BOOSEVELTETS STUPER-SOCIATLISM.

,b THEODORE
;izought out and matured his doctrine
f Sociallsm. It is not the Marxlian
30013115 n. Much that KarL DMaRX
au,:,ht is rejected by present- -day So-
-jalists. Mr. RoosEVELT achieves the
sadigtrinution of wealth in a simpler
=-1d cusier way. He leaves the land,
.hc mines, the factories, the railroads,
he banls—all the instruments of pro-
f_luctlon and exchange—in the hands
:\f their individual owners, but of the
g:roﬁts of their operation he takes
gmﬁtever share the people at any giv-
#n time may choose to appropriate to
{e common use. The people are go-
% i'_to say, We care not who owns and
':nﬂks the cow, so long as we get our

!Bl of the milk and cream. DMaRx left
a doctrine

Zbomahsm in its infancy.
+hat stumbled and sprawled under the
welght of its own inconsistencies. Mr.
RoosEVELT's doctrine is of no such
complexity. Tt has all the simplicity
:d'f theft and much of its impudence.
'I‘he means employed are admirably
adapted to the end sought, and if the
system can be made to work at all, it
wilI go on forever.

“.Mr. ROOSEVELT’s plan for the reor-
ganization of Government and society
Ea get forth in his article on “ The Pro-
g'resshe Party ” in the September is-
:m;le of The Century >Magazine. In
émnmarx it is this:

| 1. Unite all the people in the Pro-.

%‘essive Party by destroyving the “ bi-
¥ partisan combine of the two boss-
e ridden party machines whose hostil-
F‘!;ty each to the other is only nominal
'm comparcd to the hostility of both to
Mthe people at large.”

2 Extend indefinitely the power and

the functions of Government. For the
solution of the problems confronting
-Ehe people. and effectually to cure the
f‘_evﬂs of to-day, “ it wIill be necessary
‘#40 invoke the use of governmental
_» power to a degree hitherto unknown
_lf‘in this country, and, in the interest
** of democracy. to apply principles
* which the purelv individualistic de-
st mocracy of a century ago would not
“ have recognized as democratic.”

3. Abolish competition. That is a
cardinal doctrine of Soclalism. “ We
¢ believe that the business world must
# change from a competitive to a co-

- # gperate basls. We absolutely repu-
#* djate the theory that any good
*whatever can come from confining
#* gurselves solely to the effort to re-
% produce the dead and gone condi-
¢» +ions of sixty vears ago—conditions
* cf uncontrolled competition between
“ competitors most of whom were
e small and weak.”

4. Put the making and the repeal of
_l}:z.ws and the interpretation of the
&ohsﬁtution directly into the hands of
the people by the initiative and the
referendum and the recall of judicia
decisions by popular vote. “ We hold
« ynoreover, with the utmost empha.
“pmls, that the people themselve:
“should have the right to declide fo!
"themselves after due deliberatior
“ ‘what laws are to be placed upon the
“ sta.tute books. and what construc
“Hon is to be placed upon the Consti
« tutions, National and State, by th
“courts so far as concerns all law
"for soclal and industrial justice.”

* 5. Confiscate great fortunes and le
the people take what part they choos
of all private fortunes by the taxin
power. “ We belleve that great fort
““unes, even when accumulated by th
« man himself, are of limited benefi
-#.¢6" the country, and that they ar
« Getrimental rather than beneficis
« when secured through inheritanc
« > therefore belleve in a heavil
* rogressive inheritance tax—a ta
: ~-hich shall bear very lightly o
" . .mall or ordinary inheritances, bt
“~+ hich shall bear very heavily upo
"}"‘:all inheritances of colossal size. W
“bexleve in 2 heavily graded incoxx
" '{ax, along the same lines, but d
” erlmmatmcr sharply in favor ¢«
“earned as compared with unearne
e’ mcomes
j “rThat is the Roosevelt Socialism. W
n:z.ve called it super—Socxahsr

'}.mzsczu. imagined and portrayed ti

‘uporma.n, in a wiser society thi

f_éaa ceased to waste time and effo

1:1 caring for the dependent and ti

'?1" ipless, leaving them to their fate, ¢
‘&Murées of xsocxal nutrition would |

W uDon X for the. development
Lefidient. - Yhe ' capabla, the! fine

ReOSEVELT has  now|

specimens of the race, until the per-
‘fect type was evolved—the superman.
Mr. ROOSEVELT has laid many systems.
of Soclalism under contribution, re-
jecting, choosing, refining, perfecting,
and upon parts of all he erects his
own. He surpasses and towers above
the other teachers of "Sociallsm. We
do not see how his work could have
been better done—for his ends. It is
so easy when there is no Opposition,
when yvou have put all the people into
one party, and when your plan Is ex-
pressly contrived for laying hold of
the gains of the capable, the efficient,
and the successful for the benefit of
the Iincompetent, the shiftless, the
shirks, and the faflures. Govern-
ment under the control of all for the
benefit of all would of necessity work
without a hitch.

It is Socialism. It is something else,
too, but unmistakably, it is Socialism.
“ The goal is not Socialism,” says Mr.
RoOOSEVELT, “but so much of Social-
“i{sm as will best permit the building
“ thereon of a sanely altruistic Indi-
* vidualism, an indlvidualism where
“ self-respect is combined with a Hvely
“ gense of consideration for and duty
*“ toward others, and where full rec-
“ ognition of the Increased need of col-
‘“ lective action goes hand in hand
“ with a developed instead of an atro-
*“ phied power of individual action.”

Socialism is never a goal, any morc
than republicanism or democracy is a
enal.  Parties and party faiths and
policies are means to.a.n end. Mrd._.
ROOSEVELT's system of Socialism is a
means, the goal lies further on. He
professes the deepest solicitude for the
fdeal of individualism. His collectiv-
ism, his co-operative plan for business,
his Government directlon and control
“ to a degree hitherto unknown in this
country,” he protests, “ would not
“mean in the slightest degree any im- |
“ pairment or weakening of Individ-
ual character.” “ We are striving,”
he savs, “in good faith to produce
“ conditions in which there shall be a
“more general division of material
“ well-being, to produce conditions
“ under which it shall be difficult for
“ the very rich to become so very rich,
“ and easier for the men without capi-
““ tal, but with the right type of char-
“ acter. to lead a life of self-respecting
“and hard-working well-being.”

The plan must be examined. It is
not without foresight and purpose
that Mr. RooseVvELT would call into
being a Government of men, not of
laws. The Constitution of the United
States, adopted a century and a quar-
ter ago. guarantees protection to the
life, liberty, and property of the citi-
zenn. When the deep, even-flowing,
traditional current of constitutional
interpretation by men profoundly
learned in the law is diverted 1¢ the
fretted and tortuous channel of pop-
ular caprice. the checks the people at
the weginning laid upon themsclves,
the guarantees they gave as a solemn
covenant of all with all are swept

away, mere sticks in the Niagara
Rapids. The Constitution is torn to
tatters. And that is the foundation

of the system, as Mr. ROOSEVELT well
knows. In vain the possessor of a

great fortune will appeal to the)|
courts; the people are the courts, and
they want his money. Not only the
great, tut the small, fortunes will be
open to spoliation, any fortunes, any
accumulation. There are not enough
great fortunes to satisfy Mr. ROOSE-
VELT'S great Progressive Party after
it has once made a beginning of re-
distributing wealth by confiscation.
Observe that Mr. RoOOSEVELT'S death
and income taxes are not laid for
revenuse—he says nothing about reve-
nue. They are imposed to take away
the possessions of the rich. But in
estimating- the yield of the new in-
come tax the Ways and Means Com-
mittee puts the number of inccmes
exceeding £1,000,000 per year at only
100, and the revenue from the tax
on them would be but §9,000,000. Of
these “‘ colossal fortunes ' there would
be enough merely to whet the Gar-
gantuan appetite of Demos. Inevi-
tably, all fortunes save the most
modest, would be laid under con-
tribution.

Now the effect of this cannot be
mistaken. It would kill the spirit of
enterprise, at once put a stop to in-
dustrial progress, and bring the coun-
trv's business to the dead level of
stagnation. Who would strive and
toil, who would live laborious days in
building up a great business to accu-
mulate wealth that excise taxes would
diminish during his life and that the
Government would seize at his dcath?
AMr. RoosevELT destroys the motive
of toll and enterprise when he con-
trives 2 tax that would bear heavily
upon ‘‘ unearned *’ incomes, that 1s in-
comes from investments, If you de-
stroy the incentive you prevent the
achievement. Any form of Socialism
would bring on industrial paralysis,
Mr. RoosevELT' S most of all. His plan
could have no other result. It is a
logical and coherent plan: First, the
party of all the people; then Govern-
ment interference with all industrial
and commercial forces; then the doing
away with competition, which all So-
cialists preach; then the surmounting
of the terrible obstacle of the Con-
stitution by popular vote—all these
changes being accomplished the way
would be open to unlimited confisca-
tion of property and the redistribu-
tion of wealth.

The trouble is that .after a Ilittle
there would be nothing to confiscate.
And that iq the vice, the hollowness,
the shem of Mr. R0OOSEVELT'S Social-
‘stic doctrine. From beginning to
end of his article there is not a iine
or a word which, rightly understood
and carried out to its true meauing,

glve the least encouragement to
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Republic. Yet we are all business men,
all workers. Mr. ROOSEVELT'S recon-
stitution of society would leave 1t
inert by destroying individual ini-
tiative, hope, and ambition, which are
the foundatlons of progress. It is a
sterile system, yet being sterile, why
has he constructed it? Because he
knew that with his great skill he
could make this Utopian dream at-
tractive to that very consldcrable
part of society which is the material
with which agitators work—the dls-
contented, the unsuccessful, the en-
vious. And upon a Progressive Party
thus assembled and fortified with
delusions he wounld rise again to
power. It i3 as the basts of his am-
bition that he hasgs formulated his
plan. The fatal defect of it is that
the American people are far too in-
telligent, they have too much common
sense to be deluded by the shallow
sophistries of the Roosevelt Socialism.
But the Colonel had to do something,
his party is golng to pieces.




