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pacific measures at the beginning, but these, it is

patent, have been fruitless; and it is now time to

apply force. Huerta defies us; Villa flouts us;

CaTanza evades us. Are we, the most powerful

nation in all history, to tolerate it? Well, arc we?

That is something that every American citizen

must answer for himself. It was easy to assume

the role of gentleman at the beginning of the

trouble; but when the property losses began to

mount it required an effort to hold the hand that

could so easily smite the offender, and some who

had essayed to be gentlemen slipped over to the

jingo camp; and now that an American has been

reported, and a Briton has been, executed by Mexi

cans, many more have laid aside the badge of gen

tility.

It is not strange that there should have been

this falling away of some who at first took their

stand with President Wilson. This is a first at

tempt of a nation's assuming the role of gentle

man, and the world is uncertain what to make of

it. History will be searched in vain for a similar

case; and without precedent what can statesmen

do? With the nations of the world struggling for

more territory, we, with defenseless territory at

our hand, refrain from adding it to our own do

minion. Nay, we suffer insult from the people of

lhat territory, and become the laughing stock of

Europe; still we hold the hand that might so

easily smite. But how long shall we continue this

policy? Must there not come a time when pa-

iiencc and forbearance shall cease to be a virtue?

The answer to this question will be more easily

found by those who are able to separate the indi

vidual from the nation. Nationally considered,

it may be set down as a certainty that this country

would win in a war with Mexico. Individually

considered, it can be set down with equal certainty

"hat a vast number of Americans would be killed

and wounded. Before the citizen decides, there

fore, whether or not this country is to go to war

with Mexico—and intervention means war—he

should in all fairness say what sacrifice he is ready

to make. Is he willing to be one of those whose

lives will be given in the contest? Is he willing

to give an arm, a leg, an eye, or his general health,

and finish his days as a cripple or an invalid? And

even should he be willing himself to make this sac

rifice, is he sufficiently convinced of the righteous

ness of his cause to plunge his country into a war

that means the killing and maiming of so many of

his fellows?
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It is enough that citizens be compelled to

shoulder the war debt and the pension list of those

who really do the fighting, but it is altogether out

of reason to have them thrust upon us by those

who will under no circumstances risk their own

persons. There may come a time when this nation

must fight; but it cannot come till the individual

citizens are ready, not to send their brothers to

the front, but to go themselves. Sacrifice by proxy

cannot be accepted. A distinguished war cor

respondent, Mr. James Creelman, is now flooding

the country with his views of the Mexican situa

tion. Mr. Creelman is of that noisy school of pa

triots that is willing to sacrifice an indefinite num

ber of other people's Jives for the sake of main

taining the nation's honor. For President Wilson

he has ill-concealed contempt, and for John Lind,

laughter. The attempt of these idealists to treat a

nation of which the mass of the people are "blan

keted Indians," the war correspondent considers a

crime against civilization, and a course that the

nations of Europe will not long endure. Mr.

Lind's letter to an American whose property was

threatened with destruction, in which he spoke of

a Constitutionalist officer as though he were a gen

tleman, and amenable to the ways of civilization,

affords Mr. Creelman great amusement. But is

the distinguished war correspondent so very sure

that a Mexican, even a "blanketed Indian," is in

different to the treatment of a gentleman? How

did the smiting-handed Puritans and Cavaliers

fare with the Indians, as compared with the open-

handed Quakers? Why, if "blanketed Indians"

recognize no power but force, were the Massachu

setts and Virginia settlers so often at war with the

Indians, while the Quakers lived in unbroken

peace? The Mexicans know us as a nation of bul

lies, who in 184G robbed them of half their terri

tory. They still speak of us in the terms we taught

them. Possibly we can teach them' a better lan

guage. Such a triumph would be worth while.

But we cannot teach them with rifles. They already

understand that language. s. c.
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Intervention Indefensible.

The killing of the Englishman W. S. Benton

by Mexican constitutionalists is a crime for which

there is no excuse. But it is no greater crime than

would be intervention. Yet we have congressmen

and senators urging that lives be sacrificed—

other than their own—and that wealth be taken—

from earnings of other people—to avenge this

crime. Because one man has been murdered we

must sacrifice hundreds of lives and bring suffer

ing and distress upon thousands of innocent peo

ple. Such is the philosophy of our jingo states


