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havc been guilty.'ý In the saine impassioned speech to the Ger-
mian oflicers in bis arlny he declared, "this diaboli.cal practice of
ravaging and destroying laya a dead weight."ý On a previous
occasion he had begged, -Let us flot inmitate our ancestors of con-
fusion, the Gothb aîîd Vandals, who, by destroying everything
that belonged to the fine arts, have delivercd down t0 posterity

their barbarity aiud want of taste. as a sort of proverb and bye.il word of contempt."

"Do mnen gather grapes of thorus, or figs of thistles?" Ger-

mnany is true to hier record.
*Nothing," writes C'olonel Edniounds, -is more deioralisinig

to our troops or more subJversive of discipline thaui plunderii.i. ~iBut, as Bentwieh points out, "the theoret;,al iiuviolability of
private property oui land is eircumivented on the Continew, bv
libcral interpretation of the uiecessities of war, and the uerrniaiî
taif-rules actually reeogise aif give letadl validitY to a nn;uul>Ier-

v. harsh. practices under the titie of Kriegsia7icer, which tlpr

or -ather whittle away. the law s of nations (Kr.E'asrai.çoi) on the
grotûnd that nilitary neeessit% brooks no uva-traint." The plea1'1 ~ of inilitary exigencies. niîlitary iuecessities, is no0 uew one on the
lips of Germazi casujats. They have always had sophist ries to

controvert the restrictive tenideicls of act-epted initigations
of war. They have guiuw further and urged suceess as
plausible -excuse for outragiuug huiiiiiie coniventions. To whatil l hngths the doctrine has heen carried von Bethiinan-Hollweg dis-
played when lie aie hus cailouis and( cynieal statiiieiit iii thé,
Reichstag oit August 4 las! veair: -We arc nlow ïi;l a State oPf

nccst.and necessity kuiows n o lai .'*, The justification of

I niecessity once a(lnuittcd, law dat's end-for who im to define
necessitv'' Bv flic standards of a Bethrnan-Hr'dlweg thec

offend<er dclfC.Whieh i la ahaurd.
WVhat 15 to lie the concrlusion of thc îuutter? Are %wc to admiit

the uposties of Kultur correct iii tupholding thc doctrine of iniiglit
as right ? lm physical for-ce not oiulv (loinaniit but the deter-


