injunction was granted by the U. S. District
Court for the northern district of W. Va. This decision was appealed,
and the Opll’llOl’l was reversed. Judge Pritchard, in delivering the
opinion, said: ' That one who toils for his living is justified in employ-
ing all lawful methods for the preservation of his rights as an Ameri-
can citizen to secure fair remuneration for his services 1s established
by the Federal and State courts. That such a person has the right
to join with others similarly situated in order to promote their welfare
as a class, is also established as the law of the country. . . . . The
court below in its opinion referred to a number of provisions contained
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in the constitution and rules of this organization which in its judg-
ment rendered the same unlawful; the first being that a member 1is
required to promise that he will cease to work whenever called upon
to do so by the organization. A careful examination of this provision
fails to show on its face anything unlawful, while on the other hand
common experience teaches us that a rule of this charactet is essential
for the preservation of labor organizations. Without a provision of

this kind, there would be no power of securing concert of action, no"

means by which united efforts could be secured for the accomplish-
ment of the aims and purposes of the organization. . . . Shutting
down a mine by calling out men in obedience to their obligation is
what is known as a ‘strike’. . . . . . ”  He read Rule 10 of the U.
M. W. A., and then continued: ‘‘The evidence in this case fails to
show that these defendants have at any time tried by violence,
mtimidation, or fraud, to induce the union men to quit work for the
plaintiff.” In conclusion, Judge Pritchard said: ‘It should be
definitely understood that laboring men have the right to use peace-
able and lawful methods to unite their forces in order to improve
their condition as respects their ability to earn a decent living, give
their children moral and intellectual training, and secure the enact-
ment of legislation requiring mine owners to adopt such methods as
may be necessary to keep their mines in a sanitary condition; and
above all, to adopt methods to minimize . . . . the occurrence of
awful catastrophes.” So, too, in the case of Kemp et al.v. Division
No. 24, Amalgamated Association of Street and Electric Railways
Emplow ees of America et al. (The Supreme Court of Illinois, June 21,
1917) the decision of the lower court was reversed in fa,vor of the
union. Judge Cook, when handing down the decision of the court,
said: ‘““In the case at bar, had the union employees, as individuals
and without any prearranged concert of action, each informed the
railways company that they would no longer work with appellees
because appellees were not members of the union, and had appellees
in consequence thereof, been discharged because the railways com-
pany chose to retain the services of the union employees, appellees
would have had no action against the union employees for thus caus-
ing their discharge. Does the fact that the union, its officers and
committees, acted as an intermediary between the union employees
and the railways company. . . . . render unlawful the action by
it or them which would have been lawful if performed by the union
employees individually?

“Labor unions have long since been recognized by the courts of
this country as a legitimate part of the industrial system of this
nation. The ultimate purpose of such organizations is, through
combination, to advance the interest of the members by obtaining
for them adequate compensation for labor, and it has frequently
been decided by the American courts that the fact that this purpose
1s sought to be obtained through combination or concerted action
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of employees does not render the means unlawful. . . . The threat-
ened act of the union and its members is therefore, in effect, the act
of the union employees themselves, and if those employees have the
right to perform the act by concerted action and for the purposes
alleged their authorized agents commit no actionable wrong in the
performance thereof.” He concluded: “To deny them the right
to determine whether their best interests required that they should
be associated in their work only with members of their organization
would 1imperil their very existence. If they have the right to make
such a requirement, then when their employer procures non-union
men, they have the right to strike to enforce that requirement. . . .
This being their primary object, they have the right to quit the em-
ployment and go on strike, and to use all proper means to secure
their re-instatement upon the conditions desired.” Most of these
decisions have been based upon the opinion given by Chief Justice
Alton B. Parker in the case of “National Protective Association v.
Cumming.” . ... “What one man may do alone he may do in com-
bination with others, provided they have no unlawful object in view.
Mere members do not ordinarily affect the quality of the act. Work-
ingmen have the right to organize for the purpose of securing higher
wages, shorter hours of labor, or improving their relations with their
employers. They have the right to strike, that is,to cease working
in a body by prearrangement until a grievance 1s redressed, provided
the object 1s not to gratify malice or inflict injury upon others, but to
secure better terms of employment for themselves. A peaceable and
orderly strike, not to harm others, but to improve their own condition
1s not 1n violation of the law.”” These decisions speak for themselves.

Though a strike for higher wages, better conditions, shorter hours,
etc., 1s recognized as legal, yet a sympathetic strike comes under the
laws of conspiracy. The courts, as a unit, consider sympathetic
strikes 1llegal, because, they hold, workmen in one establishment have
no interests in the success or failure of a strike in another establish-
ment.

Again, in a number of very important cases, the courts have
spoken as though any combinations of wage earners were illegal
which involve, directly or indirectly, the obstruction or interference
with mails or interstate commerce. Yet, the Court of Appeals, in
the case of ‘““Arthur v. Oakes’, decided that employces cannot be
stopped from quitting work concertedly, cannot be prohibited from
striking, even though their action restrain commerce and interfere
with transportation. These various decisions place the unions in a
state of demoralizing uncertainty; though the laborers receive fair
dealing from the upper courts, yet there is not a clear cut, sure course
which these men can follow.

Before closing this discussion, allow me a few minutes more for the
consideration of the injunction, for it has played and continues to
play a very important rdle whenever a strike 1s declared. Courts
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are often called upon to decide the legality of certain labor practices.
One of the most widely known actions of the courts in these economic
struggles has been the injunction; it ‘‘is an order issued by the court
under the equity power, commanding certain persons to refrain from
doing certain specified acts’; its purpose is to protect individuals or
the public from threatened injury. Many injunctions, thus far,
have been of a far reaching nature; often they have prohibited boy~
cotts, plckctln , strikes, and in a few cases, even the paying of strike
benefits for union funds.

Protests against injunctions have been raised not only by working-
men but also by many persons not directly interested in labor ques-
tions, including not'a few prominent lawyers; though reprehending
the acts agamst which injunctions are directed, nevertheless, they
have maintained that this is an improper method to stem such evils.
Temporary injunctions, for example, may be issued without any
hearing of the persons against whom they are directed; often they are
1ssued on the shortest possible notice. Even though such an injunc-
tion 1s not to be permanent, the time elapsing before the hearing
as to its continuance is, at times, so long that it interferes with the
acts of labor organizations and strikes, for it prohibits workmen
from certain lawful and legitimate acts.

This “legal club” has attached to it a very odious penalty: trial
without jury, thus depriving one of a constitutional right. The
criminal acts which the injunction forbids are of themselves punish-
able as such by statutory law, and consequently the offender has the
right of a trial by jury; but under an injunction, these same acts are
punishable by the court alone; the penalty for contempt of court,
furthermore, is not fixed. The injunction transfers the right of trial
by jury into the hands of a lonely judge without any right of appeal.

Perhaps the most objectionable of all forms of injunctions is the
so-called ‘ ‘Blanket Injunction’; this is directed against specifically
named persons as well as against numerous persons not named.
Personal service of the injunction order is not provided for; the orders
are printed in the newspapers and posted in various places. The
strikers are supposed to obtain a knowledge of the orders through
these desultory methods. Such wide-reaching orders tend to sup-
plant ordinary laws and processes by judicial decrees; they tend to
set up a government by injunctions.

In conclusion, then, though workmen have been suspicious of the
courts in the past, Lhough labor leaders seem to distrust the decision
of judges because of the latters’ seemingly unsympathetic training
with labor organizations, yet state laws and especially the recent
opinions of the higher courts are giving the laborers their just due.
Judges are coming to understand more and more the attitude of
workmen, and are basing their decisions upon this knowledge. It
seems that labor organizations shall, at last, receive fair decisions
at the hands of justice.
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: THE EXTENT AND RESULTS OF STRIKES. :
-i JOHN F. COX, '17. i
+

The strike has been defined as ‘“‘a temporary combination of
wage-earners to effect some purpose—usually the improvement or
maintenance of the conditions of their employment—by a concerted
cessation of work, during which active measures are taken by the
strikers to retain the places which they have temporarily vacated.”
In a more brief manner we may say that the strike is a concerted
refusal of a body of workmen to work longer for a particular employer
until he grants their demands or withdraws his own.

Although the modern strike is very definite in form and generally
involves a number of complex details, the strike in its essence is an
old institution, dating back to the very beginning of the wage system.
Even in the days of the serf and the guild there occurred slave insur- -
rections and petty labor wars, which prove the early existence of
the elements of the strike. History relates labor troubles among the
girdle-makers of Bresleau in 1329, and in 1349 the tanners of Paris
struck for an increase of wages. In England there 1s record of a
strike among the cordwainers of London in 1387, and the history of
France during the fifteenth century indicates that strikes were preva-
lent and just as serious in their consequences as they are today.

There is no clear record of the first strike in the American colonies,
but it is thought that the strike of the New York bakers in 1741 was
the first. From 1796 to 1799 the Philadelphia shoemakers con-
ducted a series of strikes which manifested all the elements of the
modern system. By 1809 the terms “strike” and ‘‘scab,” etc., were
in common use, and from that time on the strike has been a more or
less common happening.

It is difficult to find any exact data on the history and prevalence
of strikes throughout the different countries, but from what we do
know we may draw this conclusion—the strike is an inseparable com-
panion to the wage system. :

A brief consideration of the statistics on strikes is all that is
necessary to show the magnitude of the interests affected by such
disputes. Before exact reports and regular investigations were
instituted in 1881 no concise record was kept, but the number of
strikes in the United States prior to 1881 is estimated at 1440. Since
1881 the Bureau of Labor has made regular investigations and kept -
accurate account of the strikes in this country and the report shows
that in the twenty years from 1881-1900 there were 23,798 strikes
involving 127,442 establishments and more than six and one-half
million employees. The greater number took place in the building
trades, the clothing industry, the coal and coke industries, the manu-
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facture of tobacco, boots and shoes, the transportation industries,
printing and publishing establishments, and in stone quarries. About
659, of the strikes during this period were ordered by labor organiza-
tions and the remainder were instituted by non-organized workers
and by union men striking without orders from their union.

From these figures it is not difficult to realize the extent of the
strike. They are, and have been, prevalent in almost every country
in the world; they occur, in the United States, at the average rate of
eleven hundred per year; they occur in almost every large industry
and in every trade or occupation; and their existence has some effect
on practically every citizen in the country. To put it briefly, and to
repeat what has been said before, the strike has occurred and does
occur in all countries where the wage system is used.

Such an institution as the strike, since it is so far-reaching in
extent must also be far-reaching in results. Let us consider the
results from the social point of view, first as regards the employer;
then the workmen themselves; and finally the general public.

(a) The first great noticeable effect that the strike has upon the
employer 1s the financial loss entailed. The final report of the
Industrial Commission states that the loss to employers during the
period 1881-1900 was $142,660,000.00, or about seven million dollars
per annum. This 1s, of course, the result of the temporary cessation
of industry which can be termed nothing else than an economic
waste.

(b) The tendency in many cases to employ armed guards and
strike breakers, and sometimes the calling out of the State militia, are
further results of the strike—measures taken by the employer to
protect his property. While the employer may have a legal right to
do this, the results in many cases are not justified by the means. It
has often happened that the hired fighters are very extreme in their
measures and much unnecessary violence and bloodshed are the result.
In the great Colorado strike innocent people were killed simply
because of such extreme measures employed by the Company.

(c) The blacklist and the boycott are further evil results of the
strike. The blacklist and the boycott often force skilled workmen
to abandon their trades and seek a much lower form of labor, or
worse still, drive the blacklisted man into the already overcrowded
ranks of the unemployed. Such measures, notwithstanding the fact
that they are illegal, are known to be still in use.

So much for the results of strikes as regards the employer. Now
as to the workmen themselves; the loss of wages during the idle
period 1s (like the loss to the employer) an economic waste. The
figures for the period 1881-1900 show a loss in wages of $306,700,000.
Against this the labor leaders argue that, while the figure looks high
1t really amounts to very little when spread over the whole period and
divided, per capita, among the workmen involved. These labor
leaders state further that the strike is a benefit in many ways: for
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instance—it drags both parties out of a rut and brings about more
efficient methods of work. Again, there is that absolutely essential
feeling of solidarity among the strikers; and this feeling is strength-
ened and stimulated by the common conflict and the common sacrifices
so often demanded in a strike. The feeling of brotherhood is engen-
dered, at least among the organized employees. Furthermore, con-
sidering the fact that 529, of strikes have been successful it seems
that the employer is made to feel the power of organized labor and
to realize the higher value of dealing with his men through peaceable
collective bargaining, instead of the more violent and less efficient
means. That the employer of today realizes this strength of organ-
ized labor and that he is beginning to appreciate the necessity and
the justice of a higher wage, 1s manifested by recent newspaper
reports which state that several of the largest corporations in the
country are granting a bonus to their employees and are voluntarily
raising the rate of wages from five to twenty per cent. While these
advantages to the employee cannot in a strict way be said to be the
result of a strike, they are in some measure the result of the employers’
realization that the modern laboring man, with his strong and efficient
organization, has the power to strike if he has need to.

The third party upon whom the strike has a great effect is society
in general. The results may be outlined under the following heads:
(1) The strike is often accompanied by violence and, as in the cases
of the West Virginia coal strike and the Colorado trouble, innocent
bystanders must suffer destruction of property, personal injuries, and
sometimes death. (2) The hatred of class against class is heightened,
and the tendency toward anarchy is often awakened. (3) The
employers, in an effort to crush the workmen, form employers’asso-
ciations, which, if we are to believe the statements of such men as
Mr. Frank Vanderlip of the New York City National Bank, are
often motivated solely by the desire to fight the ever increasing
strength of organized labor. (4) Industry is often interrupted at
critical moments. This, obviously, seriously handicaps production
and often entails serious economic waste. No more striking example
of this phase could be given than the recently threatened strike of
the Railroad Transportation Department employees. The fact that
Congress passed the eight-hour bill in record breaking time prevented
what might have been a complete paralyzation of American industry.
(5) The strike, with its attendant circumstances, often partially
destroys that stability and confidence upon which the complex
system of modern industry rests.

These five are the most important effects of the strike upon the
body of society and, taken together with the effect upon the employer
and employee, they illustrate in a measure the general results of the
strike. Upon analysis these general results lead directly to the

uestion, “Is the strike justifiable?” In answer we may say that it
all depends upon the motive or end in view. From the point of view
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of justice and fairness the workingman of today is not getting his
fair share; the concentration of wealth in the hands of the few is
sufficient proof of that. So it seems that when the workingman, in
an endeavor to secure what is coming to him, is forced to fight for his
just rights and uses the strike as a means to a just end, then his
methods are justifiable, notwithstanding the evils attendant upon a
strike. On the otherhand, a strike started by agitators and disturbers,
or by a body of workmen who are unjust and unreasonable in their
demands, 1s not justifiable.

We may liken the strike to a pistol. It is justifiable to use it as
a weapon for self-defense, but it depends entirely upon the clear-
headedness and judgment of the user as to when it shall be employed
and what will be the result of its use.

A REVERIE.

Today my mem’ry seems to recollect
The paths and lanes which we had wandered through,
With joy that only lovers can expect,
- When all our friends departed, but we two
Were left to trod that weary road of ours,
Till at the end of it we found our peace |
For which we sought full many weary hours,
As of old the princes sought the Golden Fleece.
But as I think that your love has died away,
And now as of yore, I am left again to moan
And comfort my poor soul which once was gay—
But now is sad—and once again alone.
Fair love, come back to the heart that still doth know
How to calm the grief of one sunken deep in woe.
—F. H. L., *I7.
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A CALL FROM THE BYWAY.
TESS.

*“—nn—llll_lld =

The students had been back from their Christmas vacation just
three days. About the college was that atmosphere that is found
only in a college at such a time. The long corridors were silent, save
for the occasional soft closing of a door followed by the softer step of
a student as he tiptoed his way almost noiselessly to the next door,
there to give the preconcerted signal which would admit him. T here
with no little difficulty, could be discerned through a dense cloud of
smoke a group of four or five young men, each one in turn recounting
his own experiences of the late vacation. At times a polite laugh
arose when one or the other told of some incident which he thought
might deserve a laugh, but at more times the recitation went on,
interrupted only by a groan which gave outward evidence that lone-
someness still held sway over it$ victim.

Thus they whiled away the entire evening, smoking high-priced
cigarettes and complaining about the confined hfe of a coﬂege student.
Next week would see them * rolling their own’ and “plugging” at
overdue essays. But on this parucular night this was the scene in
almost every room. In “almost’ every room, I say, because there
was, one exception. Although several had knocked for entrance, the
accustomed jovial ‘“‘come in’’ was never heard in response. No, in
207 there was no room for lonesome idlers tonight. Within, the
two occupants were busy—too busy to be disturbed. One, Bernard
McNamara, sat hunched in a big chair watching with a despondent
look every move of his best friend and roommate, Edward Keegan,
as the latter hustled about the room picking up things here and there,
mostly articles of clothing, which he threw into an open suit case on
the bed. This went on in silence for some time until finally the busy
one stopped and looked about to see if there were anything else he
wanted.

“That’s all, I guess,” he said more to himself than to the silent
occupant of the big chair.

““Oh, no,” he quickly added, at the same time taking from the
center of h1s desk a small framed picture. He held it in h1s hand and
gazed thoughtfully on it for a moment.

““That’s a good picture of you, Bernie,” he said as he placed it in
the corner of his suit case. Then closing the suit case, he sat down and
with nervous fingers extracted a cigarette from its place in a plain silver
case, proceeding to smoke in short jerky puffs, and talking the while.

“Now, Bernie, they won’t miss me until tomorrow noon and
then you can tell them all that has transpired. By that time I shall
be some hundred miles on my way west.”
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“In Heaven’s name, Ed, why don’t you drive this foolish idea
out of your head,” exclaimed the other, somewhat irritably and yet
in a voice that bespoke anxiety and pain.

Just then a gentle rap sounded on the door and the room was all
silent again until the soft footfalls had died out down the corridor.

“No, it’s no use,” answered Keegan despairingly, ““it’s my only
way out. My mother persists in driving me into a profess1on she has.
picked out and since I, at present, can’t go on and won’t go on, my
only hope is to leave everythmg and evmyone and choose my own
path.”

“But it’s getting late, Bernie,” he said consulting a small gold
watch, ‘““let’s be going; the train leaves in an hour.”

Fifteen minutes later two muffled figures, one carrying a suit case,
tramped across the fields through the snow. Only once did one of
them stop to look behind him at the distant lights where a few
minutes before he was enrolled as a student. Now he was no longer
a college student but merely one of the world. He hesitated for-a
second ; he could still retrace his steps and no one would be the wiser.
Should he do so? Only for a second he harbored the thought, and
then quickly turned and with hastening steps caught up with his
companion.

Some time later they entered the only railroad station of the little
town. Save an elderly gentelman and the ticket agent, they were
the only occupants of the station. Bernard McNamara dropped the
suit case and sank into a seat while his companion approached the
ticket window to negotiate for his ticket. This purchased, he returned
and sat down beside his friend. Neither one spoke. The stillness
of the little waiting room was undisturbed save for the occasional
ticking of the telegraph instrument and the rhythmical, heavy
breathing of the elderly gentleman dozing in his seat. Finally the
little clock above the ticket-office window registered five minutes
before train time. Five minutes to exchange his ticket and change
his mind about leaving college. Five minutes until he would bid fare-
well—perhaps forever—to the best friend he ever knew. Five
minutes until, by his action, several little worlds—his own, his
friends’, his parents’—would be thrown into darkness. He could still
remain and no one would be the wiser. Should he? No, he banished
every thought that would make him hesitate and prepared to take
his final leave.

“Some day, Bernie, I may come back,” he said to his companion,
a little touch of sarcasm in his voice, ‘‘some day when I make good.”

“Well, at least you can write me, just to let me know your where-
abouts,” answered his friend disconsolately.

“No, I won't even write, because that might induce you to hunt
me up and I want to be some place where I am unknown.”

“That’s a queeridea, isn’t it,” he went on, ‘‘but it’s just 1n accord-
ance with my nature. But don’t fear. I’'ll come back when every-
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thing has blown over and I am on my way to prosperity,”’—this last.
laughingly.

The shrill whistle of a locomotive in the distance broke in upon
the conversation. The old gentleman muttered something about.
“at last,” pulled himself together, buttoned his coat, picked up his
traveling bag and moved toward the door. Within the breasts of
each of the other two occupantsof the roomaheart beat faster as they,
too, stepped out on the little platform.

As the train drew up two hands clasped in a warm farewell.

“Take this,” said Bernie as he pressed his last greenback into his
friend’s hand. ““You'll need it.” Then he turned away to wipe his.
eyes. Were they tears that rolled down his cheeks or was it just the
cold air that made his eyes water? A few short moments and he
stood alone on the platform. How long he stood there he knew not,
but when he became aware of the fact that he was cold, the red lights.
of the rear coach were invisible. He buttoned his coat, pulled on his
gloves and began to retrace his steps to the college—alone.

Fifteen years later Father McNamara was hurrying along the
dimly lighted street of a small town to the rectory, It was a bitter
cold night in January and the good pastor, just returning from a sick
call, was bundled up in his overcoat, quite oblivious to all about him.
Suddenly he felt a touch on the arm and he stopped to come face to.
face with an ill-clad specimen of humanity. The cold face looked up
at him piteously as its owner begged the price of a cup of coffee to
warm his frozen body. Father McNamara reached into his pocket
only to find it empty. But would the beggar accompany him to his
home and there receive the much needed coffee?

Together they entered the cozy home of the priest and as Father
McNamara removed his hat and stepped into the light the bedraggled
creature beside him inaudibly exclaimed, “My God! It’s Bernie.”

In a few minutes the tramp sat down at Father McNamara’s
dining table. Opposite him sat the priest finishing the Divine office.
While he was drinking the last of a third cup of coffee and eating
another sandwich, the tramp glanced over at the priest.

“What a change fifteen years can make in a man,” he thought.
Already time was marking its traces on Bernie’s brow and about the
temples. But still he had that same peaceful countenance, save,
perhaps, a slight touch of sorrow about the eyes. Was it the care
of his present life that caused it? or could it be that he was still
thinking of an old friend? What a flood of questions he would like
to ask him! Would he make himself known? No, not in the present
circumstances, he decided.

Suddenly he was awakened from his reverie by the voice of the
priest asking him whither he was bound. Somewhat falteringly and
without looking up lest his ragged beard. be no longer a mask, he
answered that he had had a little hard luck and was making toward
his home which was in a far distant eastern city. After that he
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listened heedlessly to the priest’s words of advice and soon prepared
to leave. With a fervent ““God bless you’ Father McNamara bade
him good-bye, slipping into his hand as he did so a coin with a ““ Here,
take this, you'll need it.”

Fifteen years before on the platform of a little railroad station
these same words had served as the last farewell between the same
two.

The door closed behind the tramp and slowly he made his way
down the stone steps. He stopped in the light that shone from a
window and reached his hand into the breast pocket of his tattered
coat, drawing therefrom a small frame enclosing the picture of a young
man. He gazed first at the picture, and then through the window at
the man sitting by the fireplace. The eyes of the youthful counte-
nance of the picture gleamed with happiness;the eyes of the saddened
face at the fireplace stared blankly at the dying embers. What did
they see therein? Was it room 207 in a certain college? Yes, for
now a touch of gladness brightens them, but now that gladness fades
and once more they become dimmed with the agonizing look of sor-
row. On the little station platform the tramp, fifteen years previous,
had first seen that same sorrowful look.

Long he remained looking into the room, but the cold wind was
chilling his frail body through the worn coat. Another look at the
picture, then replacing it in his pocket he trudged into the night
leaving Father McNamara to. breathe his nightly prayer, *“Grant, O
Lord, that he may soon return.”

“Those who have not suffered are shallow, but he who has not
happiness will scarcely know how to give it. What we owe to others
is not our hunger and our thirst, but our bread and our wine.”

—Atlantic.
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POLAND.
JOHN M. OSTROWSKI, '18.
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“How long, O God, shall men be ridden down,
And trampled under by the last and least
Of men? The heart of Poland hath not ceased
To quiver, tho’ her sacred blood doth drown
The fields, and out of every smouldering town
(Cries to thee, “Lord, how long shall these things be
How long this icy- hcarted Muscovite
Oppress the region? Us, O Just and Good,
Forgive, who smiled when she was torn in three;
Us, who stand now, when we should aid the r1ght—-
A matter to be wept with tears of blood.”

To those unfamiliar with Tennyson’s poetry, these lines, written
by the poet laureate nearly one hundred years ago during the insur-
rection in Russian Poland, might be easily ascribed to the pen of a
poet of today, so prec1sely do they describe the conditions occurring
at this very moment in this Niobe of nations.

The huge struggle beyond the seas has filled our American news-
papers with a variety of editorials, speeches of patriots, articles by
war correspondents, letters from eye-witnesses and would-be histor-
ians. Some of these try to give every country involved in this great
suicide a fair showing, others using loyalty as a shield attempt to
poison the minds of America either against Germany or against the
Allies. Itisaltogether natural and normal for a man to feel reverence
and sympathy for the land of his forefathers, although, when obli-
gations of citizenship are assumed in America, reverence and sympa-
thy for the land of birth must become subservient to loyalty for the
country of adoption. With this thought in mind, let us consider the
fate of unhappy Poland—Poland, Wthh but a century ago was
mangled, torn, and rent asunder by Germany, Austria and Russia—
Poland which today is the very heart of a wholesale butchery, where
the armies of both factions are seesawing like a huge wave of death
and destruction. Today Poland asks America to think of her, to
read her history, in order that a favored land may know what fearful
fate has been allotted to one whose past has been naught but deserv-
ing.

Of all nations taking part in this great war, Poland’s plight has
been the worst. She had no choice of remaining neutral; she could
not select the side on which she would fight, th could 0a1n_ne1ther
victory nor defeat, for victory meant slaying her own sons, as did
defeat, and victory meant adding strength to one of her oppressors.
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No matter what stand or action she should choose or what the out-
come of this war should be she was predestined to lose millions of her
children, her homes and her crops.

To go back a little in history, Poland was actually wiped from
the map of Europe one hundred and thirty years ago by Russia,
Austria and Germany, who violated the rules of justice and humamty
in the process. Going back still farther we remember that when the
barbarous hordes of Turks and Tartars tried to invade Europe, they
had first to go through Poland, but the valiant Poles were ready for
the invaders, because it was their duty to guard the European frontier
from the wild hordes who would ravage the continent. Whilst
Poland was spilling her blood to keep out the Tartar and Turk, the
rest of Europe was planning to take her lands and to cast her people
into slavery.

When the Turk invaded Austria and was storming the walls of
Vienna, the Emperor of Austria sent messengers to the Polish King,
John III, begging him to save Austria. King John remembered all
wrongs committed against Poland by Austria, but at the intercession
of the Pope he raised an army of 85,000 men and went to the aid of
Austria. Here the great question of supremacy between the Cross
and the Crescent was to be finally determined. Here King John
accomplished a feat similar to that which made Charles Martel
famous many centuries before on the immortal battlefield of Poitiers.
So, likewise did King John drive the Turks back into Asia, and saved
Europe from the ravages of the Mohammedan. But what was the
great reward which Poland received for all she had done for Austria
and Christianity? Weakened from fighting other peoples’ battles,
she was unable to withstand the combined powers of Germany,
Austria and Russia, who divided Poland among themselves and made
her people slaves. Thus have these national butchers taken Poland’s
possessions, but they could not rob her of her spirit of freedom, which
has never died, and never will die, as long as there is a Pole left.
Thousands of her best sons have frozen to death in Siberia, others
were put to death in German and Austrian dungeons. But in the
words of an Irish poet, she still

“Claims her right by a people’s fight,
Outliving a thousand years.”

What is the fate of Poland today? After one hundred and thirty
years of persecution and suffering under the iron rule of these three
powers, she 1s cast into the very pathway of destruction; her cities,
villages and hamlets are devastated ;her soil is steeped with the blood
of her own children; her valleys are strewn with the bodies of the
slain; her forests are filled with widows and orphans, who seek this
last refuge for protection, even there to die of exposure and hunger.
These are some of the sufferings undergone by poor Poland for the
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kindness she has rendered civilization in general. But leaving the
general, which 1s usually more or less vague, let us look at some of
the concrete figures which may give us a better idea. The Catholic
Citizen of December 2d, 1916, on “What War Causes,” gives the
following: “Here is but one page of the war crying to Heaven: It has
caused fourteen million Poles to perish; 20,500 villages of Poles have
been laid to waste; 200 of their towns have been demolished; 1,600
of their churches are in ruins, and $11,000,000,000 of their property
destroyed. And the end is not yet. And all this in two years of
700 days.”

Today most of our American people are too prone to judge the
culture of the entire Polish race by the poor Polish laborers whom they
chance to meet around our factories and steel mills. They do not
consider that these unfortunate immigrants came principally from
the oppressed districts of German and Russian Poland, where the op-
portunities for self improvement and education are either very meager
or do not exist, where dire poverty has been the cause of their emigra-
tion to this country in the hope of bettering their economic conditions.
It is to be doubted whether an Englishman, an American or a German
born and reared under the conditions existing in these parts of Poland,
would be different in any respect from the very person whom they
look upon with disfavor, and call the ignorant ‘‘Polack.” These
more fortunate people will not take into account the fact that all the
opportunities which they enjoy were denied to him by the powers
which dismembered his country. When we look for the highest
expression of American culture, we do not seek it among our Western
ranch-men or among the laborers in our coal and iron mines, but in
the great centers of population. Likewise the person who desires to
obtain a knowledge of Polish culture must seek it in history or in the
culture of the leading cities of Poland—in Warsaw, Lemberg, Cracow
and Posen, with their universities, libraries, technical schools, art
studios, museums, theaters, musical conservatories, churches of
splendid architectural beauty, and monuments of glorious achieve-
ments of the past. A few hours’ reading in any unprejudiced stand-
ard history concerning these cities, will convince any fair minded
reader that Poland’s culture will not suffer by comparison with that
of any other nation. The two agencies which have preserved the
Polish spirit, language and 1chg10n are the press and the clergy.
Literature always played an important part in the intellectual life
of Poland, and it may be doubted whether there is any country n
which writers are held in a greater esteem, and where journalists have
a greater influence than in Poland. In every city of any size there
are daily and weekly newspapers. These are vastly different from
our American papers in matter, because very little space is given to
the scandals of the day, and a great deal is devoted to carefully pre-
pared articles on the polit'ical, social, and economic questions, to
book reviews, dramatic criticisms, painting, and thoughts in the
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world of art. A special feature of cach paper is an original novel,
published in parts, by a native writer, or the translation of some work
of a distinguished writer of another nation. Thus the reader is kept
in close touch with the thought of the times. The anniversaries of
literary men who have won distinction, are made the occasion of
public celebrations.

In music the names of Chopin, Paderewski, Sliwinski and Hoff-
man, are familiar to all American lovers of this art. The genius of
these men first bloomed and developed in the city of Warsaw.

Recognizing the stage as an agency of educational value, before
the war nearly every Polish city of any importance had its theater.
Plays and operas were produced for their literary and artistic merit.
Besides the works of native dramatists and composers, translations
of English, French, German and Scandinavian classics were per-
formed. The plays of Shakespeare were produced very frequently;
likewise the comedies of George Bernard Shaw, and even the ancient
tragedies of Greece were performed at intervals. Poland also stood
her ground in the field of painting, sculpture, historical and scientific
rescarches. However, ininventive genius, Poland must take a second-
ary place, because in Llns line of endeavor great industrial and com-
mercial activity is needed. Freedom of speech and discussion are
indispensible for organization and management of enterprises on a
large scale. Having been denied this in a large measure, Poland has
not progressed commercially, but through no fault of hel own.

At present our American newspapers and magazines are publish-
ing far and wide, that Poland is to be liberated at last—that the
lovers of liberty everywhere are rejoicing, in Poland’s “New Born
Nationalism.” They are hailing Germany and Austria-Hungary as
the saviors of Poland. All this is nonsense to a person acquainted
with the conditions existing in Poland. If Germany be sincere in
her treatment, let her give baclx to Poland what belongs to her, and
not rob Peter to pay Paul. A leopard cannot change his spots and
neither can Germany, who comes to Poland in the Clothmcr of a sheep,
but inwardly she is a ravening wolf. She has given freedom to that
part of Poland which she captured from Russia, in order to entice the
last of the Poles to defend her frontier. There will be no Free Poland
until the neutral nations have expressed themselves. That is why
torn and bleeding Poland is now stretching her chained hands across
the seas, and begging America to aid her. The cause of Irish Home
Rule was aided and greatly advanced by American public opinion.
Time and again that nation has spoken on behalf of the oppressed.

Poland does not expect either justice or sympathy from Germany
or from Russia. For the last one hundred years the policy of these
nations has been that of oppression and extermination. Black Siberia
and the gallows constitute Russia’s course of justice; and Germany
has followed Bismarck’s advice to kill the Polish spirit. To attain
this end Germany has suppressed the Polish language, and made its
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use punishable by imprisonment and fine; it has forbidden the holding
of property by Polish subjects. Whether they be nobles or farmers,
they must yield the land of their forefathers to the Germans at a
price set by the Imperial German Government. It has forbidden the
religious instruction of Polish children, in the Polish language; it has
driven them from the churches, when they have begun to pray in
the mother tongue; for this some of them have been beaten to death.
Oh, Bismarck, great statesman that you were, you did not know that
you could kill a body, but not the spirit!

And still the Polish spirit dominates in the minds of Poland’s
sons, who are being killed in the armies of their oppressors. Today
Poland is shedding the blood of her children so that the children of
other lands may have their freedom. Will not America, who has
been the recipient of her friendship in the persons of Kosciuszko and
Pulaski with their companions, do something more effective to help
her? Let not prosperity gained at the price of the lives of men,
women and children dull our conscience and leave us apathetic when
such inhuman wrongs are being perpetrated.

A WARRIOR’S CHRISTMAS PRAYER

(To Giosue Borsue—Noble patriot, Christian warrior, whose death
occurred recently at the Isonzo front.)

O God of Hosts, Almighty Victor, hear,
Upon this battle field, my prayer to Thee;
As once again Thy natal day draws near,
And death’s relieving peace encircles me.
A gift I ask for all the heroes brave,
(Who follow yet in bloody martial wake),
From Him who long ago became a babe
And lived and loved and died for their sweet sake.
For them I beg a brave and hopeful heart
That fights courageous for their country’s life
And yet knows not the venomed Hatred’s dart
For those whose blood they spill in war’s fierce strife.
Then in their hearts at last, by Thy good grace,
A Christmas peace will find abiding place.
. H., 17,



76 THE VIATORIAN

L 4
L

“HE FORGETS.”
EDMUND F. CONWAY, ’18.

i

ofpae——n

“Say, Wally, I don’t know what you're next move will be, but
your forgetfulness is going to get you in bad some day. It’s enough
to make anyone disgusted with you.”

Two intimate friends, Pete Borden and Wally Dennison, were
lounging in the room of the latter, and were trying to carry on a
conversation and prevent it from ending in a wrangle, as most of
- their visits usually terminated.

Wally had consumed two cigarettes while telling his pal, Pete,
of his most recent proof of skill in the art of obliviousness.

Being cashier of the firm which employed him, Wally was en-
trusted with the combination of the vault. One of his duties con-
sisted in closing the vault after the day’s work was over. On the
previous night Wally had gone home, leaving the vault wide open and
the entire day’s receipts staring the janitor in the face. The night-
watchman discovered the open door and reported his finding to the
president the next morning. As a result Wally was called upon the
carpet and severely reprimanded.

The reproof did throw a temporary scare into Wally and it
remained for Pete to intensify the after effects by using the proper
emphasis and punctuation. In his denunciation of Wally’s gigantic
shortcoming Pete waxed eloquent and gesticulated in true forensicstyle.

“Why, you’ll be braiding your hair soon, unless you hurry up
and get a hair cut. I've reminded you of it every day for the past
week, but still your auburn locks drap