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movement; Catherine Breshkovsky, now
seventy-two years.old and engaged in
splendid work for the Russian children
in Carpathia; Zeminoff, three times a
prisoner in Siberia and once condemned
to death by the Czar; Tchernoff, once
Cabinet Minister and the leader of the
peasant party; and other members of
the Socialist Revolutionary party, have
offered to surrender to the Russian Gov-
ernment as hostages in order to set free
temporarily other members of their
faith and party who have long been im-
prisoned by the Soviets and who are
slowly dying, so that these poor suf-
ferers- may have a chance to recover
health before reéturning to prison.

The facts in the case are mnot very
clear. The offer was based on a state-
ment coming from Russia attributed to
Krylenko, the Soviet Minister of Jus-
tice, that he would accept such ex-
changes.
women who have signed the offer de-
clare: ‘“We are ready to become in their
stead hostages in the full and strict
sense of the word. We shall come and
go to prison for them.” The letter in
which this offer was made is not signed
by Kerensky or Madame Breshkovsky,
but reports state that they have joined
the movement.

The friends of those now in prison
guote a despatch of some length from
Krylenko which distinctly oifers to re-
lease for a year three prisoners nhamed,
“provided that in place of them there
will come to Russia voluntarily other
members of the Central Committee of
the party who are now living abroad.”

Whether the proposal is feasible or
not, and whatever the exact facts lead-
ing to it may be, the incident has
brought out the devotion and comrade-
ship of those who make the offer. They
are revolutionists, to be sure, but they
are not Anarchists and mob absolutists
as are the Bolsheviki. One of the volun-
teers declares that they are offering
themselves for the elementary principles
of liberty—freedom of the press and
universal suffrage. It appears that a
large number of members of the ‘Social-
ist Revolutionary party are held in Mos-
cow jails in wretched conditions and
with breaking health. What is most
significant of all is that they have stead-
fastly refused to accept release unless
these principles were recognized by the
Soviet, although they stood ready when
such recognition came to work with the
Soviet.

One despatch from Moscow states that
one section of the Socialist Revolution-
ary party has disbanded in the belief
that gradual change in the economic
and political policy of the Soviets will
make their efforts needless. However
this may be, the offer just described
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is one of beautiful self-abnegation and
proffered sacrifice.

SUGAR AND RUBBER .
HE connection in the public. mind
Jjust now between. sugar and rubber

is that both are abnormally high in

price. The public in both cases natu-
rally asks, Why? and, What can be done
about it? The world’s production of
sugar is remarkably good this year;
why, then, should the housekeeper pay
several cents more per pound than she
did a few months ago? There are two
answers to that question, and there may
be some truth in both. One answer is
that the sugar growers of Cuba are hold-
ing back their produect in order to make
prices high; the other is that our Tariff

Law puts such a high rate on sugar im-

portations that the home producers are

able to raise their prices despite compe-
tition from Cuba.

Secretary Hoover, of the Department
of Commerce, is making an investiga-
tion to find out whether the recent rise
in the price of sugar is due to a combi-
nation in restraint of trade. In reply
to an intimation that the Government
had favored a combination between
American and Cuban sugar producers to
restriet the production of sugar, Secre-
tary Hoover properly points out that
nothing of that kind could be done with-
out the consent of Congress, that he told
those who wanted to make such an
agreement that this was the case, and
that they of course failed to get any
such action from Congress.

One check to the rise of sugar prices
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might come from President Harding.
He can, under the present law, with the
support of: the “Tariff Commission, cut
the tariff down on" sugar ‘even by fifty
per cent. ~Probably ihe discussion that
has followed the sudden’rise in sugar
will bring about relief~in one way or
another. | s
The rubber EVEb stion :is ‘somewhat
similar to ‘the su; uestlon in that we
cannot prevent th Governments of for-
eign countries’ from restrietmg the
trade to this. countr It.is very doubt-
ful whethér that a‘:good general
policy, and this has been shown in the
bast by Braml’s efforts t0.drive up the
price of coffee: by holdmg back the prod-
uct. . The. rubber consumed in America
oI Brmsh riibber plan-
oir, The World con-
sumptlon of ¥ -8 1ncreas1ng enor-
mously, and th tlon ‘of rubber
1mportat10n isa very Serious thing for
American mdustry The British rubber
growers cla.1m that the United States
‘wants to buy rubber below the cost of
productlon, but that is denied by the
. ‘Rubber . Assocla‘uon of America, the
largest consumers of rubber in the
\yorld and:is ‘not probable in itself.
_The result: of this. discussion about

tations on th

. rubb r-has:been to stimulate our Depatts

'm‘ t 6 Gommerce and the Rubber Asso-
iation -t6 begin efforts to find out
whiethér rubber cannot be cultivated to
advantage elsewhere than in the Ama-
zon Valley. Experiments in the Malay
Peninsula have already yielded good re-
sults. It is now proposed to look into
the possibilities of the Philippines, and
of Ecuador and Peru. Ecuador is be-
lieved to be particularly well suited for
this purpose, and is much nearer to this
country than the present source of sup-
ply. .An appropriation was granted by
the last Congress for investigations of
this sort. It would certainly be of
immense benefit to the world if the
rubber product could be doubled or
trebled.

HENRY KREHBIEL

IT is not often that a professional man,
especially in the field of the fine arts,
receives at his death such tributes from
his colleagues as have been paid to
Henry E. Krehbiel, who died in New
York on March 20, after having served
on the staff of the New York “Tribune”
for forty years.

He was born in Ann Arbor, Michigan,
the son of a Methodist circuit rider,
about seventy years ago, and became a
newspaper reporter at twenty years of
age. In 1879 he was brought to the New
York “Tribune” from Ohio by Whitelaw
Reid. On that journal he not only did
musieal reporting, but reporting of
other kinds, so that to the end of his
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life he had profound interest and sym-
pathy for journalism. He was consid-
ered by his colleagues in the field of
musical criticism to be a man of dis-
»tinguished scholarship and erudition.
Royal Cortissoz says of him:

‘How he did labor! 'There was no
limit to what Krehbiel would do to
make his writings deserving of the
absolute confidence they inspired. He
was the kind of scholar who would
ransack a library to make sure of
getting a date right. He worked like
a giant over the revision of Thayer’s
“Beethoven.” And then he wrote
with the ease and limpid clearness of
the artist. He did this In book after

. book, but if anything makes his com-
rades in journalism proud of him it is .
the fact that he did this late at night
for the next morning’s paper. It used
to be a joy to be with him on these oc-
casions, to sit- opposite while the busy
pen marched down the page without
-any hesitation. It was an exhibition
of trained craftsmanship, operating
like -magic. With his packed mind,
his taste, his judicial faculty, and his
supple English, he was the man of
letters doing a first-class job of work
at racing speed. It is sweet to re-
member him in that roéle, -as it is
- sweet to remember his fun and his
kindness, the constant evidences that
he had a big heart to go with his big
orain.

HENRY E, KREHBIEL

But, while these qualities of acecuracy
and knowledge, as well as his fine taste
in the art to which he devoted his life,
were recognized by all his colleagues,
there were qualities of character which
apparently impressed themselves still
more upon his associates. ‘“Ugliness not
only revolted but puzzled him.,” He
had “reverence for the great men of
musie.”” Opera singers had to demon-
strate to Krehbiel “that they could do
something finer than delineate the pas-
sion of Thais or Salome.” “His best
friends knew that the bed-rock of his
character was sincerity.” “In his mind
there dwelt always a deep belief in the
association of purity with beauty.” “He
detested all the flimsy pretenses which
masqueraded as arguments in favor of
crass realism and sensualism.”

We do not mean to give the impres-
sion that Mr. Krehbiel was a profes-
sional moralist, or used musical criti-
cism for the purposes of evangelism. But

we do mean to say that his reputation, -

his achievements, his influence, and the

- tributes that are paid to him by his col-

leagues are a demonstration of the fal-
lacy of the dictum “Art for art’s sake.”
Great character is the essential basis of
all great art.

4 April

A COAL JURY

OURTEEN writers have now ex-i
F pressed in The Outlook their:

views in reply to the question,|
Shall our Coal Mines be Nationalized?!
The two articles published last week|
and the twelve letters in this issue rep-)
resent fairly the opinion of men versed!
in questions of industry and public in-|
terests, for among these writers are the
head of the American Federation ofl
Labor; the president of a coal company|
and a coal association; the president ofl
a district of union coal miners; an au-
thor whose books on Socialism are re-|
garded as authoritative by all moderatel
Socialists; a skilled engineer; the Presi-|
dent of the Carnegie Foundation, for-|
merly head of 4 famous technicall
school; three editors—one of a miners’|
journal, the second of a noted farmers’
paper, the third associate editor of 2
great city newspaper; and the presi
dents of two American colleges.

Only one of the fourteen writers ad
vocates nationalization. The jury’s ver
dict this week is unanimous. But ii
the poll is taken as to whether the pres
ent condition of the coal industry as
between owners, workers, and con
sumers is satisfactory, the verdict i
nearly as “strongly in the negative
Almost every one thinks that something
should be done, and some believe thai
if nothing is done Government owner
ship or nationalization will follow.

The remedies are varied: Mr, Gom
pers believes the solution is in “a propey
organization of the mining industry om
both sides and a proper collaboration ot
both organized owners and organize
worker§ in the mining industry,” anc
deprecates -the idea of Governmeni
ov;fnership. President Bradley, of the
‘West Virginia Coal Association, hope:
rather doubtfully for help from the Coar
Commission and for bettering of trans
portation facilities. Mr. Gilbreth, as an
engineer, urges burning coal at thc
mines to make electric power for the
railways and the development of watei
power. Dr. Pritchett calls for “a faii
and disinterested agency which shall
pass upon the conflicting claims o
operators and miners and give g decis
ion in accordance with justice and with
consideration for the rights of the wholc
people;” Mr. Haskell, of the Kansas City,
“Star,” asks, “Is it too much to expeci
that within the near future the law o
supply and demand will work out an
approximate solution?”

What seems undisputed and essentia:
in dealing with the coal question is thai
there are three parties to be consideres
and three basic conditions to be sought’
The three parties are the owners, th:
workers, and the consumers. The thre:



