Conscript Inheritances, Suggests Bishop Brent

This Would Be the Reverse of Socialism, He Says, in Discussing
Sacrifices That Must Be Made to Save Liberty in the World

ONSCRIPTION of inherited
fortunes -is suggested for.

Charles 1. Brent, Protestant
Episcopal Bishop of the
v . Philippines, who recently re-
turned to this country from the battle-
front in France and who declares that
universal service in the most literal
sence is needed to win the war. As a
part of a general plan of such -service
Bishop Brent urges.that the abolition of
large privite ;inheritances be considered
seriously. He is not seeking to * pro-

mote ”’ such a scheme as his own solu-

tion of our vast economic war problem,
but says he heartily believes that in the
practical consideration of ‘“ways and
means” at the present time the ques-
tion of inheritance conscription should
be taken up in detail. |

The possibility. of the present taking
over by the Government of large inherit-
ed fortunes was first brought to Bishop
Brent’s attention by an American who is
himself very rich. Since then, he has
given the matter kcen attention and dis-
cussion. He does not regard the con-
seription of inheritance as a disadvan-
tage for the person from whom' the large
legacy would be taken; rather does he
look upon it as a definite gain.
" # The younger generation would be de-

prived of the individual wealth of their

fathers,” he pointed out, “ but they would
be beginning their lives with equal op-
portunities in a country of better oppor-
tunity, not weighted down by an enor-
mous debt and financial burden.

- 4 The idea of the abolition of inherit-

ance is not new. It has been suggested
many times, to be accomplished cither by
the imposition of very high inheritance
taxes or the prohibition of legacies over
a certain fixed-sum: I am not urging it
as my solution of the present situation,
but I consider it worthy of the gravest
consideration. _

# According to the charter of our lib-
erties, all men are born free and equal.
Of course, they are not all born equal.
Some are allowed to start their careers
with a tremendous handicap.

“1 have in the fairly recent past spo-
ken in a great many boys’ schools. For
the most part the students were rich boys.
And T have always taken the position
that'it was a most unfortunate thing for
a boy to have his own checkbook, unless
he had first learned to earn his own
bread. In nine cases out of ten it is an
cvil result of inheritance. What it does
is to debase the value of youth. The boy
depends on his checkbook instead of him-
self. -

“ The idea of such abolition of large in-
heritance is the very antithesis of Social-
ism. Socialism tends to decrease the
freedom "of the individual. = The prin-
ciple of making it impossible for any
vouth to inherit a large fortune is a
principle of individualism; it would act
to increase the freedom of the individual.
In drawing nearer to actual equality, it
would offer to the young. man more op-
pertunity of individual development and
individual value. It would make the in-
dividual more important to the State be-

cause of his own innate value. It would

proceed on a principle- of individual
democracy instead of on'a principle of
Socialism. It would mean equality of op-
portunity, and that is the basis of democ-
racy, the basis of our nation—what we
are fighting for. In the present time of
need it would release an immense
amount of money, and free the country
from a great future burden. '

“ T have thought very seriously on this-

situation in connection with the known
effects of the civil war on the South. I
think we can say that the civil war did
in large degree stunt the whole devel-
opment of-the South, in laying on it so
tremendous a financial burden. ~We
want to avoid such burdens as much as
possible. -

~ % Of course, I realize that there would
be all sorts of difficulties 'in working
out such a scheme to a practical con-.
clusion. There is, for instance, the ques-
tion of the-large bucinesses that must
eontinue, and that must not be disor-
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may be.

ganized upon the death of the owner or
proprietor.

tion at this time,

“] have presented. the plan as the.
man who first discussed. it presented it-

to me, along the lines which he. thinks
practicable. And he is a man‘of wealth
and position, whose whole-hearted sug-
gestion of such a prinelple impressed mic
greatly with the willingness of our coun-
try to make whatevér sacrifice may be
called for. I have had cause to fcel that
very deeply. .

“Of course, the conscription of in-
heritance works in with the principle
of general compulsory service, , If it is
right to claim that our manhood should

_ But it is, I believe, worthy
of the most careful personal-considera-

State. Of course, many young men do
work on farms now in the Summer, not
because they need the money, but for
the work and ‘the experience. That sort
of ptar. cocra sarely be extended.”

. Naturally, the mention of. farms, and
cven of compulsory service, suggests the
question of food. Bishop Brent has been

studying that problem, too, during. his

months in France and England.
“ 1 came over on the boat with Herbert
Hoover,” he said, “and I should like to

say to America that whatever Hoover

tells the country to do, the country
should do, without question and without
delay. He is the one great food exypert
of the world at the present time. Ilc has
studied the problem as few men have
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\ the P'rench Battlefront,

serve the State, how much more right is

it to claim that what is so much less

than manhood—vrealth—should also
serve the State. If we compel person-
ality we -should certainly compel prop-
erty. -

“ Yet in the true sense it would be no

.compulsion, as military service is no

ccmpulsion, There can be no compul-
sory service in a democracy. If de-
mocracy, in Lincoln's sense, means any-
thing at all—government of the people,

by the people, for the people—it is ob-

vious that it means that the citizen is

.the Government and the Government is

the citizen. Consequently, there can be
no such thing as compulsion in the regis-
tration of the citizen for service in the

_ need of "the State. -

“ The heart of the whole principle of
compulsory service is that it must be
for peace as well as- fer war. We need
the organization of all.our resources so
as to relate the ability of man to the
needs of the State, whatever those needs
And no man should expect
thanks for such service any more than
for paying his taxes,

. # For exaimple, take school vacations.
Many schools might be made far more

profitable if the boys had some organ-

ized vacation work for the good of the

ever studied it. He has worked out tre-
mendous plans of organization in his
work in Belgium. He knows the food
problem as no one else knows it. And
he is, besides, 2 man of rare gifts and
rare consecration—a wonderful man.

“He told me that if the present rate
of consumption continued—including
waste along with the consumption—with
a normal crop and some increase of pro-
duction, a year from now there would not
be an ounce of breadstuffs in the world.

“Yet there is no need for us to be
panicky or unreasonable,” Bishop Brent
added, quickly. “ We must simply face
facts and practice such economy as will
operate to the increase of national ef-
ficiency. ,

“We can save prodigious amounts
merely by avoiding waste. The conserva-
tion of foodstuffs that we now waste
will enable us to go on until the next
harvest. We must remember that we
must now feed France and England as
well as ourselves. And there are a num-
ber of things that can be done. Useless
late suppers are so much waste, and could
be eliminated. I think that every restau-
rant should be closed at 9 o'clock at night
—except, of course, that full provision
must be made for the workers whose

Ehe New 1Jork imes

Published: May 13, 1917
Copyright © The New York Times

hours of lalor are such as to make nour-
ishment necessary after that hour.. Exe
cept in such cases, food taken in those .
night suppers after 9 is simply wasted.

“In Europe at the present time the .
rule is to serve only three courses at all
dipnerf.s and luncheons;-you cannot get
more at hotels, restaurants, or clubs,
and private families are generally fall-
ing into line. People are on a bread al- -
lowance—-it is not inadequate—so as to
minimize the consumption of wheat
flour. There is no unadulterated white
flour in England or France today, and
hread is always served stale, because
waste is lessened in that way.

“We must understand that we must
not stint ourselves of nourishment—we
must only plan carefully and avoid
waste. In England there is no more
white sugar; what they use is not even
what we know as brown sugar, but the
old * black sugar ~—and a limited amount
of that. In France each person is ale
lowed three lumps of sugar a day.,

“This appears to be wandering far
from the subject about which I began
to talk "——Bishop Brent smiled—* but in
realily it is not. It all goes together.
We must take the bearing of the small-
est things into consideration. The
people must wake up {o the faet that
nothing is too small to do for the
cause and that everything counts, and
every man, woman, and child counts. 1t
all goes together; we must give our-
selves, our money, our food. And once
a man has offered himself to his coun-
try and the cause of his country, then
everything he has is bound to go, too.
The gift of a man's personality includes
evervthing else. We must realize that,

“] have just come,” he added, with
an apparent irrelevance that was no ir-

relevance at all, ‘ from where men iare

going out cvery morning to die—know-
ing that they are going to die. I had
a service at the front at- Arras—the
men came in from the trenches to the
service—it was in the thick of the fight
—and went back immediately. ' That
wae only a few weeks ago, vet probably
not 20 per cent. of those men -are alive
today.

“ The whole principle of this war,”
Bishop Brent went on, after a slight
pause, ‘‘is that "it is dif terent from
other wars, because it is not a properfs’
war, : |

“ We are fighting for the rights of
personality. Thercfore no service can be
effective except the full power of per-
sonality., In the old days wars were
fought for territory, and, in sq far as
they were thus fought, they placed prop-
erty above human life. In the old wars
men fought for property with human
life: we are now fighting with human
life and with property for the human
right to live.

“This is very far from being a ‘capi-
talistic war.! It is a war of the plan
people.”

“ And we cannot lay too great emphae’
sis upon the general principle of ser-
vice,” he summed up. * When I think
about the war and its needs and what it
demands of us, I think, as of a text, of
the sentences that I saw on the wall of
the soldiers' reading and writing room
in the fortress of Verdun: ‘Germany
fights to oppress; IFrance fights to set
free. On the fate of France depends the
fate of the world. _

. “ That is very fine, and it is perfectly
true. - England and Belgium saw it in
1914. Now we have awakencd to it. I
don’t like to hear Americans say, boast-
fully, that we are fighting unselfishly;
the FFrench have been fighting unselfish-
ly. It is quite true that we are fighting
for others, and that we have no thought
of conquest or spoils. But it is also true
that we are fighting for the right to live
for ourselves. _

“On the fate of Fiasce depends the
fate of the world. Nothing is too small
for us to do for the cause for which we'
are fighting, and all that we have must
be offered with the gift of ourselves te

that cause.” e e a



