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of the Noble Free 
A MERICANS are all immigrants-all except the  red 

Indians-and if the anthropologist,ts be  right, even 
they  migrated  from A,sia. There  is no  American race; 
there  is  not even the established claim of centuries to plead 
the  primary  right of any one stock. Norsemen  were the 
first whites to  spy rout our eoil;  an Italian,,  sailing  under a 
Spanish flag, rediscovered Dhe continent to  which  another 
Italian  gave  his nlame. Parts of our present coast-line 
were first settled by Spaniapds, parts by Frenchmen, parts 
by  Dutchmen, and  parts by Englishmen;  Germans  and  Scan- 
dinavians first developed great  areas of the inherior. Of 
all  our  State  names only thirteen are of English origin; 
five are Spanish,  three  French,  and  the  rest  Indian. Wbence 
comes this  myth  that our  country is the  private  property 
of some one  racial  stock? Whence come the  arrogant as- 
sumptions of those who, like the chairman of the House 
Committee on Immigration,  want t o  preserve a “racial 
homogeneity”  which has never  existed? Some extraordinary 
figures  recently  presented  to the House of Representatives 
by one of its ablest new members,  Meyer  Jacobstein of 
Rochester, N. are worth quoting: 

The percentage of foreign-born in the  entire- country 
today is exactly the same as it was in Lincoln’s time. 
1860, the  year Abraham Lincoln  was  elected, 47 per cent of 
the residents of New City were foreign-born. Today 
only 36 per cent of that great city’s  population  is foreign- 
born. When  Lincoln  took office 30 per cent of the residents 
of all American cities of 100,000 population  and over were 
of alien birth; today only 24 per cent of the population of 
cities of 100,000 over are not native-born. . . . con- 
tend that the present foreign element  is less desirable than 
that of forty, fifty, sixty years ago. call your attention 
to a report made to the House by a select congressional com- 
mittee in 1838. It charged that “the country is being 
flooded with the outcasts of the  jails, almshouses, and slums 
of pauper-ridden Europe.” It asserted that at the time the 
jails of the capital were  filled with these foreign-born peo- 
ple. It described them as “the most idle and vicious classes, 
in  personal appearance most  offenswe  and loathsome.” . . 

But who were these “offensive  and  loathsome paupers 
and criminals”? Why, they were the scrappy Irishmen and 
Germans  and British whose children today fear the influx 
of new “foreign hordes.” 

The war ro8used nationalist passions and  hates long for- 
gotten in h e r i m .  We had ‘given up the unpleasant habit of 
denouncing  all foreign  stocks; we were too conscious that we 
were all foreigners a few  generations back. We were  proud 
of the welcoming gesture of the Statue of Liberty; we 
hailed the ,simile of the “melting-pot” and believed that  out , 
of the amalgam of the  races  and  the  culturea of the world 
we were building  something new, something  greater  than 
any of the  races civilinations of Europe. Perhaps we 
may  still  win back to that  traditional Americanism and 
away from  the medieval exclusioni,sm of the proposed im- 
migration bill. 

The old artificial difficulties in  travel  were  rapidly 
vani,shing bef.ore the war. One no longer  had to  procure 
a permit  or  pay a toll a t  every  bridge river-crossing, at 
every boundary-line and  frontier. The amalgamating  cur- 
rent of history  and  science-stemships and railroads, tde- 
graph  and telephone-seemed to be  binding all the world 
together. In 1914 a man traveled witihout a  passport  from 

Punta  Arenas  to  the  Russian border. Only a few of the 
most  backward  countries on earth rebained that anachronis- 
tic requirement.  Today restrictions on free movement are 
everywhere; we are back in  the Middle Ages, and  the 
United States is leading the backward movement. 

It is a tragic  thing  that this country,  built on the 
sweat  and  aspirations of immigrants, should so soon be 
fencing itself about  with a wall.  We are becoming the 
great example of national selfishness in all the world. While 
we bar  human beings From our  shores we bully weaker 
countries  into  granting American  capital  privileges  alien t o  
their  national  interests. We force Mexico to revise its oil 
laws,  tell  China how to use its customs, ask  Russia  to  re- 
consider ibs view of private  property,  and  everywhere  pro- 
claim the “open dom”-for American capital-= an Amel-i- 
can policy. “Equal rights and  opportunities, for 
all  over the world”-hat a bitter slogan for America when 
a hungry  peasant  from  South  Italy, a persecuted  Jew  from 
Rumania,  an  Armenian whose home is a  heap of  ashes finds 
the door to America slammed in his  face! 

TWO  years’ ago we adopted an “emergency” percentage- 
restriction law, which allows the admission in  any one year 
from  any  country of only 3 per  cent of the  number of per- 
sons  born  in  that  country who were  present  in  the  United 
States  in 1910. That bill was  frankly  an  attempt  to dis- 
courage  South  and East European  immigration  while  per- 
mitting  the  Northwestern  stocks-British,  ‘German, Scan- 
dinavian-to enter. T.his year  an even worse  bill has passed 
the House. It would admit only 2 per  cent of the num- 
ber of foreign-born  persons  present  here  in 1890. That 
virtually bars Jewish,  Italian,  and Slavic  immigration. It 
is a forthright  attempt to establish  racial exclusion. The 
Senate may  make the  quotas lower still. If Americans  had 
still the national  ideals of pre-war  days,  instead of a second- 
hand  version of Old World nationalism, the  Senate would 
demand a forward move to  the census of 1920, and  raise, 
instead of lowering, the  present quotas. 

Even the  original  purpose of percentage  restriction is 
lost. We are today excluding  not  merely Italians  and 
Syrians  and  East Europeans, but Germans,  Englishmen, 
and Scandinavians. In  the  current year 1923-1924 all 
tas except  those for  France, Iceland, and  Esthonia  have been 
exhausted-yet they  talk of still  further exclusion! The 
snobbish standards of a country  club of a New England 
private-preparatory school are being established as 
ica’s. More than  that,  the new bill  makes  unnecessary  dis- 
criminations  against  the  Japanese which can  serve  no  pur- 
pose except to  irritate  that people. 

Is i t  too late to recall the  Farewell  Address of our  first 
President? 

It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no dis- 
tant period a  great nation to  give to mankind the magnani- 
mous and too novel  example of a people always  guided by 
an exalted justice and benevolence. Who cad doubt but, in 
the course of time  and things, the- fruits of such a plan 
would richly repay any temporary advantages which might 
be lost by a steady adherence to  it; can it ‘be that Provi- 
dence has not connected the permanent felicity of a nation 
with its virtue?  The experiment, at least, is recommended 
by every sentiment which  ennobles  human nature. Alas, 
j s  it rendered  impossible by its vices? 
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La Follette’s L L  evolution’ 
VOLUTION” ims the  term applied t o  the Wisconsin 
La  Follette  platform by Cyrus  Curtis’s New York 

Evening Post, once the honest  daily of Bryant, Bigelow, 
Schurz, and:  Godkin,  now degraded to  the lowest depths of 
stand-pattism.  This  platform, we are told, is “something 
more than populism; . . . it is reinforced  with  raw, red 
socialism, borrowed from  the Red Dynasty of Sovietism.” 
To  Mr. Curtis’s  editorial  hirelings  this is “the way of the 
mild  men  who  would pull down the heavens and upheave the 
earth and  make for themselves a new heaven and a new 
earth.” 

Let  us  see just what  this aocument really proposes in 
order t o  merit such a bitter  outpouring  by one of our  rich- 
est men. It was adopted  by the La Follette  Republicans at 
their recenk convention for  presentation to  the people of 
Wisconsin and also to  the Republican National Convention, 
where i t  will doubtless be treated  with  the contumely which 
has invariably been bestowed upon similar  suggestions 
from Wisconsin. It declares that  the  great issue of today  is 
the control of government and. industry  by  private monop- 
oly-“big-business domination,” Roosevelt and Wilson 
called it.  “The  equality of opportunity proclaimed by the 
Declaration of Independence and defended by  Jefferson  and 
Lincoln” i t  sees “displaced by special privilege for  the few.” 
That  hardly sounds new o r  original or revolutionary, for  
every reformer since  Grover Cleveland began attacking  the 
tariff has used precisely this language. d 

There  are twelve points in  this platform-“twelve vials 
of radical  wrath,” the E v e n i n g  Post calls them. The twelfth 
we give  in  full that all may see how abominable this  par- 
ticular vial is: 

We favor a platform for the Republican Party embrac- 
ing these  principles and a candidate President whose 
public  record is a guaranty that he is in full accord there- 
with. 

Equally radical  and  dangerous is number one: 
We pledge a complete  housecleaning in the Department 

Justice, the Department of the Interior, and the other 
executive departments. 

There you have it-the red  hands of Trotzky  and the late 
Lenin  betray themselves at once. Who but sovietists could 
favor a  housecleaning?  The  next  vial pledges recovery of 
the illegally leased public domains, vigorous prosecution of 
the guilty,  restoration of the  national conservation policy, 
public ownership of the nation’s water-power, a  national 
superpower  system,  and  permanent  conservation of all the 
nation’s resources, inchding coal, iron, and other ores, oiI 
and  timber lands, in  the  interest of the people. There you 
have it. If that does not lead directly t o  the nationalization 
of women, Mr. Curtis  must be wondering what could? So, 
too, does the declaration for public ownership of railroads, 
“with deEnite safeguards  against  bureaucratic control.” 
As if that were  not  red-revolutionary enough, the pacifist 
tendencies of La Folletteism are made plain by a demand 
for a reduction  in the “eight  hundred  millions of dolhrs 
now annually expended in preparation for  future wars.” 

What are we to  think of the demand for drastic reduc- 
tion of the protective  tariff,  prohibition of gambling in 
agricultural  products,  large  inheritance  taxes for such es- 
tates as Gyms Curtis  has piled up, and  reconstruction of 

the federal-reserve and  federal farm-loan  systems? Only 
that advocacy of the bonus, abolition *of the  right of injunc- 
tion in labor  ~disputes, the direct  nomination  and election 
of the  President,  the  initiative  and referendum in  the field 
of federal legislation, and a  popular  referendum for or 
against  war (except in cases of actual invasion) must seem 
to  all of the faithful-like Mr. Curtis--to indicate  a  deliber- 
ate  purpose  to pull down: every  pillar of the temple of 
American liberty-liberty for  great capitalists and  the 
holders of special privilege. 

To us,  being  in Mr. Curtis’s  eye of the unfaithful, the 
La Follette  program seems an admirable document upon 
which the coming third  party  may well base  itself.  Not 
that we should agree to every plank; some things which 

N a t i o n  has long opposed are on the list.  But  here  is 
a progressive  and  constructive document which goes to  the 
root of things economic. La  Follette now  ‘sees that one of 
the first steps is t o  take control of our transportation lines. 
For this alone Nat ion  would give  profound  thanks ; but 
when we read  the  planks which call for outlawry of war 
and  revision of the  Treaty of Versailles, which denounce 
“the  mercenary  system of foreign policy in  the  interest of 
financial imperialists,  oil monopolists, and  international 
bankers which has a t  times degraded our  State  Department 
. . . to a trading outpost,” we want  to  stand up and cheer. 

Yes, poor old prostituted E v e n i n g  Post, it is revolu- 
tion which La  Follette preaches, revolution back to the old 
America, a revolution which proposes not to enslave but to 
cut loose American initiative,  energy,  and  enterprise  from 
the bonds now put upon them. 

Lights On or Off? 
HE mountain has- at last labored. Mr. Coolidge’s in- 
dignation  has been stirred.  The  President, who ac- 

cepted Mr. Denby’s resignation  “with  regret,”  assuring  him 
that he would go “with  the knowledge that [his]  honesty 
and  integrity have not been impugned,” who assured the 
infamous  Daugherty, even when asking  his  resignation, 
that  he was “not  questioning”  his  “fairness or integrity,”  is 
angry. He is angry because a Senate  committee insists 
upon investigating  Secretary Mellon’s conduct of his office. 

Doubtless, as  the New York suggests, Mr. Cool- 
idge’s anger is heightened because he  has been obliged to 
bottle up his  wrath at the investigations conducted by Sena- 
tors Walsh and Wheeler. One of those  investigations  has 
uncovered the  fact  that Secretary  Fall  secretly gave away 
the nation’s oil wealth, and  then accepted large sums of 
money from  the gentlemen who got  it.  The other  has 
exposed Mr. Baugherty’s  intimate associations  with a group 
of crooks, bootleggers, fight  promoters,  and  general low- 
livers. One forced Mr. Denby out of  office; the  other 
ousted Mr. Daugherty-both in the face of Mr. Coolidge’s 
expressed reluctance. The committee investigating  the ad- 
ministration of the  Internal Revenue Bureau  having  made 
what  might be called a  misstep, Mr. Coolidge flares forth 
in bi’tter invective against all Senate  investigations. 

‘The immediate occasion of Mr. Coolidge’s wrath was 
the appointment, by the Senate committee, of the very 
able Mr. Francis J. Heney to  assist i t  in  investigating Mr. 
Mellon’s bureau.  The o m i t t e e  appointed Mr. Heney 
without  pay, it being understood that Senator Couzens 
would privately  foot the bill. This wit‘s, to  be sure,  a  dan- 






