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diers in war to that of bankers, in a
way that tends to bring all bankers
into contempt by force of association.
After pointing out the futility of the
pomp and circumstance of war with-
out the means to sustain it, this mod-
est Pharisee asked where a govern-
ment could look for its means “but to
the patriotic spirit of the bapkers.”
And then, to illustrate how patriotic
the bankers are, he told of a visit of
the secretary of the treasury to New
York hefore the issuance of the war
bonds, and of his there meeting a
body of bankers who “assured him of
their patriotic desire to see a three
per cent. loan floated at par.” Fur-
thermore, “to enable him to make ita
popular loan, without fear of mis-
carriage, they agreed to take. the
whole or any part of $200,000,000 at
par.” Wasn’t that a magnificent ex-
hibition of patriotism? But what did
it really amount to? To an offer to
take at par millions of three per cent.
bonds which every banker knew at the
time would go to a premium, and
which in fact did go to a premium
before they were issued! He who has
the hardihood to describe that as“pa-
triotism,” and to liken it to the hero-
ism of men who offered up their
lives—many without hope or expecta-
tion of reward, most without even the
. possibility of promotion or distine-
tion, and all without enough pay
to keep them in decent food—would
hardly see any incongruity in de-
scribing the robber of a mission fund
as a self-sacrificing missionary. We
find no fault with the bankers who of-
‘fered to take the war bonds. If the
people allow their public servants to
tie up future generations with inter-
est-bearing mortgages upon their la-
bor, it is the people and not the bond
buyers who are to be condemned.
But let the bond-buyers take tothem-
selves no fancy names. The transac-
tion is “business,” pure and simple
“business;” let them not nauseate the
public by calling it “patriotism.”

Before the war began there was a
persistent pressure to increase the
standing army, which was then limit-

ed to 25,000 men. The thotives for
this pressure were numerous, some
plausible and some not, fome senti-
mentally patriotic and some sordid;
but the inevitable effect would have
been to prepare the way for the strong
man on horseback. Congressresisted.
the pressure until the beginning of
the war, when it consented to a tem-
porary increase to 60,000 men, dis-
tinctly providing, however, that at
the close of the war the old limit
should be resumed. Whether this re-
sumption will take place remains to
be seen. The pressure to keep the
regular army up to its war footing,
and even to increase it by 40,000 or
more, is strong. Not the least of the
motives for territorial expansion is
the excuse it would give for
maintaining a large standing army.
The most popular plea in this con-
nection is a variety of the old argu-
ment that a large standing army is
necessary for defense. But the utter
weakness of that has been demon-
strated by the war. As to soldiers, we
were ready to fight before even the
best equipped enemy could have dis-
turbed us. Within a few days 200,-
000 selected volunteers were in the
field. Within a few days more they
were drilled for action. Within less
than three months they had proved
their efficiency in battle. Those that
were criticised were blamed for what
their equipments and not they them-
selves were responsible for. The
rough riders, no better men than the
other volunteers, but better equipped,
proved as effective as the regulars;
yet all of them were engaged in peace-
ful pursuits when the war broke out.
The whole experience of the Santiago
campaign, the Puerto Rico campaign,
and the mobilization of troops at dif-
ferent points in this country, proves
conclusively that we need no large
standing army for purposes of de-
fense. What we do need for those
purposes, and all that we need, is a
competent war department, and a
president who makes army appoint-
ments for merit and not for favor.

Our army showed itself to be weak

not as to men, but as tosupplies. For
that .weakness there was no excuse.
The soldiers had not dropped down
from the clouds so as to increase the
number of people to be fed. They
bad been drawn from 70,000,000 who
were already being fed. If there were
supplies enough before the mobiliza-
tion of troops, there must have been
supplies enough afterwards. And so
there were. Had themobilization been
of as many Christiag Endeavorers, ex-
perienced hotel keepers would have
provided for them amply and com-
fortably; but our war department
could not provide for a small fraction
of the army at a point within’ daily
communication of one of the largest
markets ir the world, during a sus-
pension of hostilities, and four
months after the call fortroops. This
failure, and the same is true of all the
others, was not because the country
was short of supplies, but because the
war department was long of incompe-
tent favorites. Instead of a large
standing army give us a competent
and faithful war department, and in
reliance upon volunteers ir an emer-
gency, our country will be as safe
from invasion as if it were surrounded
by an impengtrable, an un-climbable,
and an un-shoot-over-able wall.

THE HUNGER SCOURGE.

Repeatedly since The Public first
appeared, we have had occasion to
chronicle some of the horrors of con-
temporary famine. Not famines like
those of the old times, when crops
failed and whole nations went hun-
gry; but famines in the midst of abun-
dance. For such is the character of
the modern hunger scourge. . Its vie-
tims jostle the well-fed, and even as
they die of starvation inhale the odors
'of rich food preparing for their im-
mune brethren.

This hunger scourge is universal.
For several yearsit threatened India,
pinching the people more and more as
each season passed, until it culminat-
ed in famine widespread and ghastly.
Men, women and children died like
rotten sheep. They died of starva-
tion. Yet not all the people died so,
nor were all of them hungry. Many
of the inhabitants of India have no
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