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GOVERNMENT FOR THE PEQOPLE
The Seeds of War ’

By DR. HENRY GEORGE i
g Part 2

The greatest menace ‘to our re
public is not to be found in the
German {ank or the Jap saiper but
In the indifference and unwilling-
ness on the part of the American
people to think and to take an ge-
tive part in their government.

As long as great masses refitse
to think and to act. (not just the
passive act of voting)—-as long as
they take the dangercus attitude
that government and polities are
corrupt and are manipulatéd by
corrupt mern, and that an honest
| mman cannot make his weight felt—
50 long as they hold thesze concepts
they are guilty of the crime of
omission, they are selling their
country to the highest bidder. As
long as they leave government to
the politicians they have no right
but to expect what they get, wars,
too-heavy taxes, and injustice.
Warg are not created by despots
like Hitlér, Mussolini or Tojo, but
by the lethargy and Indifference
of the people who permit these
mountebanks to enslave them and
then stalk the earth. For it is
only natural that those in power,
will listen te him who speaks loud-
est and what might be a mighty
roar of of the people for the com-
mon good becomes a tangled Jab-
per of those interssted in private
and petty ends, while the commmon
men seethes In inarticulate 8iscon-
Lent.

Tn' no place do we find the above
statement more clearly démonstra-
ted than in the field of trade—local,
national and international. In' our
indifference as tb how individual
interests supersede common inter-
ests we plant the seeds ihat ger-
minate into war: -

Let us then examine inte the
philosophies which give foundation
to our two great political pariies
the Democratic party dedicated to
free trade and the Republican
party champion of proiectivé tar-
iffs, We are told repeatedly that
free trade or protection is no
longer an issue, that we should for-
: get, such things and vote for the
man. It is only when issues. are
tost sight of and principtes are for-
gotten .that the- Caesars appear,
and that there IS5 a difference be-
lween these two theories and be-
tween these two parties this and
sueceeding articies will atfempt 1o

prove,

Why, If free trade is natural
trade, unrestricted by artificial
barriers, why should we want pro-
tection? Why if we pave a street,
deepen a harbor, invent paper
money or notes to facilitate trade,
., why do we invent barriers to pre-

nication and trade? We have been
told that there is a pevenue tariff
and = protective tariff. What isg
the difference and how do they
operate? )

Our TFederal Constitution made
Federal tariffs possible while pro-
hibiting state tariffs, We would
prevent trade with the outside
while stimulating trade among
ourselves. This very situation pro-
vided one of the greatest motives
of the Civil War, for cotton raized
in the South for export, In the
absence of industrialization was
blocked by tariff protection; thus
the South was taxed for the bhene-
fit of the North. And by the same
token even today we find working
men and labor unions who honest-
ly feel that protective tariffs pro-
tect them against cheap foreign
labor, and thus the preat trusts
and combines, who can pay $80,-
000,000 annually for their labor spy
machine, stand out as the cham-
-plon and protector of American
lahor by demanding a higher and
higher protective tariff. Labor is
on the horas of the dilemma for
while it mistrusts those of special
privilege .and protective tariffs it
finds in the free trade an apparent
indifference to the effort of labor
to ralse wages, and atlain security.

Too frequently the free trader
has classed labor wilh serapiron
that can be bought in a free mar-
ket, and has Ignored ‘the fact that
human beings are deprived af their
natural “opportunities of self-em-
iployment by moenopolization of
‘natural resources and are thus
compelled by actual starvation to
bid one against the ather. Thus
it is easy to see how for the aver-
age man the problem of protection
or free trade hecomes confused,
and:in hig desire to extricate him-
self he pins his hopes on the can-
didate  whose promises most
appeal. .

Several year ago I received 2 let-
ter from a member of the Cham-
ber of. Commerce.  In this letter I
was advised to. "Buy Delaware,”
that is to have my house painted
by Delaware painters, my carpen-
try work hy Delaware carpenters,
in short encourage trade among
my Delaware brothers. But what

i vent our people from inter-commu- ).

was I to do if T could get my house
painted more cheaply by a Penn-
sylvanian, or new sieps made for
my perch by a Virginian? Such a
possibility would be discouraged by
a protectivé tariff in the form of a
license, that these foreigners would
have to pay before commencing. to
work. When I showed thiz letter
to = Pennsylvaniz plumbing con-
tractor he immediately wag én-

raged and wanted to hive Pennsyl-
vania indusiries assume the same
attitids toward Delaware wolkers,
Thus the seeds of war are planted.

Proteclion means the levying of
diities upon imparted commodities
for the purpose of protecting from
tempetition the honie producers of
such commeodities, . '

And like our Chamher of Com-

5enerce member; protectionists as-
‘sume that fo secure the highest
progperity each community, state
and nation should praduce for itseif
everything that it is capable of
?pmducing, and that to this' end its
home industries must pe protected
against competition from without.
‘Thus the tariff, as an original
souvce of revenue for the infant
Federal government, was forgotten
In the clamour for a tariff of pro-
tection of infant industries and
American labar,
_Years ago I saw the Arizona mi-
litia along the California horder be-
cause” California ecould export to
Arizona eitrus fruit hut wotuld not
accept the same fruit from Arizona,
Wag this protection of the Cali.
fornia fruit prowers agalnst their
brothers in Arizona nat cause for
hos@ility? When trade ceases war
, begins.  If we would carty the con-
capt of protection to its logieal con-
clusion would not every household
.be a veritable blockhouee arnted to
the teeth and fearful less some
neighbbr should Attempt to ex-
change with them?

The highest ethicg universally
recount the fact that the greatest
good for each is to be found in the
good of others, and that the great
vearning of men ig for. harmony,
unoerstanding  and * help—not in
Jealousies and sirifa, May nbt free
trade or protection he At least in
part the answer to our loftiest
asplrations. Then in. our future
thought let us consider principles
first and relegate to the man the
sduty of steering by those precepts,

—and nnt of superserling them,




