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ing done in its name. It will insist on

stopping the deportation and impris

onment of women and children, as

last autumn it insisted on stoppingthe

burning of dwelling-houses. Sir Hen

ry Campbell-Bannerman dealt very

happily with the wretched truism

"war is war," which is the one parrot

answer that comes when one depre

cates these horrors. Mr. Chamberlain

and others have told us that this is no

longer a war, and Sir Henry Cambell-

Bannerman is inclined to take them

at their word. They say this is not

war. Precisely. War is no longer war

when it is carried on by methods of

barbarism, just as a duel is not a duel

if one of the antagonists transgresses

the recognized rules. One of the first

principles of modern warfare is that

war is waged not upon individuals

but upon governments. Our govern

ment departed from this principle

when they declined to recognize the

opposing governments and declared*,

in the rash words of Lord Salisbury,

that "not a shred of independence"

should be left to them. This made the

present war something unheard of in

civilized history since the suppression

of the Tyrolese peasants by Napoleon

—a war upon a nation whose govern

ment is ignored, and who are in many

essential respects treated as rebels

while fighting for their own country.

The determination, justly reprobated

by Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, in

terms which must be echoed by every

one with the slightest tincture of lib

eralism, to crush the enemy who was

already beaten and force the Boer into

subjection instead of securing him as

a willing- fellow-subject, has been re

sponsible for the present situation

and for all the misery and disgrace

which it has entailed.

Let us consider what that situation

is and what are its consequences.

After breaking down the Boer re

sistance, the government, instead of

laying down honorable terms of

peace, demanded unconditional sur

render, as though they were dealing

with rebels. Being unable to obtain

it, our forces were pushed further

and further into the heart of the

Transvaal; but though resistance

was impossible, the country was un

subdued, and as soon as our men

turned their backs the enemy reap

peared. The next step was to de

stroy all supplies for the Boers by

devastating their country, burning

their houses and destroying all their

property. The result was to leave

the non-combatant population desti

tute, and as it was impossible to let

them starve outright they were

swept into concentration camps.

This was the policy adopted in Cuba

by Gen. Weyler and reprobated uni

versally in this country. Yet Gen.

Weyler had the excuse, which our

authorities have not, that he was

dealing with rebels. It < is said that

we feed the "concentrated" popula

tion, and that the Spaniards did not.

Indeed Mr. Brodrick and others

have positively taken credit for our

action, as though it were a laudable

charity to feed those whose food had

been taken from them in the course

of military operations. But before

we distinguish "concentration" in

South Africa from the same policy

as practiced by Gen. Weyler let us

be sure that we are feeding these

women and children effectually. In

some camps this is certainly being

done. In others there is grave rea

son to fear that the strain has been

altogether too great for the organ

ization. A whole country-side is

swept up and the population con

veyed as well as the authorities can

manage to the nearest camp. What

is the guarantee that there are tents,

food or clothing for the numbers

thus poured in? And if these are

deficient, what are the sufferings of

the young children and the sick?

The answer is, we fear, to be found

written in the mortality returns, in

conclusively and obscurely as these

have been stated ly Mr. Brodi-ick.

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman was

not content to describe the disease,

but went on to indicate the remedy.

For the situation as a whole there

can be only one remedy—a complete

change of policy and of persons—but

for arresting the mortality among

the women and children in our hands

there are less drastic remedies avail

able. The first is to let English

women go freely to the camps with

aid in food, clothing, medicine and

nursing. It is monstrous that an

eppcal should have been made to the

American public while there are Eng

lish societies anxious to undertake

this work. , The second point is to

cease making prisons of these camps

—to let those women who think they

can live better on their ruined farms

do so, and let those who have friends

who will take them in their homes

go to those friends. We have never

seen any reason alleged why these

women and children should be treat

ed as prisoners. If those who could

go were allowed to do so there would

be some reduction in the numbers to

be catered for and the strain would

be eased. Lastly, the sweeping pol

icy must be stopped. It has been

productive of nothing but misery.

There is no sign that it has short

ened the war. It has certainly deep

ened the bitterness and made the fu

ture darker.

MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP AS THE

STEPPING STONE TO SIN

GLE TAX.

An article by the Hon. Tom L. Johnson,

Mayor of Cleveland, O., published in the

Chicago Record-Herald of June 9.

Municipal ownership sentiment is

making headway. As a stepping-

stone to the single tax system it may

be one of the most potent factors in

our national development, and it be

comes of greater importance as the

population of the country gathers in

an increasing proportion in cities and

towns.

Threercent fares ma3f be a step to

municipal ownership, and municipal

ownership, by putting an end to mu

nicipal monopolies, will bring nearer

the era of the single tax system, with

its remedy for all the evils of monopo

lies and special privileges.

Municipal monopolies consist of

rights and special privileges in the

public streets and highways which, in

the nature of the case, cannot be pos

sessed by all the people and can only

be enjoyed by a few. A constant

struggle goes on to obtain such privi

leges, with the result of checking and

retarding for a long time necessary

public improvements. Rival claim

ants not strong enough to obtain what

they want often succeed in checkmat

ing each other at the expense of de

nying to the public needed advan

tages.

Only a very slight observation of,

and reflection upon the needs of peo

ple crowded together in a city, as to

facility of moving about, as to com

munication, as to supply of water, as

to supply of artificial light, is needed

to satisfy any candid man that such

businesses are in their nature monop

olistic. In other words, they can be

best carried on, with the best results

to the public, under a single manage

ment and with a single consistent

policy.
■Where competition prevails in such

businesses, almost invariably the pub

lic service is inefficient and defective.

Wherever there is unity, the condition

of things is much better.

My proposition is to enlarge the

functions of municipalities so that the

means of transportation and com

munication and the supply of water

and light shall be furnished by pub

lic authority and not by private en

terprise, and extend this principle to
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its logical result of taking under pub

lic administration all businesses

which require the grant of any special

right or privilege.

We have already started on this

road, and made considerable progress.

In many cities the* water supply is a

public business; in some cities gas and

electric light are manufactured and

furnished by public authority; in

many cities of Europe and Australia

street railroads are owned and oper

ated by the public. Why not go on in

this direction till there shall be no

more private property in special

grants or franchises, and till all busi

ness requiring such grants shall be

carried on by the municipalities?

Under present conditions the adop

tion of this policy would require the

taking over by the public only of the

water, gas, electric light and power

supply, the telephone and street rail

roads. The evils which a great many

timid people fear, as likely to arise

from enlarging the scope of the func

tions of municipalities, are trivial in

comparison with the evils which are

inseparable from the present system.As long as the great rewards which

these monopolies offer to private en

terprise are possible, your industries

will be hampered, your politics will be

corrupted by briber}' and fraud, and

your people will have to pay unneces

sarily high prices for these kinds of

service, and they will be subjected to

daily and hourly inconveniences and

vexation, owing to the poor quality

of the service.

I would not advocate any disregard

of existing rights, or any confiscation

of existing property. It would be no

violation of existing rights for cities

to erect their own plants and to com

pete for the business as they could

readily and successfully do with the

present private owners.

It would be no violation of existing

rights for cities to use their tax pow

ers so as to compel the present private

owners to bear the same proportion

of public burdens, according to the

value of their property, including

franchises, which owners of other

kinds of private property have to bear.

It would be no violation of existing

rights, where the power has not been

bartered away, for the cities or the

states to regulate fares and rates

of compensation, so as to make them

yield only a fair return on the actual

investment made, rather than upon a

fictitious capitalization, based mainly

upon franchises or special privilege

values.

In short, municipalities ought not

to hesitate to do what private per

sons in business do as a matter of

course. They should respect the

grants which they have made accord

ing to their true limits, but, doingthis,

they should take advantage of every

right that is left to themselves to get

rid of the, present system and substi

tute therefor a regime of public own

ership and operation. When this has

been done the first long step will have

been taken toward progress in taxa

tion, for there will be an object les

son in the abolishment of special privi

leges.

Out of municipal ownership may

come free street cars. There is no

fundamental reason why the cars

should not be a part of the streets

that are furnished free for the use of

all if the municipality can afford it.

With property paying its just taxes

the municipality can afford it.

Street cars may be considered in

their relation to the municipality to

resemble the elevators in a modern

building, free to all who have occa

sion to use them because they are the

property of the municipality and in

the nature of an improvement in the

sidewalk, just as the elevator is an

improvement on the stairway. It is

in its relation to the single tax sys

tem that I see the greatest good in

municipal ownership, holding, as it

does, the promise of a firm and vig

orous step to that goal.

SOCIAL EEGENERATION PROCEEDS

NOT FROM GENEROSITY BUT

" FROM RIGHTEOUSNESS.We reprint the following article by the

Rev. Charles Frederic Goss, from the Cin

cinnati Commercial Tribune of May 20,

1901, because It vividly portrays a false

tendency with reference to rich men. The

article would have been all the better, had

It shown, what the truth Is, that in our

social life there are empty many "stools,"

and that the true reason for discontent is

not that a "lucky" one here and there

peacefully uses his "stool" while others

Impatiently await their turn; but that

the "lucky" ones have marked all the

empty stools "taken," and most of the im

patient horde behind the latter are never to

have a turn. It Is not the "luck" of the

thing, but the ur righteousness of the sys

tem that allows It, that makes the true

cause of complaint. The monopolization of

empty stools cannot be remedied by Indi

vidual goodness or generosity; the only

fundamental remedy Is social readjust

ments made In obedience to righteous con

cepts.

SNAPSHOTS AT DAILY LIFE.

When Kohlsaat opened his "quick

lunch" restaurant in Chicago, the pat

ronage was enormous.

Pushing your way through the

crowd at the door, you would see one

man on each stool, and from two to

three others standingbehind him wait

ing for his place. As you took your

position in line, your emotions would

be worth your careful study.

We will suppose that you are No. 3,

hot, tired and hungry, but endowed

with a little humor and possessing a

fair amount of the milk of human kind

ness. Your first emotion will be one

of intense appreciation of the absurd

ity of the situation. You willj<smile

amiably as you watch the eager, jeal

ous faces of the rear rank and the

complacent expressions of the men at

the counters.

By and by you will get a little tired,

and you will think it takes that fellow

in front of you an unconscionabl}' long

time to eat; but you will say to your

self: "Poor chap, he is probably very

hungry, and I hope he is enjoying his

lunch."

At last he rises, and No. 2 takes his

place. In spite of yourself, you be

grudge it. "I wish to goodness I had

gotten in ahead of him," you mutter

under your breath. He gives his order

deliberately, and eats as if he had

eternity to do it in. You no\r begin to

get hot under your collar. "If I were

in his place," 3-ou say to yourself, "I

would have a little consideration for

the man behind me."

A few moments pass, which, seem

like years. You stand on one foot,

then on the other; look at your watch;

threaten to leave and go somewhere

else; denounce the quick lunch system

as a fraud; begin to whisper to your

neighbor mean insinuations which you

intend the man on the stool to over

hear; vow solemnly that when your

turn comes you will keep the golden

rule.

At last, the brute rises and you drop

into his place. Presto veto! Your feel

ings are all changed. There is as

much difference between the man be

hind the stool and the one on the stool

as between the batter in the pan and

the cake on the griddle.

The instant you are seated you be

gin saying to yourself: "I'll get even

with these selfish pigs that have kept

me waiting so long, now! (You for

get that they are gone.) I have earned

my dinner. I don't propose to have

those greedy wretches behind me spoil

its enjoyment. Let them wait; I did.

My digestion is not the best, and if I

eat too fast I shall be sick the rest of

the day. Hurry up, waiter. Bring me

an egg omelet, a cup of coffee, buck

wheat cakes and strawberries and ice

cream."

Having delivered your order, you

turn round, give one contemptuous

glance at the wild beasts who are

grinding their teeth behind you, and


