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but it is also consistent with aristoc-
racy and with plutocracy.

While we are quite content to let
““Raymond’s” description of President
Roosevelt’s conduct pass as an illus-~
tration of the genuine spirit of Mr.
Roosevelt’s democracy—though we
should accept it with much greater
confidence if there had been demo-
cratic manifestations in his attitude
toward more important concerns,—
our purpose is to consider the sub-
ject generally and impersonally.

Conventional manmers, however
punctilious, do not imply an undemo-
cratic spirit. The man who wears a
dress suit at dinner may or may not
be a better democrat tham he who
wears his business clothes, or on oc-
casion keeps on his riding boots. A
President who allows attendants to
open and close doors for him and ac-
knowledges the service with a “thank
you,” may or may not be a better dem-
ocrat than the one who opens and
closes doors for himself. These mat-
ters of form and etiquette, whether
we observe them or defy them, real-
lyreveal nothing as to our democracy.

Any man may be indifferent to
forms and ceremonies, or even intol-
erant of them, without being a demo-
crat. Any man may be simplein his
modes of life, yet be an aristocrat or
a plutocrat of the first water. It was
not because ThomasJefferson rushed
the fashions from patrician breeches

-toplebeiantrousersthathe wasa dem-
ocrat. Any vain and eccentric patri-
cian might have done the same. Jef-
ferson was a democrat because he be-
lieved that all men are born with
equal rights. He was a democrat be-
cause he was opposed to legal priv-
ileges for anybody.

Had he favored legal privileges, he
might have worn trousers when
breeches were in fashion, or have
opened and closed: doors for himself
when etiquette demanded that they
be opened and closed by attendants,
and yet never have felt the slightest
thrill of genuine democracy.

In slavery days it was not at all un-
common for slave owners to live with
Negroes upon terms of intimacy from
which many an abolitionist would
have recoiled. It has been claimed,
and the claim is in large measure
true, that slave owners were often

more affectionate toward their slaves
and more considerate ofitheir person-
al comfort and feelings than aboli-
tionists would have been. But that
proves nothing except the fact itself.

Abolitiontists who could not bring
themselves to associate with Negroes,
yet accorded them equal legal rights
to life, liberty and the pursuit of hap-
piness were democrats; whereas slave
owners who lived upon terms of per-
sonal intimacy with Negroes yet ap-
proved the laws that deniéd their
right to liberty, were not democrats.

It is important to realize that nei-
ther condescension, nor boorishness,
nor even simplicity of manners how-
ever delightful, is democracy. De-
mocracy is a principle of social life,
the essential characteristic of which
is recognition of equal legal rights.
It implies hostility to every legal
privilege or advantage for one over
another. It meanslove forall menin
the sense of requiring justice for all.

To be true to that principle is to be
a democrat, no matter how you dress,
and regardless of your personal man-
ners. And no one who rejects or ig-
nores that principle can make himself
a true democrat either by patronizing
his “inferiors” or by defying rules of
etiquette to which his “equals” con-
form.

Indifference to ceremonial is by
no means the equivalent of loyalty to
justice. Thoughthetwoaresometimes
found together, they are oftemest
found apart.

THINK OF THE OAUSE OF IT.

Canon Scott Holland, the eloquent
English preacher, pleading for “Sun-
day,” in the London Commonwealth,
writes as follows concerning the
strain of modern industrialism:

Industry makes ever harder de-
mands on our efficiency; and yet this
efficiency is under ever more limited
conditions. There is less and less of
our whole manhood utilized and
evoked. We are pinned down under
cramping routine. We are fettered
in a beggarly monotony of habit. So
little of us can be put out; so much
is repressed. And that which is re-
quired of us calls only upon our
poorer self. Business turns round
and round, within a squirrel cage.
Labor repeats, to dreariness, the
same act of physical skill. Where is
the heart, the mind, the imagination,
in all this? Where has the soul fled?

Under what weight of oppressive
burdens it lies buried! And the spirit,
with its wings, and its cravings, and
its wide horizons, and its heights and
depths—how will it survive? And
what be the growth of character?
And of what founts can it drink
deep?

We may, possibly, be gaining the
whole world; though that is rather
doubtful; but, at least, one thing is
quite certain; we are losing our own
souls. Under the strain of mod-
ern Industrialism, we can know
but too bitterly and keenly, what it
is in us which is being fatally re-
pressed. Imagination, Home-affec-
tion, Reserve, Depth, Peace, Joy.
These are what go under. These are
our dreadful losses.

Whether or not this analysis of the
times be too keen, all of us realize
that we are living in a strenuous
period; that there is a deal of spume
and fret in our doings, nay even in
our amusements.

We do not see this only in busi-
ness. Quieter pursuits feel the same
influence. ,

The churches are as strenuous as
the counting-rooms and factories.
Listen to the preacher’s announce-
ments week by week of meetings of
this and that guild, his eager appeals
for money, in support of this and that
enterprise. The schools have pro-
grammes too long for their hours,
new practical studies coming in to
crowd the old ones, and none to be
omitted; so that the teachingisdone
in a fidgety spirit. Thecolleges have
a thousand and one activities
among their students, overshadowing
legitimate work—not football alone,
but societies and clubs of every de-
scription. '

Wherever one turns, there is the
same uneacy strenuousness. It isin
the air. Of course there are quiet
souls still, but theyarerun over. We
do not hear of them.

All this applies mainly to life in
cities; but those who live in the
country feel it in the daily papers,
and are as anxious as so many moths
to flit into the alluring flame, envy-
ing most those who are in the heat
of the glare and blaze of city life.

Now what is the cause of this un-
easiness and disquietude, in which we
seem to surpass all periods that have
ever been?

Doubtless there jare many causes.
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Some may. say loss of religious be-

- lief. Others, the increase of person-
al ambition under the impulse and
opportunities of modern democracy.
Both these causes have their influ-
ence; and the latter is indeed the
half of the fundamental cause.

Under the impulse and oppor-
tunities of modern democracy we
have vastly increased the range of
individual aspiration; but the trou-

ble is that we have only half done
our work. We have not given op-
portunities enough. We have given
" sway to aspirations in & world pre-
empted by vested rights. We are
bees buzzing in a garden where the
most and the best of the flowers are
encased. We have a fettered democ-
racy which cannot move with free-
dom; and we have not learned that
the cure for its failings is more de-
mocracy.

In this lack of freedom lies the
main cause of the strain and stress
that are affecting the whole of so-
ciety, begetting in every sphere of
life the fearful dread of not “getting
there,” of “getting left.”

A distinguished writer has recent-
ly said that the fear of not securing
a living is in the heart of nearly ev-
ery worker. It is this feeling, ex-
isting in spite of the boundless re-
sources of the earth, which is, I think,
chiefly responsible for the anxious
restlessness which distinguishes the
modern worker, who is free, and yet
is not free to use the resources that
belong to freedom.

Granted this spirit in the great
body of industrial life, it is easy
to see how it may affect all pursuits
and all ages. ‘All of a people’s ac-
tivities are more or less colored by
the prevailing spirit which animates
that people.

As to the part which religion, or
the lack of religion, is playing in our
mad dance of industrialism and
anxiety to get ahead, this may be said.
If religion had its former hold, it
would go a long way to quiet men
by making them more careless of
their present lot. But in the ab-
sence of the former religious belief
that the present counted for little,
there is mo such restraint as once
existed from this source.

So the gist of the matter is this:

s

Our subconscious feeling is that we
are here to get themost possible out
of the Here; that this most possible
is measured by visible, material pos-
sessions; and the fact is that in the
race for material possessions most of
us, though nominally free, are strict-
ly limited by the preemption of the
sources of wealth.

Most of us do not see this fact be-
cause in most instances the effect is
s6 indirect and remote; but we would
see it, -if we would stop to consider
the difference between a new and
emall population and an old and
large population, the difference be-
tween an open country and a country
whose resources have become mo-
nopolized. In the progress of civ-
ilization we have now arrived at a
point where it is necessary for us
to see that the curse of freedom is

half-freedom.
J. H. DILLARD.

NEWS .

The formal proposals from Eng-
land and Germany for submitting the
Venezuelan question to arbitration
(p. 579), were received by the Ameri-
can secretary of state on the 24th;
but they have not yet been made pub-
lice. According to newspaper reports,
however, the proposals did not insist,
as it had been supposed they would,
upon President Roosevelt’s accept-
ance of the responsibility of arbitra-
tor as a condition of arbitration;and,
taking advantage of their intimation
that if such acceptance might pos-
sibly embarrass him a reference of
the quarrel to The Hague tribunal
would not be altogether objection-
able, he urged that disposition of the
matter. To this all parties are re-
ported to have virtuallyagreed. But
it is still feared that the settlement
may fall through because of condi-
tions imposed by both Germany and
Great Britain—such as preliminary
payments, guarantees and apologies
—with which Venezuela cannot or
will not comply.

It was reported from Willemstad
on the 23d that the Venezuelan revo-
lutionists (p. 599), “strengthened by
the inability of the government to
suppress the smuggling of arms and
ammunition into the country, and by
the fact that it has mo longer any
fleet at its @isposal,” had regained
courage and were indisposed to re-

spond favorably to a proclamation
from President Castro calling upon
all parties to sink their differences
and unitedly turn their arms.against
the invading foreigners. Gen. Her-
nandez is the only important revolu-
tionary leader who has assured Pres-
ident Castro of his support in
this foreign war. The Willemstad dis-
patch also described a three-column
movement from the Orinoco river
northward upon Caracas. Onecolumn,
2,500 strong and under the leader-
ship of Gens. Ramos, Antonio Gue-
vara, Urbaneta and Penaloza, was
about to march by way of the Guari-
tice river; the second, under Gens.
Antonio Fernandez, Osio and Crespe
Torres, and also 2,500 strong, wasto
move from Camanagua; and the
third, of the same strength- and un-
der Gen. Rolando, was to go from Al-
tagracia. Gen. Matos was still at
Curacao, but was expected soon to
leave to take immediate command of
the revolutionary forces in Venezuela
The armistice between the Venez-
elan government and the revolution-
ists expired on the 24th, and on the
27th a brisk battle occurred near
Coro, which is in poseeesion of the
revolutionists. The government
force did not succeed in dislodging
them. It was more successful at
Barquesimeto, capital of the State of
Lara. This city, which haslongbeen
in the possession of the revolution-
ists, was recaptured by the govem-
ment about the 28th, after a bloody
battle. San Carlos and Tinaquillo
have also been taken from the revo-
lutionists.

Meanwhile, the European powers
maintain their warlike blockade of
Venezuelan ports (p. 598); but its ef-
fects are damaging chiefly to British
and German merchants in Venezuels,
who complain that they: are likely to
lose more by the blockade than the
financial interests at home would lose
if the Venezuelan liabilities they are
seeking to enforce were abandoned.

. Signs of an ominous political dis-
turbance in Mexico are plainly no-
ticeable. Mexico has been free from
political turmoil for 20 years, Pres-
ident Diaz having been reelected to
office term after term since 1876,
and no partisan division im nationsl
affairs having occurred. But oppos
ing parties, representing extreme the-
ories of government—rplutocraticand
democratic,—are now massing. The

crisis' was ‘' précipitated- by-the resig-




