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come the special representative of
oligarchy and privilege. The. at-
tempt to perpetuate and enthrone
the system of slavery in the United
States was made by aristocrats in the
interest of oppression and monopoly.
Although out of that baneful school
many pupils emerged into the light
of freedom and justice when the
true nature of slavery revealed itself,
there is no record to show that Mr.
Olney was among the number.

Very different is the case of Tom
L. Johnsop. Born in a slaveholding
state and in a family actively identi-
fied with the '‘Confederate cause, he
has emancipated himself from his
early influences and stands unflinch-
ingly for universal rights, regardless
of race, sex, color or condition. A
disciple and close friend of Henry
George, the greatest exponent of
democracy since Jefferson, he has
grasped the fundamental principle
upon which alone self-government
can rest. Although no rhetorician,
he has exceptional clearness of
thought and the rare ability-of brief
and direct statement, scorning eva-
sion and not afraid of a logical con-
clusion. To this moral and intel-
lectual quality is added an unexcelled
experience in the realm of practi-
cal affairs. He is not a closet dream-
er, and declines to pose as a reform-
er or idealist, although in the best
sense e shares the qualities of both.
He understands the road he is trav-
. eling and knows that a straight line
is the shortest distance between two
points. His genius leads him to use
political methods for the accomplish-
ment -f his ideas, and how clean his
methods are may be judged from his
disdain of unworthy ones. He pro-
fesses no fealty to civil service re-
form, but shames civil service re-
formers by his disregard of party
or machine in the choice of officials,
to the dismay and chagrin of many
of his own supporters. It is doubt-
ful if he is hated as much by his Re-
publican opponents as by the Demo-
cratic spoilsmen of Ohio.

Indeed, were it not for Republican
votes, this new leader never would
have gained a seat in Congress nor
been eclected mayor of Cleveland.
In every case where he has asked
the suffrages of his fellow-citizens, he
has wrung Democratic majorities
from TRepublican districts. Instead
of calling together faithful partisans
to listen to perfunctory speeches in
his campaigns, he appeals directly to
his Republican hearers. Republicans
help crowd his meetings apd fill his

spacious tents. He makes no set
speeches, but invites interruptions,
and begs for questions or controver-
sial statements. He never dodges an
inquiry nor tries to silence his ques-
tioner with sarcasm. Patiently and
respectfully he endeavors to find out
what is in his objector’s mind, and
then with unfailing good humor and
courtesy does his best to explain the
matter at issue as he sees it.

Should Tom Johnson be nominated
for the presidency, there would be
an educational campaign without a
parallel. It is the writer’s conviction
that It is this opportunity of spread-
ing the light, and not the bauble of
the presidential office for which he is
ambitious. And what a refreshing
change from current campaign mreth-
ods, one truly befitting democracy,
where stump speakers would be
obliged to face their political adver-
saries and run the gauntlet of
searching questions!

It is natural that Tom L. Johnson
should be misuiiderstood and dis-
trusted by men who assume that
politics must be essentially crooked.
This straightforward politician con-
founds them. His very sincerity and
frankness is held to conceal some
nefarious plan and the cry of ‘“dem-
agogue’ is raised against him. Mr.
Hanna's perplexity was pathetically
amusing when he conceived the idea
of personally visiting the wealthy
wards of Cleveland, and by a house
to house appeal to persuade the in-
mates no longer to uphold this dan-
gerous mayor. That a politician can
be influenced by other than material
considerations is undreamed of in
the Hanna philosophy. It may well
seem strange when a candidate for
office deliberately defies the money
power of the country and places his
reliance on the reason and good
sense of the common people. Yet
that is democracy.

Mr. Nelson seems to misapprehend
the single tax philosophy, of which
Tom Johnson is at present the most
prominent living exponent, when he
intimates that ‘“‘there may be some
doubt as to his (Johmson’s) democ-
racy, for he favors municipal owner-
ship of street railroads, and in other
respects has drifted away from the
individualism which in the coming
politics of the country must be the
basic principle of one of the par-
ties.” An individualist party that
favored the private ownership of
natural monopolies like street fran-
chises would have a fraudulent
name. '

Whether municipalities assume the
direct management of such indus-
tries or accomplish the same purpose
through taxation, the prime object
is the preservation of individual
rights. No taint of state socialism
attaches to such action. If any man
in this country clearly understands
the rights of property, those of the
individual, as distinguished from
those ¢{f the community, it is Tom
L. Johnsén. Let him who fears the
sﬁecter of socialism press this point
upon Mr. Johnson in his daily tent
meetings. He will get not only a
courteous answer but a lesson in po-
litical economy as well. He will
learn that while socialism would
generalize privilege, Johnsonian de-
mocracy would abolish it.

The interesting movement now at-
tracting attention in Ohio marks an
acute stage of the conflict between
monopoly and self-government. It is
no fight between capital and labor.
Rather it is a fight in bebhalf of both
against special privilege. Privilege
has its grip upon both parties ab-
solutely indifferent to the name,
while it controls and diétates legisla-
tion. It would cheerfully be satisfied
with- Mr. Olney in the presidential
chair. Tom Johnson would affright
it, but capital and labor would have
Yo nead to tremble, for he is their
champion, and represents the safest
conservatism, and the only policy
that can avert future industrial
wars and financial disasters.

WILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON.
Wianno, Mass., Sept. 10, 1902.

WHAT WORKINGMEXN SHOULD DE-
MAND. '

“An address delivered by Edward Osgood

Brown, of Chicago, at the plcnic of the

Trades and Labor Assemblles of Kane

Courty, Ill, on Labor Day, Sept. 1, 1802.

I appreciate the honor you have
done me in asking me to address you.
1 appreciate it the more because I
know you asked me from no desire to
hear patriotic platitudes, or common-
place truisms about the dignity of la-
bor and the right of organization and
combination among working men.

We will all of us take the deluge
for granted. There is no need any-
where to talk much of thk abstract
dignity of labor or indefinitely of the
rights of laboring men, for in the last’
analysis everyone who has the intel:
lectual capacity to think clearly and
the moral rectitude to wish to do so,
knows that there are no othérdignities
and no other rights than those of
workingmen. By workingmen I do
not mean alone the artisans or the

.
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tillers of the soil, nor even those who
in their daily toil have some ad-
mixture at least of manual labor, al-
though they are of all laborers by far
the most important, as they are the
most numerous; but I include every
man who renders service for service—
the very vital and essential principle
in all our social and moral life—the
man who by honest work whether in
the factory or the field, the workshop
or the study, the office or the store, by
spade or pick, knife or thread, plane,
pen or brush, puts himself into the
class of those whom nature alone in-
tends should live and thrive. The rest
of mankind—those who are not in this
sense workingmen—must be beggars
or thieves.

This was the sensein which Ilearned
to understand the words labor and la-
borers, and work and workingmen,
from that great man and that great
teacher, Henry George. It is, I
am sure, because I was known
to hold to his beliefs and to try when
I could to uphold and spread the ideas
and ideals to which he gave his life,
that I was invited here to-day at all;
and I may therefore fitly say, as he
would say to-day were he here, as he
did say on the day before his death, as
he stood before the people of New
York in the political campaign which
cost him his life: *“Do not speak of me
as on the side of the poor man, or the
laborer. Do not say I stand for the
rights of workingmen! I am for the
rights of men!”

But while you and the people whom
your associations represent are not
the only workingmen, or the only men
whose voices are to be heard and con-
sidered on these matters, you and
your brothers in the labor unions do
represent—although far and away be-
yond the mere confines of your Federa-
tion—that great band and mass of
men whose voice under our fortunate
political institutions is ommipotent in
public affairs; that great band and
mass in whose hands, therefore, lie
the future destinies of this great coun-
try, that some of us have fondly hoped
was to be the flowering of all civiliza-
tion—the great example to the world
that personal liberty, even-Handed
justice and equality of opportunity
were the best assurances of advance in
. the arts and refinements of life, as well
as in the higher domains of character
and conduct.

It is to you, therefore, that most of
all and most urgently, it seems to me,
on occasions like this when you have
the opportunity to listen to them and
consider them best, there should ke

said those things which seem most im-
portant as to those tendencies in our
political, in our social, and in our
economic life, which justify criticism
if not alarm. Therefore I desire brief-
1y to call your attention to what Ideem
such tendencies to-day.

After all that may be said in criti-
cism, we are to-day the freest peo-
ple of the world, and as far as
we are from the ideal state (and
God knows I realize how far that is!)
yet we approach nearer to equality of
opportunity among the people than
any other country. But even to keep
that which we have of good in these
things, not to speak of that advance
towards purer democracy, higher
ideals of justice and nobler laws, our
eternal vigilance is necessary; and our
watchfulness and attention must cen-
ter upon that which is and must be the

" very kernel and essence of our political

and social welfare—the so-called labor
problem. And what is the labor prob-
lem? Nothing else but this: How best
to make wages high; how best to keep
them so? Ido notmean by wages, the
mere nominal amount you may receive
in cash each day or week. The ques-
tion is, How much of other men’s serv-
ice that we need, can we each receive
for an honest day’s service of our own?
How much, not only of the mere ma-
terial necessities, but of the pleasures
and comforts and luxuries of life as
well, can we and our families obtain

year by year, if we in our turn by rea-

sonable and conscientious service for
others contribute to their necessities,
comforts and pleasures? “To make
wages high, and to keep them so,”
when we use the word “wages” in this
sense, means, then, that all well-de-
serving men shall advance together
along the paths of material and moral
progress, and that is the end and aim
of all political and social economy.
What militates against it now and
here? That which, although it may be
resolved into several different forms,
and expresses and developes itself in
several different ways, is comprised in
the one word “plutocracy”—the reign
or rule of those of the very rich, who
are at the same time grasping and
selfish, supported by those not rich
themselves, but who are the mere syco-
phants and parasites of those who are.
And at the outset of what I have to
say about the evils in which the ten-
dency to plutocracy has enveloped or
may envelope us,Iwould say we should
not despair in the fight against them,
nor take a hopeless or disheartened
view. How vastly you outnumber the
very rich and their mere dependents
and creatures, who would so frame and

administer the laws as to exploit your
labor, and deny you the fair return for
your work that they may thrive and
fatten wupon it, you must fully
realize. In this country where each
man who will, can vote, and the bal-
lot is secret; where each can there-
fore help to make the laws and in-
stitutions and social customs under
which and in accordance with which
he must live, why, should the people
who are in vast numerical majority
be either misled or intimidated to
their own injury? They need but
to be definite in their ideas of what
causes the evils of which they com-
plain, and definite and persistent in
seeking their remedy through politi-
cal action, to accomplish all they can
desire.

What then are definitely the evils
of to-day which threaten the integ-
rity of your wages as they now are,
and which militate against the ad-
vance of those wages with the march
of invention and material progress,
to what they should be?

There is, first, Unequal Taxation.
Our present laws for collecting
the necessary expenses of the
government, municipal, county, state,
and national, are not worthy of a
great, enlightened, progressive de-
mocracy, where the welfare of all
the people is supposed to be an ob-
ject of concern. They are borrowed,
and developed from, and framed upon
those of states and countries where
the object of those who made the
plan was to save the rich, powerful
and idle from the necessity of con-
tributing at all to public expenses,
and to make those who toiled the
hardest pay the most. They were
framed so as to pluck the goose
with the least squawking—so that
the workingmen, who paid all the
taxes, should not know how and
when they paid them, but be de
ceived into supposing that the pay-
ment was made by those from whom
they bought the necessaries and
simple luxuries of their life.

By this system of taxing those
things from which the tax can be
and is at once shifted to the price
paid by the consumer—taxing, that
is, houses, barns, tools, machines,
groceries, clothes, all the good things
which everybody must have and
which must be made by wearisome la-
bor, instead of taxing ground rents
or land values belonging to the land-
lords and monopolists to whom 80-
ciety gives the privilege of mdnopoly
without return of work or service
and from which things alone, a tax
cannot Re shifted—the expenses of
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government are deftly extorted from
those least able to pay them. They
are taken from them, not in propor-
tion to what they get from the gov-
ernment, not even in proportion -to
their consumption. Do you realizé
what this means? It means that,
by this system of taxation, you
are taxed for being married, taxed for
having a child, taxed more for having
more than one, taxed additionally for
each new one you have, and taxed for
keeping those children at home and
educating them, instead of launching
them too young into the world to shift
for themselves; taxed for being gener-
ous, hospitable and charitable; relieved
from taxation if you are miserly,
penurious and hardhearted!

It has been said that the system of
taxation makes little difference, so
that it is administered justly and
equally, because in the end labor must
pay it all. This is a false and perni-
cious doctrine. Of course, labor in
some form must pay all the expenses
of the government, as it must pay
everything else. There is nothing
good and hardly anything bad to
be had in this world except by
forming it by labor. But to say
that the system by which this bur-
den is ultimately to be borne by the
laborers, is of no consequence to them,
isno moresensible than to say it makes
no difference to a horse if he have to
carry a ton weight, whether you tie
it to his tail and let him drag it through
the mud, packit on his back and let him
lug it that way, or put it in a cart on
wheels and let him draw it so.

But even this miserable system,
which no administration, however well
intentioned, could make anything but

oppressive to the toiler, is never and
nowhere equally or justly adminis-
tered.

I have no time to stop to refer you
to the proofs of this. It is needless,
however. You have them before you
all the time. On one thing, politicians,
political economists, statisticians,
judges, clergymen, college professors
and plain common sense men of the
People seem to agree. They all unite
on the declaration that the administra-
tion of our taxing laws is bad, unjust
and unequal. You ‘all know that
the poor cottage of the working-
manistaxedoutofall proportion to the
magnificent holdings of the land spec-
ulator; that his tools and his cows
and his work horses and wagons, if he
have them, pay the taxes which auto-

mobiles and wine cellars ought to bear.

Of all the approved devices for mak-

Ing the rich too rich, and keeping the

Poor always poor, our bad system of

taxation, badly administered, is the
most powerful and efficacious. It is
the most deadly weapon of plutocracy
and the greatest cause of the inequali-
ties from which have sprung those
swollen and abnormal fortunes, which
in their turn have given rise to that
portentous phenomenon of the pres-
ent day, The Industrial Trust.

Do not misunderstand me. Iam far
from believing that all combinations
of capital and all combinations among
producing and manufacturing enter-
prises by which undoubtedly the cost
of such production to the consumer
may be lessened and the processes im-
proved, are evil things, either to the
employee of the business, or to the
customer for the product. But bear-
ing in mind the truth that the whole
labor problem and the whole problem
of our material civilization lies in mak-
ing wages high and keeping them so,
and that wages in truth consist of all
the things that we want that we can
procure by our day’s work, we can
easily see how gigantic combinations
like the anthracite coal trust must re-
sult in reduced wages and in retrogres-
sion, instead of progress for the work-
ingman.

The main purpose of the coal trust
is to make a necessary of life to all of
you dearer. That lessens your wages,
because it lessens the purchasing
power of your daily pay. Another pur-
pose is' to increase the profit of its
" members by reducing the amount paid
for labor in production—that is, the
wages of the laborer. The very prin-
ciple of your organization is that such
an injury to one class of workmen is
an injury to all.
the results for which they aim, the
men who control these combinations
must have, and they procure, all sorts
of legislatively and judicially-made
special privilege. They buttress
themselves with it and entrench them-
selves behind it. They buy the enact-
ment of tariff laws which shut out for-
eign competition with the trust-made
product; they secure from bribed
legislators and courts corrupted, not
by money, but by love of power, laws
and decrees which give them the mon-
opoly of means of transportation;
which suspend in their favor, laws
against immigration enforced against
others; and they employ against labor
and against laborers who but demand
their rights, two most formidable
weapons, one new and the other old,
the new-fangled device of Government
by Injunction, end the old resort of
tyrants of every name, Military Or-
ganization and the Military Spirit.

It is not the old writ of injunction in

But to accomplish-

itself, which is the subject of my crit-
icism, or of that of workingmen any-
where, however much sophistical law-
yers and judges would like so to make
it appear. Itis a use of it which if not
entirely new was so unusual in times
past as never to have excited the neces-
sity of comment and criticism until it
began to be made in labor troubles by
the great combinations and monop-
olies to prohibit in terms always
vague and general, acts which either
amount to a crime, and should there-
fore be subject to indictment and to
trial before a jury of one’s peers, or
actsswhich are legal and innocent, and
should neither be interfered with nor
punished. The object is always the
same. It is to break by intimidation
the power of the workingman to com-
bine, and his influence in combination.
By making the terms of the injunction
purposely vague, and the trial of its
violation summary—before a judge
without right of appeal instead of be-
fore a jury likely to sympathize with
the accused—the trial by one’s coun-
try for alleged crime is abolished. The
cause of the whole system is the feel-
ing of hostility to trial by jury which
the privileged and powerful have al-
ways felt. The remedy is in your own
hands.

But to sustain their fight for un-
just pnvilege and the exploitation of
labor, to aid themselves not only
against the workingmen at home,
but against the native toilers of
countries across the sea, these men,
are busy ip encouraging the military
spirit; in prating loudly of the ‘“Hon-
or of the Army;” in demanding
greater navies and greater arrays of
soldiers; in fostering the spirit of
war under all sorts of fallacious
names; in educating in the school-
room and in the playground, your
children and mine to love the gaudy
trappings of parade, and the dis-
cipline which makes men unthinking
machines.

For what is this spirit used? To
encourage ten thousand miles away
attempts—for the benefit of a few
seekers for government monopolies
and privileges, for public franchises
in other words—to subjuéate a whole
foreign population striving for lib-
erty; and at home to intimidate and
overaweé workingmen wherever their
numbers in combination make them
formidable to the pecuniary inter-
ests of these grasping, greedy pluto-
crats.

It cannot be that you do not real-
ize this." It cannot be that you have
forgotten the lessons which every
great strike of the last twenty years
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should have taught you, of the dan-
gers in military interference. You
must remember Pittsburg and Chi-
cago und the Coeur D’Alene! But
above all you must all know—some
of you doubtless from personal ex-
periencc—how the Dbitterest evils
from ‘which the workingmen suffer in
the older countries in Europe, spring
from militarism. Each workman
there, it has well been said, carries a
soldier on his back.

Let no workingman in this country
be misled, as too many of his breth-
ren in France have been, to deem it
the part of patriotism to echo silly
cries ahout the dignity and honor of
the ariny! The truth is that the dig-
nity and honor of the army is the so-
called dignity of an economically idle
" and useless class. It is not that kind
of dignity which belongs tothe toiler
in the arts of peace. The soldier among
us too often lives in an unreal atmos-
phere, where everything that is really
useful and honorable seems cheap and
insignificant compared with his own
trade of war—a sad inversion of the
truth. He is puffed up with an ut-
terly unjustifiable sense of his own
importance in the scale of things,
and the higher he gets in rank the
more absurd and arrogant and offen-
sive his pretensions become.

God forbid that I should underval-
ue courage and fidelity to duty! But
these gentlemen of the army and
navy are strangely at fault in ap-
parently thinking that they have al-
most a monopoly of them, whereas
in truth they are in them far be-
hind the more honorable and useful
people who practice the arts of
peace. I prefer to the courage of
the soldier on the battlefleld, the
courage of workingmen risking their
lives for one another in the simple
discharge of their every-day duties
in hazardous employments, of the en-
gineer faithful at his post in the
face of imminent death, of the phy-
sician and the priest in the plague-
stricken city, of the fireman amid a
thousand dangers imperiling his life
to save our property. These men,
with none ol the circumstance and
false glory of war about them, are
to my mind nobler and more GKonora-
ble than the epauletted heroes for
whom our admiration is sought. An
army can be at the best but a nec-
essary evil. I believe it to be to-day

an unnecessary evil. I would be glad.

to see that old jealousy of a stand-
ing army which distinguished the
earlier days of the republie, revived
with a thousandfold intensity. It

makes me fairly shudder to think
how cheerfully the workingmen of
this free country pay taxes to sup-
port an aristocratic, mnonproducing
class, whose trade is slaughter!

Let me sum up briefly. Against
freedom and equality of opportunity,
against high wages and the conse-
quent prosperity of the working-
men—these things militate:

First, unjust and unequal taxZtion,
which breeds a plutocracy! Then,
harmful combinations to destroy free
competition and individual opportu-
nity, which that plutocracy once es-
tablished encourages and sustains by
bestowing upon them special privi-
leges and franchises. Then comes
the wresting for the behoof of that
plutocracy of old legal remedies and
procedure, to new methods of re-
pressing the individual liberty of the
workingman. And lastly and most
insidious, if not most dangerous of
all, militarism, which not only at the
best of times increases the burdens,
already too heavy, of the industrious
worker, but may be turned most dan-
gerously and suddenly at any moment,
into a weapon which the workingmen
cannot successfully resist.

Do not forget that it is still true that
in America the people rule, and that
you here to-day are fairly representa-
tive of the people of America who can
successfully resist all these tendencies.
But it will not do to sleep on your pow-
er, nor to hesitate and compromise
when you have recognized the proper
channels in which to use it. By united
effort and efficient organization you
are able to wield an influence which ex-
perience has shown no political party
or body and no legislature or executive
can withstand. Demand, then, and de-
mand in precise terms and irrespective-
ly of all partisan politics, that unjust
and unequal taxation be destroyed,
and an equitable system established
in its place. On study of this subject
you will, I believe, come to see
that the system which Henry
George so clearly expounded is the only
scientific and workable one. Iam not
here to-day to explain it to you, butI
pray you to interest yourselves in it.
Look into the whole subject of taxa-
tion more seriously and thoroughly—
each one of you—than you have hith-
erto done. Recognize its tremendous
importance to your fortunes, and see
to it that the people you place in leg-
islative and administrative positions
recognize it too.

As to the trusts, determine that at
least they shall not be buttressed and

made omnipotent by special privi-
lege in the shape of tariff duties!
Should you demand from your repre-
sentative in Congress—should your
fellows in almeost any District in the
United States demand of theirs—
that trust made or trust con-
trolled articles should be put on the
free list, which is a simple, definite
proposition, you would find but few
congressmen who would dare refuse
to obey the instruction. On that day
the worst and most dangerous power
of the trust would be over.

As to government by injunction,
it is of no use to spend your time
in denouncing individual judges. As
long as courts exist, you may be sure
thére will be judges improperly in-
fluenced by wealth and social position,
and led astray by the love of power.
But you need not fear this mew tool
of privilege, if you but insist on legis-
lation from congress and state legisla-
tures—(Remember, you make con-
gressmen andlegislators)—which shall
provide for trial by jury of all con-
tempts which are violations of in-
junctions.

And, finally, fight with all your
might the spirit of militarism. Hold
fast to the good old doctrine that
a standing army is a menace to a
free people; that the occupation of
the farmer, the carpenter, the smith,
the machinist, the shoemaker, the
tailor and the watchmaker, are all
.more honorable than that of the pro-
fessional soldier; that industry and
simplicity and honesty of life rank
far above the bombast of military
glory!

Thus will you tend to fulfill in the
end, the grand ideal of the Federa-
tion of Labor: the expansion of or-
ganized industry into the dream of the
poet—The Parliament of Man, The
Federation of The World!

The patience of fishermen who real-
ly love the sport is the theme of
many stories. One is told by a man
who, traveling on foot through part
of England, came upon a solitary
fisherman, who looked as if time and
the world might pass away without
disturbing his content.

“Have you fished long in this
stream?” asked the traveler.

“Eighteen year,” was the calm re-
sponse.

“Get many bites?” was the next
question.

The fisherman scarcely turned his
gaze from the rod in his hands.

“Five year ago in this very spot I
had a fine bite,” he answered, hope

fully.—Youth’s Companion.



