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-~ German—and British—"‘Shirks”

Office prints a letter found on a German pris-

oner, or an expression of opinion from one

of the enemy who has fallen into our hand,
which indicates that there are men fighting in the
German army who do not want to be there. Of
course there are. It is quite plain, also, that there
are men in the British Empire who do not want to
fight for their country. And they are not fighting
for their country. And they will not be fighting for
their country—for they will take precious care not
to volunteer. Every time a British citizen of military
age, health and circumstances—who has not enlisted
—reads one of those cowardly letters from a German
“shirk,” he ought to sign his name to the bottom of
it. So far as actions go, those are his sentiments.
The only difference between the two cases is that
the German “shirk” cannot get out of doing his share
of defending the policy which his Government has
adopted; while the British “shirk” can.
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KNOW a whole army of men who do not want to
pay taxes. If we had the volunteer system for
raising our national, provincial or .municipal

revenues, sometimes this country would have to get
along with an exceedingly slim budget. A great
many estimable men would conclude that they
“needed the money” much more than the Govern-
ment did; or they would make a personal objection
to some money-spending proposal of the Government
a sufficient excuse for withholding their contribu-
tion “that year.” Yet. what business has the Gov-
ernment to compel men to pay taxes? Isn’t this a
free country? Can’t we keep for ourselves whatever
money we may manage to make? Isn’t a man’s first
duty to feed and clothe his family? Should a
“pacifist” be compelled to pay for Sam Hughes’ drill
halls, or a Government-ownership man for the Gov-
ernment grants to private railways? I tell you that,
if we had the fine, free and enlightened voluntary
system of tax-paying, there would be some tall tax-
dodging exploits in this patriotic country of ours.
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N OW, why do we brutally and ruthlessly and des-
potically compel citizens to pay taxes when
‘ they do not want to do so? - Why do we, just
because we are bigger than they are, knock them
down and go through their clothes for what we de-
cide, by majority vote, they ought to “cough.” We
do it with a good conscience, because they get the
benefits of the government—federal, provincial or
civic—which these taxes support. The Government
gives them value for their tax-money. Well, isn’t
the British- Government giving the British people
value to-day for their military service? Does not
the Government policy which puts that navy in the
North Sea and that army in Flanders and France,
confer benefits upon the British peoples of such un-

I j'VERY now and then, the British Intelligence

limited value and immeasurable worth that we could

not express it, even in terms of the priceless lives
which are being paid down so grimly for these bene-
fits? Yet it is only the volunteers who are paying
their share of this “blood tax.” The “shirks” are
staying at home, rolling themselves in their cher-
ished and blood-bought liberties like sleek cats—and
permitting the brave and the patriotic and the self-
gacrificing to do their dying for them.
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THAT is the way the beautiful voluntary system
works out. The generous, the patriotic, the
self-sacrificing, go into the army, while the sel-
fish, the cowardly and the self-indulgent stay at home
and reap the benefits. The British subjects who do
not fight, will enjoy every liberty won for us all by
the men who are risking death under the storm of
shrapnel from German guns; and they will pay noth-
ing for it, They will be precisely in the position of
the citizen who had his property protected by the
police, his person safeguarded by all the machinery
of justice, his health cared for by the sanitary de-
partment, water in his house and pavements on his
street—and yet refused to pay his taxes. Of course,
he cannot refuse. We have compulsory municipal
service—so far as tax-paying goes. Perhaps, a better
illustration of what the man who shirks his military
duty is doing, could be secured from club life. He
is like a member of a club who takes full advan-
tages of all its benefits, and then refuses to pay his
dues.
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7 all know what we would say about such a man.
Yet—so narrowly have we understood the
meaning of the word “liberty”—we have actu-

ally elevated a systematic shirking of military duty
into a sort of noble devotion to “liberty.” We
grandly contrast our freedom in this respect with
the servile condition of “the conscript nations of

very top rank in'the Russian State.

Europe.”” We say that they ‘are enslaved by their
“military caste’; while we are free as air from any
such ignoble domination. -And we pride ourselves
on this gospel of “shirking.” It would be incredi-
ble—if we were not so accustomed to it. Nor is it
hard to see how .we fell into this mistake. It is an-
other. of ‘the consequences. of the impractical and
misleading teachings of the “pacifists.’”” They have
taught us that all preparation for'war betrays a lack

of faith in the triumph of religion which: is to banish '

war—that to prepare for war is to cause it—that we
have a nobler ideal than the military nations which
do prepare for war. So -we have sincerely flattered-
ourselyes -that we had found honour jn a course of
dishonour. C R T e i
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Fa;cts-"‘,a‘s Narrated

HIS is what a Canadian thinks about Russia.

Not: Professor Mavor, ‘who is a Scotchman; -

- but ‘a man who has for years been in the
" . electrical. engineering profession and spent
a long while in Russia engaged in negotiating con-
tracts for electrical -traction .and other under-
takings. Mr. F. C. Armstrong has traveled much
and he knows Russia by a direct method; not so
much by books, but more by rubbing up against Rus-
sians in many walks of life, from high officials down
to the ranks of the people who formed the mass-
dynamics of the Russian revolution. He is a per-
sonal friend of several Russian officials who stand
high in’ public service and who both understand and
represent the forces that are making the Slav empire
a great modern force among world democracies.
And it is of the new, modern Russia that Mr. Arm-
strong delights to talk. To him the old Russia of
the pogrom and the knout and the penal colony is
a shadowy, receding background to the eager, splen-
did and virile Russia that since the war began has
made even military experts eat their criticisms
about the “glacier” and the “steam roller.” This
regenerated Russia——

“Believe me,” he said, energetically, “she is not
yet undetstood. Europe does not know the Russia
whose “aim is to establish a new, practical culture
of civilization in Europe. ‘Fngland is only beginning
to find out the Russia that is taking her for a model
of government and avoiding the state policy of
the! Germans.” s .« ==

He admitted that many people in the British Em-
pire had talked 6f the Slav peril as a thing worse,
if possible, than the German menage.” -« =

“When there-is no Slav peril,” he said. “Why
should there be? Russia is regenerated. We all
admit that the past ten years has put a new face
on England, on Canéada, on France, and in a different
sense Germany. We know that democracy.has ear-
marked the twentieth century for her own. We
must also admit that Russia above’all nations, even
more than the monarchical democracy of England, or
the republican democracy of the United States, or
the Socialist democracy of France has cut herself
loose absolutely from autocracy as she used to know
it, from bureaucracy as she had it, for from all the
dark methods of mediaevalism.”

The regeneration, of course, dates back to the
revolution that followed the war with Japan; the
war ‘which was fomented by Germany and is now not
regretted by Russia because it awoke the giant of

175,000,000 Slavs to a new sense of the need for inner

inside reformation and a new possibility of standing
dead against the mediaeval militarism of Germany.
_The Canadian _ltmvelver admitted this.

66 IGHER critics may have poohpoohed that re-
volution,” he said. “But it still lives and it
is a tremendous and dynamic sincerity. I
don’t mean that universal franchise could have done

anything for Russia. 'Of what use is the manhood

suffrage to a peéople the majority of whom can
neither read nor write? That was a fallacy. The
limited franchise of the Octoberist party in the Duma
is the real thing; the enfranchisement of the great

‘middle class who, in any country, are the real power

of the State. That has been accomplished in Russia.
In fact @ man may be of low birth and rise to the
Such a man
was De ‘Witte. ‘There was no barrier to that man.
His talent was recognized not less than that of
Stolypin, who was a born aristocrat. Russia is not,
as some people have supposed, governed by her
grand-dukes and the Czar. As far back as 1865

..vthe grand-ducal estates were purchased

‘vator.

THOUSANDS of people are ready to go to war
now, who were not ready to be trained for war
before war broke. Their hearts are;,!right, !J“t

their judgments were misled. “They believed the silly

“pacifist” gospel that war would not corme’ if we kept

our:souls clean from the soiling business -of.prepar

ing for it. Now they know that the exact opposite
was ‘true. War would not have. come, in all prob-
ability; if. we had been prepared for it. ‘Universal
military training, indeed, would only demand of u$
what we are all quite willing to grant now. If the
British Government finds that the voluntary system
does not give it enough troops to finishi*this ~war,
and if it has recourse to “the draft”—as the Amerlt
cans did during their Civil War—the country will
support it loyally. That will be compulsory military
training. The Americans  had it—and it did not

destroy their democraey. Yet the moment this 18

granted, the only question which it leav s open 18

whether war is sufficiently probable to make. univer-

sal military training, in time of peace, of value to
the nation. And after our costly and herrifying €x
perience with this war—which the “pacifists” com-
stantly assured us could never happen—there ought
to be no doubt on that point.

: THE MONOCLE, MAN.

lav Peril ?
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by .the g0V-

ernment and resold to the peasantry. 'The grand’
+dukes were’dispossessed of their sway. They rush
to spend their money on the Riviera. The workel;s

and the producers pushed up to take their places.’

.. Mr. Armstrong diverted for a moment to notice
the economic basis of the new movement in Russia.
He pointed out that eighty-six per cent. of the popt-
lation live on the land; fourteen per cent. in theé
cities and towns—a direct contrast to all other
modern states. The government has seized upo?
this as a fundamental dynamic”in the’ reorganizatiol
of Russia; ngt merely for the present or as a pre-
text, but for all time to come and as a principl®
When Mr. Armstrong uses a word like “dynamics

he knows what it means in a political sense, for he
is an engineer; and to him Russia is a great poten
tial dynamo of energy among the nations, working
out her salvation not by the blazoning ‘of abstrad‘
ideas or vague dreams about Slav domination in the
world at large, but by practical measures for the
reorganization of the Slav people as a vast inside
empire which has already all the land and all the
population 'it needs, and a natural Slav increase L
3,000,000 a year.

" “Russia is now and expects to be what Germany

‘mhay yet fear to become,” said the Canadian traveler:

“a mnation-of farmers: Germany has built up her
trade empire on the factory. Russia is building hers
on the farm. She does not expect to become a gre#
manufacturing nation. - She does expect to become
in a greater sense what she alreadyis, a producer ©
the world’s wheat and cattle and butter and fruits:
She expects, also, to become a ‘colossal market for
the world’s manufactures. ~And the recent patern®
movement originated by her government proves tha

she is in earnest about this.”

HE spoke of the great land movement from con”
- gested Buropean' Russia to the vast, arab

domains of Siberia; a movement “almost
doubling for a number of years back the settling 9
the Canadian North-West. That movement besgd
with the completion of the trans-Siberian Railway’
built and operated by ‘the government. In a singl®
vear 700,000 farmers had been shifted from EuroP§
eastward -into these fertile pampas of wheat &%
cattle; nmot only along the railways, but up a0
down the rivers that feed into the trunk line. T
each land-holder -goes 40 acres of land " for every
head of his family; and to theé average Russian fam

of eight that means what we call a half-section ¢
land inCanada—as good land as can be found

the world. Transportation makes use of the ﬂver,s
as well ag the railways. Flat-boats float the farmer’®
grain and cattle down in-the open season. The ic;
is a roadway for the farmer’s sleds in winter; @%

‘the Russian farmer has mo objection to a long nat!

that occupies days at a time between field and €%
The average price of a bushel of wheat
Siberia is about fifty cents to the producer; whiC
to the cheap labour of Russia means more b
seventy cents to the Canadian farmer in the Nort
west: The rail haul is longer; the water-haul shol“te'}
But' Russia is able to compete at a lower price Od
production than any other country in the worl t
And by this paternal system of land settleme?
Russia is building up a vast hinterland empire ¢
food-producers that means incalculable wealt t
the nation. A i
Here rises the railway problem, which in Rllssln
as yet is a huge infant. For 175,000,000 popul*&ti"t g
extending from Dalny on ‘the mnorth Pacific
(Continued on page 22.)



