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Why I Am Opposed to Socialism

wt
Bggert, Charles Augustus. (Author and College Professor.)

I am opposed to Socialism, first, heeanse it is not an indne -
tively obtained system, but an **ism’’ that postilates qualities
in the individuality of a nation which no nation, or community
even, has yet developed-to a sufficiently high slate to make
this ““ism’’ fit to be seriously tried.

Becond: Much of what Boeialism teaches will be put to
the test by society anyhow, for society is based on intcrest, on
financial considerations, and it has been found very long ago,
that eo-operation cheapens produets, while steadying employ-
ment.

Third: As a working system Socialism iz based on the
limited intellectnal powers of a large number of people who
will not receive systematic instruetion, or canmot. Any large
school shows Lhow large the proportion of children is who must
eventuslly be, as adulis, members of this number, and, by exer-
vising their right to vote for their officers and leaders, will
make a scientific and economical management exceedingly dif
fieult, if not impossible. Tried on a limited scale it amounts
only to eo-operation—different from Socialism.

Fourth: The existing system is based on the rewards held
out to iwdividual effort, thus furnishing leaders who, by aceu-
mulating capital through self-denial, great moderation in the
jjursuit of pleasure, and strenuous work, will be eventually

nabled to establish large combinations, factories, corporations
f all sorts, which, as history and daily experience pmve‘ruay
sven the unintelligent laborers higher wages and furnish them
more seeurily than they could possibly have obtained if left to
hemselves ag Socialistic organizations. In order to obtain the
hest results, however, a protective tariff must keep out undue
foreign competition.

Fifth: Differencea of opinion on these points can be set.
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“tled satisfactorily only by & closu and eareful study of the
history of business, and the leading Soeialists, Marx, ete., have
Leen shown to be palpably and grievously incapable of such
study. ;

Sixth: Socialism wounld lead to governmental art, seience
and literature, that is to say to the counterfeit of real art,
science, and literature. It would be the rule of the unintelli-
gent and largely of the demagogues (for such would stand a
batter chance than the honest and thoughtful, for clection to
offices).

Seventh: Socialism counld not be established (as an *‘ism’")
exeept by robbery. (Good men would not lend themselves to
sueh buginess,

Mencken, Henry Louis. (Author of “Tle Philosophy of Fried-
rich Nietzsche, editor of The Players’ lhsen, part-
author with Robert Rives Lablonte of “*Men va. the
Man.”” Member of the editorial staff of the Balti-
more Evening Sun.}

1 am opposed to Socialism because, in general, it means a
vain and costly attack upon the immutable natural law that
the strong shall have advantage over the weak. I do not de-
fend that law as perfect, nor do I even maintain that it is just.
If I had the world io make over I shonld probably try to find
soitething to take its place, something measurably less waste-
ful and ernel. Bul the world is as it is and the law is as it s,
Say what you will against it, you must al least admit that it
works, that it tends to destroy the botehed and useless, that it
places a premimn upon enterprise and courage, that it makes
for health and strength, that it is the most powerful of all
agenis of human progress. Would brotherhood, supposing it
te be achieved, du as well? T doubt it. DBrotherhood wounld
lLelp the woft man, the clinging wan, the stupid man. DBut
waould it help the alert and resourceful man? Answer for your-
self. Isn't it a faet that diffienlties make daring, that effort
makes efficiency? Do not functions develop by use? Does
the eell act or react!

Meanwhile, I grant all schemes of brotherhood one induli-
table merit. Socialism shares it with Christianity. It is this:
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that they are cternally impossible of carrying out, that men
cannot actually live them. The Beatitudes, after 2,000 years,
are still mere poetry. No human fiat will ever repeal the law
of natural selection. No rebellion of slaves will ever break
down that great harrier which separates slaves from masters,
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Brown, Mrs. M. McClellan. {Lecturer and Reformer.)

I am opposed to Hoeialism—

First: Because it is unnatural. Men are horn free, but
far from being equal in competency mentally, morally, or spir-
itually to use with advantage to self or others, the proceeds
of earth, or the elements, or labor; even under the same civil,
social, and educational opportunitiés (often in the same family)
some are incompetent to make ends meet.

Second: Because it is impraeticable, unjust, and detri-
mental to develop t and hl t of the human race.
which is the manifest object of human ereation.

Third: Becsuse it destroys the ultimate power of individn-
ality, whick is the unit of State organization and social protee-
tion. The individual is the axis of reality in all the objective
changes for human wplift.

Fourth: DBecause the 8pirit of God iz the humanizing
power in the world, given to individual spirits as a complete
fact, large or small, bat personal in dynamie currents of bodily
gifts as varied as the offices of the human organs.

Fifth: Because civilization is the fruit of developed indi
vidual conmsciousness in a conecrete, unsharable experience of
free personalily which makes the vital push for progress in the
world; even 2 social consciousness so-called, must turn on the
axis of the mdividual.

Hixth: Beecause the only historic and seientific demonstra-
Lion of Socialism is original harbarism, Set the pot in the
midst of the group and let each use his paw.
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MeConnell, Francis J. (Bishop of Methodist Episcopal Churel,
Trenver, Colorade.)

I am opposed to Socialism because it goes farther than is
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necegsary. The real reforms for which Socialism stands are
very important, but I think these can be secured without ac-
..A\, % cepting the extreme puttings of Socialistic doetrine, Within
past twenty-five years we have reached many of the re-
sults of the Socialistic programme and yet without adopting
extreme Socialism,
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Benington, Arthur, (Journalist.)

I am opposed to Socialism because 1 believe that the State
was made for man, not man for the Btate.

Because every one of the infinite number of projects of
cialism tends to discourage individual effort; hence, in a
Teally Socialistic State there would be no incertive to achicve-
ment in art, literature, seience, discovery, ete. The dull level
of mediocrity would prevail; stagnation would take the place
of progress.

Becanse the leading Socialists and all the Socialist news.
papers I have ever seen attack religion.

Because Socialism would abolish the home and make the
State responsible for the bringing up of children. The result
of this would be to substitute a breeding farm for matrimony.
Love—which cannot be abolished—would have no place in the
scheme of things; it would struggle against institutions, either
secretly in spite of them and contrary to them, or openly in
rebellion. This is true not only of sex love, but of parental
and filial love,

Because it is contrary to all the principles upon which the
Tinited States of Ameriea have won success in the world, It
is an exotie importation from lands in which liberty is stifled.

\ brought here by persons who do not understand American in
gtitutions, taken up as a fad by a few dreamers,

Because men always cease to be Socialists as soon as they

k have won success in life; suggesting that Sovialism is merely a

.\- vague expression of the discontent of some, the disappointment
k of others.

f
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(lark, John Bates. (Professor of political economy and anthor,}

T am opposed to Socialism beeause it would soon impover

—
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ish workers. The income to be divided would be smaller than
is supposed by advoeates of Socialism, and it would grow
_smaller per capita as the pumber of workers increased.

Raymond, George Langing, (Author and University Professor.)

T am opposed to Socialism because I think it founded on
& mi ption of the requir of human nature; and
this, muinly, for three reasons: ~

First: A great many people will not practice diligence
and thrift, unless stimulated to do so by a possibility of obtain
ing, possessing and using something that they ean call their
own, This is something that Socialism theoretically, and so
far as it has been applied, practically, would deny them. |

Second: A great many will not work at all, when their
only inducement is that others wish them to work, or need
their help. Socialism, if established, wounld be obliged—merely
to secure support for the community—to foree sueh people to
work against their own wills. This would inevitably invelwv.
the re-establishment of a system of human slavery.

Third: All a man’s mental and moral development in this
world—to say nothing of what may vome after death—mneeds
training. According to a law apparently divine, but certainly
human, this training, whether in home, school, business or
society, is imparted by means of discipline. The discipline is
mainly dsrived from the ecircumstanees of life in which one
finds himself placed, and, in such cases, is elways accompanied
by dissatisfaction with one’s alloted place, and by actual suf-
fering, The Socialist aims to escape from this dissatisfaction
and sufferimg by making a change in his cirenmstances—such
a change, for instance, as would make a king a servant, or
make all men kings or servants. DBut history and experience
show that kings, whose friends die, courtiers flatter, and ene.
wies trick, are no mere free from the sufferings attendant upon
discipline than are servanis, The truth seems to be that to
oceupy a different posilion in life means merely to be placed
n a different part of the same apparently divine and certainly
social machine which—as some have faith to believe—is at
work grinding out of the coarse grain of humanity what shall,
some day, prove to be its fine flour. One who has the wisdom
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