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“principles.” Ignoring issues, he lured the Presi-
dent into a campalgn so bitterly personal that by
the time of the Chicago convention the frenzy and
, passion aroused subordinated everything to a flerce
scramble to seat delegates and secure the nomina-
tion. And upon this mad squabble for office between
two men under whose administrations the Republi-
can party had made the trust, tariff and special in-.
terest records for which it is most severely criti-
cised, it 18 proposed to destroy a sound and vital
progressive movement, which had already gone far
to nationalize itself within a great and powerful
organization. . . . A political party is not made to
order. It is the slow development of powerful forces
working in our social life. Sound ideas seize upon
the human mind. Opinions ripen into fixed convic-
tions. Masses of men are drawn together by com-
mon belief and organized about clearly defined prin-
ciples. . . . But what abject folly to seek upon such
a basis to destroy a great political party 7,000,000
strong, with a clear progressive majority in its
ranks, within which there has been builded up a
progressive movement that promises to make the
Republican party the instrument through which gov-
ernment shall be completely restored to the people.
1 would in no degree disparage the good work
of the progressive Democrats. Encouraged by
Bryan's support of progressive principles, many
Democrats in Wisconsin and other States abandoned
their party on State issues and supported the Repub-
lican progressive programme. And it was Bryan’s
superb leadership and courage at Baltimore which
nominated a candidate for the Presidency who has
made a progressive record as Governor of New Jer-
sey. I repeat—and in no partisan spirit—that the
progressive movement began within the Republican
party. It rapidly advanced its control, shaping poli-
cles of State administrations and stamping its im-
press upon national legislation as a distinctly pro-
gressive Republican movement. And upon this fact
in recent political history I appeal to progressive
Republicans everywhere to maintain their organiza-
tion within the Republican party. To maintain such
organization blind allegiance to every party nomi-
pation and to every party declaration is not essen-
tial. . . . It seems to me that the highest obligation
of real progressive Republicans in every State is to
maintain their organization and continue to fight
within the lines of the Republican party for pro-
gressive principles, policies and candidates. No aid
or encouragement should be given to a third party
plan to divide the progressive vote and destroy the
progressive Republican movement. No break should
be permitted in the progressive ranks which will
endanger the election of any true progressive Repub-
lican anywhere. Every effort should be put forth to
increase the number of thoroughgoing progressive
Republicans in the United States Senate and the
House of Representatives. Progressive Republicans
never had a higher call to greater service.

& &
British Labor Leaders in Politics.

The comments of Labor Party leaders in Great
Britain upon the issue sustained at the Hanley by-
election by Mr. Outhwaite, which Mr. Garrison
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quotes in our Editorial Correspondence this week,
are on a par with some Labor Party policies at by-
elections of seeking to obstruct progressiveness in
the Liberal party. It is regrettable that Labor
Party leaders like Macdonald and Hardie are as
blinded by partisanship as they appear to be.from
their language as Mr. Garrison quotes them, and
from their speeches as reported in local papers.
To Mr. Macdonald the taxation of land values
does not seem to touch what he calls unearned in-
crement derived from capital; to Mr. Hardie it i¢
a red herring across the trail. If the taxation of
land values really means no more to those Labor
leaders, explanation would be futile so far as they
are concerned, and men like Mr. Outhwaite may
have found it so. But it can hardly be that all
the Labor leaders of Great Britain are as ob-
livious to the fact that when you strike down land
monopoly you dislodge capital monopoly. On the
point that the Liberals invaded a Labor constit-
uency at the Hanley election, the poll tells the
story better than any assertions or arguments
from partisan leaders on either side. The radical
Liberal candidate at Hanley, whom Labor leaders
opposed with vigorous unreason as & Singletaxer,
and who carried the constituency at the election
by a majority of 654 over the Tory, polled in all
6,647 votes, whereas the Labor Party candidate
polled only 1,694. To call that a Labor Party
constituency is to trifle with figures if nmot with

words.
& o8

THE PARCEL POST.

Now that the parcel post has been brought to
an issue by the bill introduced by Senator Bourne,
with the endorsement of Postmaster General
Hitcheock, one can but wonder at the vast amount
of effort required to secure such a needed utility.
We have as a nation become very conservative.
1t is no longer a question of America leading the
world, but of limping along at the tail end of the
procession.  Spain alone of the European coun-
tries has kept us company. And of late months
it has been a matter of _speculation as to whether
or not the voungest republic in Asia would not
have a parcel post before the oldest republic in
America. '

In sceking the cause of our tardiness in estab-
lishing this postal service, one is again impressed
with the truth that it is not the tyrant that op-
presses the people, but the ignorance and cupidity
of the people themselves. Though the express
companies have opposed this reform, and for years
have maintained a lobby in Washington, the ef-
fective sum and substance of their opposition has
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been supplied by the small country merchants.
The mail-order business is the ogre with which
they frightened each other. They saw in the
growth of the mail-order business, not a reflection
on their own antiquated methods, but only a loss
of immediate profits; and, true to their bourbon
instincts, they set about arousing the protective
spirit. On the one hand they bulldozed the
rural press into supporting their cause, while on
the other hand they frightened the city whole-
salers into joining them. If the mail-order houses
had cheap postage they would drive out the rural
merchant, the country paper would be deprived of
advertising, and the wholesaler would lose his
customer. And so all three fell upon any Con-
gressman who dared to entertain the jdea of a
parcel post.

In the struggle to secure this much-needed
Governmental service, it would have been com-
paratively easy to overcome the opposition of the
express companies alone; hut when it came to
running counter to the wishes of the country mer-
chant, backed by the country press and the city
jobbers, Congressmen paused and calculated the
chances of re-election. And once they set about
finding excuses for opposing the parcel post, it
is surprising what a multitude of reasons they
found. One unafflicted with the protective spirit
might have supposed that the main cssential is
to secure the most cconomical exchange of goods
between the farmer and the manufacturer. What-
ever part middlemen have in this should be such
only as makes the exchange cheaper than it would
he without them.

But that was not the view of the middlemen.
The question with them was, not the cheapest
service rendered the farmer and the manufac-
turer, but the highest toll that could be exacted
by the middlemen. “Suppose,” argued the rural
editor, “the farmer can buy a necktic or a curry-
comb cheaper of a mail-order house, what does
the mail-order house buy of the farmer? What
taxes does it pay in his community? What char-
ities does it support? Go to, we'll keep our money
at home.” The editor rupported the merchant be-
cause the merchant patronized the editor: and
hoth together made the farmer think theyv sup-
ported him. It was the old, old story of protec-
tion, under a different guise.  And like the older
theory of protection it had in the farmer a docile
vietim.

Sven now that the parcel post has heen brought
to an iscue, it has about it the air of one intent
upon  robhing  his neighbor’s hen roost.  The
House hill went only to the extent of permitting
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parcels on rural routes, and at a rate of five cents
for the first pound, with one cent for each addi-
tional pound. The plain purpose of this was to
permit the rural merchant to do a mail-order
business, while shutting out the city merchant;
and, incidentally, to turn the Post Office Depart-
ment into a country errand hoy for the express
companies. But once a breach.was made in the
protective wall, others rushed in. Even the Post-
master (eneral has mustered up sufficient courage
to come out for a general parcel post before Con-
gress had time to act upon his original suggestion
of a rural parcel post. The Bourne bill adds to
this five-cent rate for city and rural delivery, the
following rates for varving distances, or zones:
In the 50-mile zone, six cents for the first pound
and two cents for each additional pound: 200-
mile zone, seven and three cents; 500-mile zone.
eight and four cents; 1,000-mile zone, eleven and
seven cents; 2,000-mile zone, twelve and ten cents:
all above 2.000 miles, twelve cents for the first
pound and twelve cents for each additional pound.
The limit of weight is eleven pounds.

That these rates are unnecessarily high will
doubtless, be proven in practice; but the main
thing is to make a beginning. Once the principle
is established it will be comparatively easy to
amend the law. And not the least of the good
things to be hoped for from a parcel post is that
the great volume of mail will make the ab-
normally high charges of the railroads so plain
as to compel their reduction to something within
reason.

STOUGHTON COOLEY.
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EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

BRITISH DEMQCRACY.

Grasmere, England, July 15.

The by-election at Hanley has resulted in a great
victory for land reform. The triumph of Mr.
Outhwaite, the Liberal candidate, in‘spite of the
hostility of the Labor Party and the general unpopu-
larity of the Insurance Act, cannot fail to give an
impressive stimulus to the attack on the landed oli-
garchy to which the Liberal Party is now definitely
committed.

Of the two leading Liberal journals, the ‘“Daily
News and Leader” and the ‘*Manchester Guardian,”
the former has thrown its whole weight in favor of
the land taxation campaign. Before the poll was
declared it said editorially, “We do not underestimate
the importance of this election. . . It is a matter of
the most urgent importance that the great campaign
in which Mr. Outhwaite is one of the bravest and
sturdiest fighters ghould not be checked at the out-
set and the door to a reform which is the very hope
of all future progress be slammed just when it is



