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HERE is a confusion 1n men’s
minds. Most men confuse

Zhomas.
hig

the conscientious objector

with the persons convicted

under the Espionageé act.
The former were mainly men who
unswered the draft but refused to
serve because of scruples against
aiding the kilkng of men. The lat-
ter were tried under an act aimed at
{ierman spies. but so0 wide 1 iis pro-
visions as to include men who aided
Germany in any way during the
war. Necessarily the lines crossed,
and there were rank pro-Germans
among the so-called conscientious ob-
jectors and probably conscientious
objectors among the so-called pro.
(yermans. The War Department
tried to make a division between the
two, but often failed, and the dif-
ferent objectors themselves made the
task more difficult. the more so as
in many cases there was no- differ-
«~ace.

Mr. Norman Thomas, who pro-
fesses to write only about the C.
O.'s. as they were called, writes
smoothly hut somewhat too ohbviously
in the interest of the social propa- .
zandists. He pushes to the front|
the Mennonites. Quakers, Molokans,
and all other really conscientious ob-
jectors. and only occasionally ad-:
mits the existence of the 1. W. W,
and militant Socialists. DProbably he
will defend his work by saying thut
the former were 1 the maijority, as
they were among the . O.'s. but
not among the larger ciass convicted
among the violators of the Espion-
age taw. In the public mind they
are all of ane class. which 1sn’t such
an injustice as it seems. In spite
of him«elf he admits ¢nouzh by im-

plication. the existence of enough
enemies of the United States among
the conscicatious objectors to make
it clear thai President Wilson and
Secretary Baker, and especially the
army officer. had a hard job on their |
hands. The Quakers. as he virtually
admits. had only to announce their
religion to have an easy time, and,
so, after a while, did the Mennonites. |
The Molokans, of whom none of!
those officials seem to have heard, |
had a harder time until they couldi
convince the authorities that they !
were a genuine sect. The social
wartrior never had an easy time from !
the first to the last, and it is diffi- |
cult to blame the officer and soldier
for that. when you consider that
each of these prisoners was, in the
soldier’s opinion, firing a bullet into
the back of his buddy in France—
a point of view which Mr. Thomas
steadfastly ignores.

As for Senator La Kolletie’s iniro-
duction, it is ably written, but dis-
credited by the fact that it pays Hi-
tle attention to the book and is
mostly devoted to a defense of La
Follette’s own behavidr during the
war. This is @ subject the public
: has heard enough of.

i Toward President Wilson Mr.
fl'homas is unusvally hiter, for his
metier is suavity and sweet reason-‘
ableness. : 1

|

To the tragic record of tus fail-
| ures [is a kindly example]. the
treatment of ‘conscientious ob-
jectors does not contribute as black
a page as the treatment of pris-
oners under the Espionage act.
Toward Debs and the others he
felt and expressed a positive vin-
dictiveness. It was as if they had
sinned against the Holy Ghost in
disputing his justification of the
war.

Not altogether ingemious, we fear.;
is Mr. Thomas. One reaches page
2530 of his 292-;uge book before com- |
‘ing upon this admission. ‘‘Per-
j chance”'—and mark the word. per- !

‘chance— ‘among the conscientious
| objectors in jail there were Reds,”’
and even then it is said in a tone of
irony, as if it constituted a delusion
on the part of the authorities. Yet
all through his hook there runs, like
an underground river. the circum-
stantial evidence showing that there
was no ‘‘perchance’ about it, unless
Mr. Thomas means to deny that his
heroic mutineers und many another
in his pantheon were Reds. Per-
haps he thinks a man must sign the
roll of the Bolsheviki in order to be
a real Red, and that anarchists and
militant Socialists and Communists
should be classed with Quakers and
Mennonites—in which. so far as the
few ‘‘philosophical’’ anarchists are
concerned, those who are as much
opposed to revolution as to war, he
is right, but we do not hear of many
such at Fort Leavenworth.

It is a waste of space to prove so
often that the conscientious ob-
jectors were no cowards. Bad lan-
guage used in _u'zu‘-time uand consist-
ing of everything that had a sting
‘n it fades. away with the dawn of
peace. It is five or six years since
the objectors were charged with be-
ing cowards. There was, in fact, a
pathetic heroism about the members
of those strange German and Rus-
sian sects who could not understand
what it was all about, who barely
knew that there was a war, the
| chief thing about which was that
ithey were being required to wear
i uniforms: and the garments making
lup that uniform were forbidden by
"their creed. Sb they resisted, and |
endured much cruelty and even|
ideath; a strange martyrdom. stnce
i rgnorance of the language for- |
i bade them to find out exactly whatl
i it was they were dying for. Yet no!
.doutit the bhetter-informed Socialist
;who had somehow gotten mixed up
with the Quakers under a law in-
tended only for their benefit was just
las conscientious as they. Once the]

"whole outfit revolted al Fort Ledv-
i enworth, and were conquered only
by reason—a most unusual mutiny.
The reason was displayed by Colonel
Sedgwick Rice, who made a speech
in which he showed them t{we
things: first, that he had absolute
control of the situation. and, second,
that he understood all their griev-
ances and would try to remedy
them. .

Mr. Thomas secks to conciliate,
and is nowhere violent. But he
makes his points clearly enough;
for instance, ‘‘President Wilson's
policy toward conscientious objectors
was hetter than his treatment of
Debs, by so much as Newton D.
Baker was a better man than .A.
Mitchell Palmer.”” Me could run
Into an argument over that ques-
tion without much trouble. He
slams the late President as hard as
he deems fit, but with an air of do-
ing him no more than justice, which
somehow is not convincing.

The people of the victorious
North had the proud memory that

after the Civil War no one had
been sentenced to decath, or even
imprisoned for treason. Why.
then, was such a people content o
maintain a small army’ of political .
prisoners?

A frivolous respondent might an-
swer that this time the noble North

was demoralized by association with
the wicked South. The real answer,
however, is that the boy l.xed After '
the Civil War the North did im-
prison large numbers of South-
erners, one of whom, the ex-Vice
President of the Southern Confed-
eracy. Alexander H. Stephens, has
left a mast beautiful and endearing
account of that mad incarceration
with its brutalities, not_one of which |
should have been inflicted on so frail |
~and old a man. As for sentence to
ideath for treason, techaically that
[is true; Wirz was hanged for vio-!
Ilation of the laws of war. Still it
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is what Gilbert called ‘‘such pre-
cious nonsense’ to say, as Mr.
Thomas does, that there was any
difference between the two wars or
that we jailed political prisoners be-
cause the war was unpopular. What
was President Davis flying from at
the time of the alleged hoop-skirt
incident? From an indictment for
treason and murder; and the story
of his foul trcatment in jail has
never been forgotten and is the one
thing that has barred General! Nel-
son A. Miles's way to the Demo-
‘cratic nomination for President. -On
the other hand, Horace Greeley's act

iin frecing him went fur toward in-
ducing many an ex-rebel to vote for
‘t‘he otherwise impossible nomination
. of Greeley by the Democrats in 1872.
lBut read Stephens, Mr. Thomas;
read Stephens.
. Theve is not much use talking
about the conscientious- objectors
now. The real purpose of such writ-
ing is to holster up the case of the
men convicted under the Espiowage
act. most of whom deserve what
they got, if there is any virtue at
all in the Government's defending
itself against treason and rebellion.
In fact, Mr. Thomas's book will do
the memory of President Wilson a
distinet service, showing by infer-
ence and even by incidenix that the
President was much motc .inclined
to take the short way with treason.
and rebellion than was generally be-
lieved. But he¢ had a great task, of
which this was a small part, and
generally ended by leaving the mat-
ter to Secretary Baker or some other
official whom Mr. Thomas has a
dangerous air of almost calling ‘‘old
boy."’ .

The chief trouble was one for which
there was no remedy, and is thus
stated by Mr. Thomas: *'Variations
in the temper of the officers them-
|selves were also reflected in the

—_—
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treatment of objectors.”” If he were
to go a little further and add that
variations in the temper of the ob-
jectors themselves were responsible
for both the brutality and the kind
of treatment the victims received he
would have a perfect case. The C.
O.'s suffered about as much prob-
ably as soldiers arrested in camp for
infractions of the rules. Mr. Thomas
might reply that the soldier knew
what he was being punished for,
while the Molokan didn't. Some-
times the soldier was a badly scared-
moron and sometimes his lieutenant
was. Those who appeared before
Senator Tom Watson's committee
may have known as much as a
Molokan, but certainly hadn't as
much intelligence. Among these obh-
jectors were some brilliant young
college men who had picked up odd
. opinions from their reading and who
combined heroism with high intelli-
gence and sensitive nerves. One of
. these, W. A. Dunham, who was put
ion trial by a court-martial for being
a conscientious objector, replied
| when arraigned that
| as a trial, 1 consider this whole
proceeding of constituting a tri-
bunal of military officers to try
me {(by archaic forms) for my
religious convictions, as a side-
splitting farce. |
1f any.,of the officers on the force;
had enough sense of humor to com-
prehend this delicate play of wit he
must have wished himself well out
of the place. But, after all, there
is seldom a war in which there ap-
pears no incident that is gruesome
or grotesque, though of course in
each war the victim thinks his case
is unique. This being the case with |
Mr. Norman Thomas and his fellow-
objectors in this particular war. as,
it probably was with the Great,
Kings of Nineveh, we cannot blame'
him and can only compliment him
on the ease and courtesy of his
style and manner. If some of his
friends think we are tools of Wall"
Street, he at least has the grace not |
'to mention it in our presence.
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