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cott against Ulster products by Southern
Ireland are, however, injuring the
chances of a solution of the Ulster diffi-
culty.

Lloyd George’s declaration before Par-
liament that the concessions offered by
him to the Sinn Fein leaders were lib-
eral to the possible limit was firm and
clear. The next move, as we write, is
with the Dail Rireann and Mr. DeValera.
The latter at present seems to be laying
stress on his assertion that the Domin-
ion proposed would be less free and

HIS morning I read in “Prayers
| of the Ages” the following prayer
to Jupiter, said to have been writ-

ten by Cleanthes about 210 B.c.:

“0 Thou who hast many names, but
whose power ig infinite and uncommuni-
cated! O Jupiter, first of immortals,
sovereign of nature, who governest all,
who subjectest all to thy law, I worship
. thee; for man is permitted to invoke
thee. Everything that lives or creeps,
everything mortal on earth is from thee,
and of thee but an imperfect image. 1
will address to thee my hymns, and will
never cease to celebrate thee.

“This universe expanded over our
heads, and which seems to roll around
the earth, is obedient to thee alone; and
at thy command are its motions in si-
lence performed. Thunder, the execu-
tioner of thy will, is launched by thy
invincible arm. Endowed with immor-
tal life, it strikes, and nature is appalled.

“Thou directest the universal mind
that animates the whole, and that exists
in all thy creatures; so unlimited and
supreme is thy power, O king! Nothing
in heaven, on the earth, or in the sea,
is produced without thee, except the evil
that proceeds from the heart of the
wicked.

“Thou bringest order out of confusion,
and by thee is the jarring of the ele-
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independent than that of Canada or
Australia. General Smuts thinks differ-
ently. In one speech De Valera declared,
“We cannot, we will not, on behalf of
this people accept these terms.” Yet
other of his utterances indicate a hope
that something may be found less than
absolute independence or acknowledged
right to secede on Ireland’s part, which
may insure what he described as an op-
portunity for the Irish people “of work-
ing out for themselves:their own na-
tional life in their own way.”

KNOLL PAPERS

BY LYMAN ABBOTT
TWO PRAYERS

ments composed. Thou hast so mingled
good and evil, that general and univer-
sal harmony is established. The wicked
alone, amongst all thy creatures, disturb
this general harmony.

“0 God!
descend, whom the storm and the thun-

- der obey, preserve us from error; deign

to inform our minds; attach us to that
eternal reason by which thou art guided
and supported in the government of the
world; that being ourselves honored we
may also honor thee, as becomes feeble
and mortal beings, by celebrating thy
works in an uninterrupted hymn; for
neither the inhabitant of earth nor the
inhabitant of heaven can be engaged in
a service more noble than that of cele-
brating the divine mind which presides
over Nature.”

I asked myself could any prayer sur-
pass this pagan prayer in its expression
of reverence for the Great God, sover-
eign of nature, who has many hames,
but whose power is infinite and uncom-
municated. Then I turned to that

" prayer with which we are so familiar

that its inner meaning is often lost to us:

“After this manner therefore pray ye:
Our Father which art in heaven, Hal-
lowed be thy name. Thy kingdom come.
Thy will be done, in earth as it is in
heaven. Give us this day our daily

from whom all blessings
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. When we consider how enormously
more liberal are the concessions now
offered to Irish national sentiment than
those contained in Mr. Gladstone’s two
Home Rule bills of 1886 and 1893, it
seems deplorable that the great Liberal
statesman could not then convince Par-
liament of the need of some recognition
of the Irish ideal of “Ireland for the
Irish.” A little spirit of concession and
mutual friendliness at that time might
have saved long years of bitterness and
bloodshed.

bread. And forgive us our debts, as we
forgive our debtors. And lead us not into
temptation, but deliver us from evil.”

The pagan reveres the power and wis-
dom of the Creator and Ruler of the
universe and confesses the littleness and
meanness of human ambitions con-
trasted with the life of Him who brings
order out of confusion. The Christian
also reveres the Great King and conse-
crates himself to a service with the
Great King in this work of bringing or-
der out of confusion upon the earth.
And then he nestles into the arms of a
providing, pardoning, and protecting
Father.

The difference between paganism and
Christianity is not a difference of names
and titles, nor a difference of creeds and
rituals. It is not that the pagan calls
God Brahm and the Christian calls him
God, nor that the pagan worships in a
temple with sacrifices and the Christian
worships in a church with prayers and
hymns. The difference is one between
stages of spiritual development. Pagan-
ism reveres the unknown Ruler of the
universe; the Christian reveres a heav-
enly Father, his constant Companion,
his nearest, dearest, and best-known
Friend. Paganism is the outer court of
the temple; Christianity is the Holy of
Holies in the same temple. ’

THE ARMS CONFERENCE AT WASHINGTON

States Senator from Idaho, offered a

resolution calling upon the Presi-
dent to begin negotiations looking to a
disarmament parley.

In May and June of the present year
the Senate and House passed the reso-
Tution.

In July President Harding ap-
proached Great Britain, France, Italy,
and Japan with a view to holding a con-
ference to consider the limitation of
armaments and issues relating to the

IN 1920 William Edgar Borah, United

A POLL OF THE PRESS

Pacific Ocean. This addition of the
problems of the Pacific went beyond the
purview of the Borah resolution, as did
the inclusion of other countries than
Great Britain and Japan in the Presi-
dent’s invitation. Mr. Borah’s reported
manifestation of displeasure was thus
treated by the St. Paul “Pioneer Press:”

Clearly, what Senator Borah wants
to do is to tackle the symptoms with-
out bothering with the disease. He
wants to quash the effects without
removing the cause. . . . But the fact

is that the linking of disarmament
with the unsettied problems of the
Pacific was a statesmanlike concep-
tion. For those problems are the key
to the whole situation. ... Japan,
once the guestions in dispute between
her and the United States are settled,
can abate her naval burdens, as it is
this country alone that she fears.
And the United States, keeping re-
mote from European bickerings, and
on terms of friendship and mutual
confidence with Great Britain and
France, and with no policies in the
Pacific and the Far East not sus-
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ceptible to satisfactory adjustment,
needs only to convince Japan thereof
to modify its own naval programme,
In August the President sent formal
invitations to the above nations and to
China asking them to meet in Washing-
ton on November 11, Armistice Day.

JAPANESE OPINION

From mno nation was the angwer more
anxiously awaited than from Japan, and
Japan was the one country to send a
qualified acceptance. This aititude was
not unnatural. The Kobe “Japan Chron-
icle,” doubtless thinking of Yap and
Shantung, somewhat acidly said that
the Pacific has “received rather more
atiention of late than it deserves.” An
additional irritation was found in the
fact that the American Government in-
vited China to take part in the Arms
Conference. Japan insisted upon ex-
cluding from the Conference certain
“alleged accomplished facts.” According
to the Tokyo “Asahi Shimbun” (the
Morning Sun), twenty-one topics, in-
cluding Yap, Shantung, and Siberia,
would be excluded by Japan from the
Conference on this ground. The Tokyo
“Nichi Nichi” (The Daily) declared that
“peace and prosperity form the world's
ideal” and that “reduction of armaments
must be the first step to attain this pur-
pose.” “The demand of the people grows
continually for relief from the burden
of armament,” according to the Osaka
“Asahi Shimbun.” The Tokyo “Jiji
Shimpo” (Current Problems) declares
that “the intelligent elements of Japan
are singerely anxious that the object of
limitation of armaments be attained,” at
the same time warning the disarmament
leaders that “they must also pay close
attention to the manner of controlling
the movement lest they be suspected of
some ulterior motive.”

The influence of the “intelligent ele-
ments” to which “Jiji” refers was recog-
nized by the two principal political
parties in appointing committees to
investigate the reduction of armament
expenditures., Even more sighnificant is
the action of  the Kosei Party in the
House of Peers of the Japanese Parlia-
ment in voicing the opinion that the
“public favored }imitation of armament
because of the increase of taxes and
declaring high prices would not fall un-
til reduetion could be made in armament
expenditure. The Tokyo “Asahi,” com-
menting on this, points out that hereto-
fore the House of Peers has always
emphasized and endorsed plans for the
country’s military defense and that its
present step is therefore a turning-peint
in the.country’s history.

Ag the result of the campaign led by
Yuzio Ozaki, late Minister of Justice,
showing that nine-tenths of the voters,
who could be reached by a system of
straw-voting, favored armament limita-
tion, the popular approval of President
Harding’s invitation was evident.

FRENCH OPINION

In France, like Japan, the opinion was
also favorable and acutely expressed.
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The “Journal des Débats,” always some-
what. skeptical, and assuming that the
real reason for the Conference was to
discuss the Pacific problem, remarked
that the American invitation saved the
British Cabinet from a very bad situa-
tion. That was to say, that a round-
table discussion of Pacific problems
would relieve the tension concerning the
renewing of the Anglo-Japanese Alli-
ance, also that the United States would
be quiek to grasp the opportunity to iron
out the knotty Pacific problem. It
added: “Let us note that, if in convok-
ing the Powers to discuss Pacific affairs,
President Harding also proposes to dis-
cuss disarmament, it is above all be-
cause the American masses demand
practical measures.”

The widely read Paris “Matin,” in the
course of an evidently inspired editorial,
declares that there are two aspects to
the Washington Conference. 1t agrees
with the “Débats” that “at first glance
it is a meeting, suggested by the British
Dominions, to associate the TUnited
States with the Anglo-Japanese Alliance,
or at least to prevent this Alliance from
being regarded as a menace by Ameri-
can opinion. But President Harding
has changed the character of the Con-
ference toward limitation of armament.”

The Paris “Temps,” as usual reflecting
the main body of intelligent opinion in
France, proposes this practical question:

What new guaranties are going to
be cestablished to prevent war in

Turope? That question proposes it-

self right at the beginning, if land

disarmament is to be discussed at

Waghington. . . . The day the Treaty

of Versailles was signed, two guaran-

ties were created against a European
conflict—one that the Covenant of
the Lieague of Nations made all the
signatory Powers guarantors of the
new frontiers of urope, and, second,
that the Franco-British and Franco-

American agreements promised armed

aid to France in case she was again

attacked by Germany. The second of
these guaranties has vanished, and
the first is not very dependable.

Nevertheless, these papers and all
others unite in the statement that Presi-
dent Harding’s invitation is good news
and that there is mnothing in it to
threaten the legitimate rights of France.
It is indeed natural that the first and
foremost reserve in French opinion is
that there can be no reduction of their
army so long as they have no other
guaranty than that army against Ger-
man aggression.

ENGLISH OPINION

In England the Harding invitation
was rveceived with far greater whole-
hearted enthusiasm thanin either Japan
or France. The London “Daily Mail”
declares that the President’s message
surpasses in importance all other ecur-
rent doings of whatever moment. The
“Paily Express” says that “it is a bright
augury for the peace of the whole world
that the President has now dissolved the
fog of mystery which has hung over the
question of international disarmament.
This country will gladly respond to the

31 August

call.”  The London “Evening News”
assures us that “if the President’s de-
sires are realized by a fair and perfectly
possible limitation of armaments, the
British people will be as ready as Amer-
jea to do him honor.” 'The London
“Times” affirms that the statement is
both “momentous” and “timely,” that it
opens “a new and hopefully fruitful
phase of the Pacific problem,” and that:
The task of the proposed Confer-
ence will be as delicate and, unless
discerningly approached, as danger-
ous as any that any conference ever
essayed to discharge. Not even the
Peace Conterence at Paris had to face
issues vaster or fraught with greater
possibilities of good and evil to the
world.

Referring further to the Paris Con-
ference (and with evident implication
as to Washington), the “Times” adds:

Its Iack of method, its practice of
approaching haphazard the most com-
plicated problems, and its errors in
allowing -the heads of Governments to
address themselves first hand to mat-
ters that ought to have been carefully
threshed out in advance by expert
subordinates, made it a by-word
among all who understand the impor-
tance of sound method and careful
procedure.

The London “Daily Telegraph” con-
cludes that President Harding’s invita-
tion to the Washington Conference is “an
act of the first historical significance,”
adding, as do the other papers, that “the
President’s breadth of vision and earn-
estness of purpose will be received with
the warmest tribute.”

AMERICAN OPINION

The English press has been “pouring
superlatives,” as the New York “Times”
says, over President Harding’s plan. ...
They speak of it as an ‘earth-shaking
event,’” a ‘turning point in history, and
80 on,” These characterizations, the
“Times” thinks, “are only partly born:
of the enthusiasm and eagerness which
now exists in England for co-operation
with the United States. They reflect
also the pervasive concern over the fail-
ure, up to the present, of the Great War
to make an end of war.,” In this at-
tempt, as the “Times” concedes, “time
is on the President’s side,” and “a stan-
dard has been raised to which ail who
long for peace with security will repair.”

Not only this Independent Demo-
cratic paper, but the dyed-in-the-wool
Democratic New York “World” praises
the President and his Secretary of
State—who is doubtless the real au-
thor of the Conference—as highly as do
the journals of his own party, and that
is saying a great deal. The “World”
even asserts that the proposal for the
Conference “is not only the most impor-
tant action yet taken by this Adminis-
tration, but it is the most important
undertaking in the way of international
relations since the signing of the Treaty
of Versailles.” Despite the fact that our
Senate has rejected the League, “Mr.
Harding is working with four of the
principal members of the League to
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carry out one of the League's great ob-
jeets.” ... To the “World” Mr. Har-
ding’s invitation is “doubly gratifying.
There were times when it seemed as if
the President failed to appreciate the
gravity of the issue or to understand the
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seriousness of the question of competi-
tive armament in respect to the asso-
ciated economic life of the world. . . .
He did nothing to further the general
course of disarmament until it was plain
that Congress could no longer be re-
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strained. . . . The President has now
zenerously atoned for any mistakes that
he made in the earlier stages of the dis-
cussion. . . . Mr. Harding’s invitation is
a manifestation of statements of the
first order. It is world leadership.”

THE BOILING-POT OF ITALY
SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE

PAYHE daily press publishes reports

I of riots and disturbances in Italy

on the scale of warfare., Yet from

Italy come repeated assertions of re-

cuperation and progress. What explains

this paradox? What are the actual con-
ditions obtaining?

But a short time ago I was jolting
down the Rettifilo of Naples, the driver
of my carozza threading his way with
shouts and threats through the inde-
scribable confusion of vehicles careening
over the cobbles. The mouth of an alley
opened a short, dark vista into the laby-
rinth of congested buildings crowding
upon the thoroughfare.

Suddenly a commotion swirled on the
corner about something hidden in its
vortex.

Traffic halted. Passers-by sprang even
from carriages to dive into the mélée.
There was a babble of shouting voices
above an ominous undertone. As from

- between the paving stones, the pictur-
esque police of Italy rose into presence.
Short, sharp words and energetic prod-
ding with rifle butts disintegrated the
mass, from which emerged a triumphant
cortége, uncertainly piping the first
notes of a song and then bursting into
the national anthem as it marched ex-
uberantly down through the stalled
trafic of the highway.

Something was borne off and hurried
away in an ambulance.

Muttered words and angry glances,
promise of further trouble, followed the
departing and provocative column.

‘What was it all about?

Immediately, it concerned a Socialist
agitator, a Communist, run foul of a
group of fascisti, ex-army men for the
most part, neo-militarists, extreme na-
tionalists.
beating, an impromptu parade of vie-
tors, while the pulpy mass of the victim
was hurried off to the hospital.

Symptomatically, it was a collision of
the two militant parties of Italy, Social-
ist and Nationalist, which seem deter-
mined, by their very bitterness and in-
sistence, to divide the nation to extremes
and to embroil the greater part of the
population, wholly sympathetic with
neither the one party nor the other, into
civil war.,

Three years ago the Chamber of Depu-
ties at Rome presented a mere handful
of Socialist delegates.- To-day the Cham-
ber of Deputies has become Socialistic
in the majority!

Followed a recognition, a .

BY ELBERT BALDWIN

To-day the Socialist delegation is
conservative in the majority. To-mor-
row, if the trend of events continues in
Italy which is turning the voter and
his delegate into the extremes of one
camp or the other, Italy as a nation will
be split between the radical wings of
opposing parties.

On the one hand is Socialism; it is the
musie but not the meaning of the word to
which the mass of the Italian proletariat
responds, moderated by individuals of
greater intelligence and maturity. On
the other hand is the Nationalistic
party, the fascisti, offspring of the war,
organized, ambitious, protagonists of the
present form of government, of the pres-
ent social order, and of Italian terri-
torial expansion which cannot but be
considered excessive.

Of the two parties, the fascisti are
comparatively the more extreme, in so
far that the party represents the edu-
cated classes, unintelligently and bit-
terly opposed to greater class equality.
It must be admitted that the fascisti
have shown courage in suppressing ex-
tremes of social eruption. It must, how-
ever, further be admitted that they have
used means as brutal and atrocious as
those to which the least advanced of
their opponents might resort, and that
the antagonistic attitude of this party
has sharpened the social issue in Italy
and hindered its more normal evolution.

No middle party has yet gained popu-
lar support in Italy. The demand for
such a party, though probably inarticu-
late within the nation, remains distrust-
ful of the mnecessary compromise of
issues. For Italy, like every nation gov-
erned by its heart and controlled too
little by its intelligence, is in the hour
of action a nation of extremes, all black
or all white. TIts life is the story of
accession and recession, of waves of
effort beating on a beach. A series of
coalition Cabinets have come and gone.
Such Cabinets will eontinue to come and
go, to recombine and reproportion the
elements at variance, while evolution
and progress, which in Italy cannot be
controlled and can be only partly guided
by the individual, will work out its des-
tiny with prevailing extravagance of
effort, from the substance of the nation.

It is not in her action, but reaction,
that Italy must be estimated. Her sal-
vation lies in the native intelligence of
the masses, an’ intelligefice frequently
submerged in moments of passion, re-

acting with the surety of a spring when
the pressure of feeling has been spent.
The great industrial upheaval of a year
ago ended through no action of the Gov-
ernment—an instance of inspired inac-
‘tion which should become historical—
but through the reaction of the workers

themselves, who had seized factories,

converted them into an armed camp
which only artillery could subdue, and
defied the Government to oust them.
The intensity of the Fiume issue, which
led to the mad expedition of d’Annunzio,
fizzled out with the reaction in Italy to
national dignity.

If Ttaly and evenis in Italy are to
be judged by the measure of less flexi-
ble nations, to-day Italy again borders
close upon civil war. I could fill, not
this article, but The Outlook in which
it is published, with accounts of disturb-
ances which have come o my knowledge,
to many of which I have been witness
during the past twenty-four months. Be-
neath a surface still for the most part
orderly the blood of Italy is fevered with
the illnesses following the war and com-
mon to the world, breaking into spas-
modic eruption, to-day at Trieste, to-
morrow in Naples, at the moment of
writing at Sarzana, near Genoa, where,
it is reported in a newspaper, twenty-five
lives were lost as the result of an en-
gagement between Communists and
fascisti employing machine guns.

In the same daily paper is published
the news that the new Bonomi Cabinet
has received an overwhelming vote of
confidence in its avowed purpose of sup-
pressing just such disorders as have
occurred at Sarzana, from whatever
quarter they shall arise. One may well
gasp at this typical contradiction to
which Italy’s national life gives expres-
sion. An understanding of the volatile
Italian psychology may bring some un-
derstanding of her paradoxical ways.

If, as is indicated, the Government is
now to step in between opposing fac-
tions, it has undertaken a task similar
in many respects to that of Great Britain
in Ireland. The outcome of -actual
measures is decidedly doubtful. It is
quite conceivable that circumstance may
eventually precipitate general eivil war
just as circumstance now provokes local
eruptions of what is nothing less than
civil war. Even in sueh event, however,
though the pot boil over, it is again by
the criterion, not of action, but of reac~
tion, that Italy may he estimated.



