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experiments unlerground. He entered
1l catacombs Lencath the Jacdin des
Y'lanten, weeompanivd by three luboratory
wsdixtanta, an enginser, and an attend-
ant, The professor went in the direct-
tion of the Buulevurd St Michel, After
a time lie cowe upon 8 large pyraeid-
shaped mownd which ob=tructed the pass-
age. Nelimg torches elose to the wount
the puaty discovesed that the pyramid
was campused entirely of cat+’ heads,
numbering many thousanda, Those on
the top were freshly cut. The mound had
evidently been accunulating for years,
It secmed entirely inexplicable how the
heads cane to be in un unfreguented
passage wndergronnd.  White the acien-
List wore puzzling their brains and trying
to imarine theiv exiqtence of a secret sect
of religiows s, the engineer un-
foldet a pinn of the catncomba.  Erom
thin decument they discovered that they
were under the premises of a well-known

cheap restanrant which makes a special

feuture of jupesd hare at popular prices.
Close by nn airsbaft passed through the
tellars of the Testaurant in question,

The Ethics of Socialism.

i _

I am not going to write a defence of
socialism, or to discuss it at all in its
politival aspect, 1t dues not follow neces-
sarily Levnuse & thing is  beauatiful
that it is alse capable of being varried
juto practice. For instance, the beauty
of the toon is indispwtable, but it i=s
not practicable to arrnge for moonlight
on our own terma. 1t is a fact palpable
to the lowest intelligence that the great-
er part of imaginable beauty is and al-
ways musl remain unatiainable. To say
that breause other peaple arve erying for
a particular woon, and that they are
not likely to get it, therefore it is a
very stupid sort of g moon. is merely an
obtuse form of insincerity which will not
appeal te uuy impartial mind,

Fundamentally, a wide-spread socialis-
jug, if not socialism, s the ideal of every
warni-henrted man from King to pauper
aid persant; just as it is also their ideal
that evervone should be free from dis-
ease. It would be most people’s ideal,
if it bore any relution to posaibilities,
that we should all remain at the age
af 30 or 40 for ever, or until we had had
enough of living on this particular
planet. Fo that there ia no Teason to
g1y that an ideal @ either bad
or foolish 1erely lecause it is un-
attainable or ditieult of attninment.
{This is quite apart from the fact ihat
peopte wha laugh at Socialism as unat-
tasnable, speak alieost im the same
breath of the dangera that would follow
if it were to be attained)  And here T
had better protect myacll from a charge
of going to another extreme by at onre
pointing out that 1 have not waid that
Bocialisie ia unattainahle, T have wmercly
said that the heauty of an ideal has no-
thing whatever lo do with its prac-
ticalility. -

Socialism, aa T see it, i the vhoosing

of the second of Natures laws of sur- .

vival at the expense of the first, The
first law is survival by the warfare of
species, the second is that law of mutual
aid which we find among the sparrows,
the parrots, the craiss, anil even the Lees
and anta. Facl iz a3 iondubitable as the
ather, and it is for anvoue to frame his
life or his tleal of soriety on either or
on both, The individualist and the ad-
vocate of co-operation can each quote
Nature to anit hia particular case, and
quote her with quite surprising cogeney.
The diffienlty fram the practical point of
view is ta detide Tinw Ffar Nature's see-
ondary law of co-nperation in =nbaidiary
to her primary law of the survival of the
fitte:t. That the law of co-oprration is
the more heautiful only p-ople heated
with political passion conlid fail £n aen.

1 lwlieve more idintic wonsenae las
bern talkid an both sides on thia wub.
ject of Aocialism than on any that has
been discusoml during my sojourn on
this varth, {hme dioes mal know half the

time whether the defenders or the at- .

tackers are altacking or defending col-
Jectivimn (wlich is rather g matter of
econamie adjustment  thun  of
either bad ar good) or of eousnunisim,
or wlether they. are discuasing inter-
Thediate alegia af an eventual goal, Xine-
tenths of thrm pliinly have never read
the arguments of ihe ollier side {on
whirl pyer wide they may bei, and alinost
oone of them apgeear to have aludind the
elemnenta of mocivlogy, ar even lonked
widely at & page of wtatistica. Why
shoald not the suliject be honeatiy and
tairly giscusscd—and wiy aliould pot the

ideals, -

moat intelligent men discuss .it inatead
of the nebulous-minded and violently pre-
judiced people who seem by someo fate
to have the question nearest their heart?
I lutve never heard reully thoughtful men
take wp an extreme nttitude on either
side; why, then, thia ridiculous violence
of opinion from peopte who scem to live
in a fog on every question of sceiul evo-
lution.

Kocialinm would not necessarily be bad
ethically because it was upheld by some
rather brutul and violent men.  Other-
wise every religion would Le bhad on the
ground of the fanatica and persecutors
wha have upheld noble faiths in every
age and clime; both sides would be wrong
in every violent argument; and every
canse woull be worthlesa unfess it was
discussed by gentle people as ideal ns
ithe goal at which they aimed. The
cogency of the arguments for or agninst
Sacialism has, therefore, nothing what-
ever to do with the merits and demerits
of ita opponents or supporters—although
it might he held from the political point
of view that for a new as for the old
state of Society there muat be leaders
gifted with moderate and critical, and
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‘principle ‘of ethice,” casting’ aride

constructive rather than hampered by
violent and destructive habits of mind.
But, ar [ have aaid, that has nothing to
do with the ethical merits and weak-
nesses of Socialism.

But since both sides in the present
fierce controversy are neglecting every
ail
charity, fairness and imaginative appre-
ciation of othera” aims, it ia not perhaps
ef wuch use to emphasise the validity of
any claim in expectation that it will be
understood or admitted by, the other
eide.  On the other hand individualism
can only estublish its ethical position by
conceding the right of the freest and
fullest discussion to its opponents, and
by admitting that the issue muat rest
with & majority duly instructed by.this
discutasion in the merita of the respective
claims of the two parties. And bLoth
sides must deal honestly with their oppo-
nents. It is not fair.of the Socialista
to coufound capiiel with the capitalist,

or of the anti-Socizlist te confound
Sociakism with the Soclalist. Theu,
aguin, the assailants of either system

should remember ihat it in not & matter
of cast-iron policy, but that every detail

. in subject to revisiom at w=wry step

wy

the vote of tha electorate, Thuw the

‘view that Bocialism would do away with

marriage should by its weakness mnger
every honest opponent of Socialiam,
becanse he must know ihat marriage
could not be done away with unless the
greater number of the people wished it
so—in which case it would have o go
under ihe most Conrervative CGovern-
ment equally with the most Radical.
‘Weak argumenta can only strengthen the
opponent’s cese, and personally I want
“the best to win” on the merita of the
case,

To me the sole - question is between
those two opposed laws of Nature—
ultimately the basis of our ethica. For
“the ethically right must mlse be pos-
mible.” The whele point, then, ia
whether we have evolved far enough to
let Nature's law of co-operation triumph
over Nature's law of the survival of the
fittest. If yes, the ethies of Sacialism
are right; if no, we have to evolve to &
higher plane hefore practicable Hocialism
can be more than & beautiful hope.

Pierrot in “Aucklend Star”

Views. of the World's Cartoonists,

FE O EARTI GAONWIL TOWAATS & MEN fé{

)

J—

WHATS THAT pSTRAIN
HE'S PLAYING ON, LOpKS
To Mz Lk A LYRE

THE ANGEL OF PEACE. DI

AFTER TLE 8TORM - -

The formidable American Squadrom hara been despatched on its ]4.000—tﬁilejourney toe the tune of many peaceful
protestations by President Koosevelf.

“Daily Reporl."

“New York Herald™



