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been punished. We assert that they
also say privately thst such crimes
are “ancient history;” in some cases
they even assert it publicly. That
shows that they do not want to
bring such crimes to justice, but to
protect themselves from doing what
they promise to do by conjuring up
a statute of limitations for them-
selves. The question, then, American
man and woman—citizen of the Unit-
ed States and happy child of the em-
pire—is just this: What are you
going to do about it? Are you going
to let it become a part of history—
“ancient history” in time—that you
had the fact morally proved to you
that a horrible murder was com-
mitted under your flag by one of
"your officers, in collusion with oth-
ers, who helped him kidnap his vic-
tim, and that you, responsible, in-
telligent, influential, let that in-
iquitous thing be done—in a word,
that you condoned the crime of
shielding the confessed murderer and
his associates and accomplices? Or
will you demand justice as though
the dead victim were your relative.
brother or son? That is exactly, O
child of the empire, what you face
to-day, stated in bold, hard, unmis-
takable terms! You must make
your choice in the sight of God and
a very large company, speaking out
now distinctly, or else forever after
hold your peace. If you speak our,
justice will be done. If you remain
silent, saying you are sick of the
whole stupid business and of the
cranks who keep it stirred up, you
may be sure justice will not be done.
You are quite free to remain silent.
but you cannot escape the verdict of
~ history. So take your choice.

ASSESSMENTS IN THE MINE RE-
GION: AN OVERLOOKED POINT.
Mr. Bolton Hall, a lawyer in New

York and an incisive writer on eco-

nomic questions, took pains to investi-

gate the subject of assessments in the
mining districts of Pennsylvania, and
published the result of his investiga-
tions in a recent issue of the New York

Journal. Salient points of Mr. Hall's

article were quoted in the Philadelphia

North Amenican, but in no other paper,

so far as I have seen.

And yet, of all that has been said
and written on the subject of the coal
strike, from the beginning of this
memorable conflict down to the pres-
ent moment, nothing has appeared
of such real interest and importance.

What Mr. Hall found was this: That
there are acres and acres of coal lands

~.

in Pennsylvania worth from $25,000
to $30,000 per acre—actually claimed
by officials to be worth, this—and
assessed at the rate of from $30 to
$3 per acre. These lands—or rather
coal-beds—are held out of use; and
the state of Pennsylvania assists Mr.
Baer and his associates to hold them
out of use by assessing them at these
absurdly low rates.

How is this low assessment to be
accounted for? There is no need to
imply bribery or false dealing of any
kind to account for it, though there
may perhaps have been undue influ-
ences. But we see the same kind of
discrepancy everywhere—in city lots
and plantations aswell as in coal lands.

The basic trouble is the mistaken
notion, not of assessors alone but of
the public as a whole, that natural val-
ues should be assessed according to
what they yield. This is a false idea.
Natural values should be assessed not
according to what they actually yield,
but according to what they may yield,
if properly used.

Let me illustrate: Here, just off
Canal street, is an old tumbling-down,
two-storied building that may be
yielding small rent because of its con-
dition. The land on which it stands
is of great value because of its loca-
tion. The value of the land calls for
a much fuller use. Now, the mistake
of the assessors is to let the conditions
of the “improvement” affect the as-
sessment of the l&nd-value. That
land-value is there—it has really been
created by the cominunity—and there
is no reason why it should not be as-
sessed. It might, and ought to, be
better used; and it would be, if it
were properly assessed.

If a man is holding valuable land
out of its full use, that is his fault,
and he should not be rewarded for
it. This is what we do: We reward
such a man, and fine the man who adds
improvements.

It is the same way in the country.
The man who has 50 acres which he
actually uses is taxed relatively much
higher than a man who holds hun-
dreds of acres, naturally just as valu-
able, out of use.

But to return to the coal fields, let
me ask two important questions:

Is it just that the kolders of the coal
fields should be favored by an assess-
ment at so much lower rate than their
lands are worth, simply because they
do not choose to use these lands?

And secondly, what would be the
result if these coal lands were assessed
at even 60 per cent. of their acknowl-
edged value, say at $15,000 per acre?

In other words, how long would they
be held out of use, if assessed at this
fair valuation?—J. H. Dillard, in the
New Orleans Harlequin.

BURDEN BEARING.
For The Public.

The Rev. Dr. Newell Dwight Hillis
instructs us from St. Paul to bear
each our own burden; but how dos
he escape the charge that precedes
this: “Bear ye one another's bur
dens  and so fulfill the law of
Christ?”

The two texts, seemingly contra
dictory, are perfectly reconcilable
That each shall bear his own bu-
den is certainly the principle of in-
dividual development; but no les
may the highest nobility aud
strength of human character be ur-
folded by a magnanimous sharing of
the burdens of others. When o
man’s heredity, training and environ-
ment are all against him—when he is
bound and cast to the ground with
the foot of his superior upon his
neck, he is in no condition to bear
any burden, but that cf his superior's
selfishness and oppressive sin of
greed. If he is assisted to rise and
to throw off the load of anothers
guilt he is put in a position to bear
his own burden. It is this in a d=
gree that the labor union is seeking
to do for each of its members, ani
it is no more a leveling process, is
Dr. Hillis puts it, than the enroll-
ment of church members pledged
stand together against the encroach-
ments of evil. The great leader car-
not be leveled to ‘“‘the worst labo:-
er” through any organization thai
attempts like the free school and the
press and the church to “level men
up.” In spite of the denunciatiors
hurled by the reverend doctor at
the industrial unions they are work-
ing for the uplifting of the individ-
ual through conditions that may give
greater opportunity for the self-de
velopment which he demands as the
first virtue of the faithful citizen.
There is not a single argument
brought to bear against the unica
of labor that does not apply with
even greater force to the combins-
tion of capital. The inconsistency of
exalting organization upon one side
and denouncing it passionately upon
the other is strikingly evident in this
eloquent discourse which is a power-
ful plea for the strong man ar-
raigned before God for injustice to-
ward the weaker brother. The res-
soning of the learned doctor is brit
liant but specious, abounding in false
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images that misrepresent the facts
they are intended to 1llustrate. His
parallels are on different planes
which do not even remotely touch
each other.

“If 100,000,000 pygmies were placed
in a row would they become giants?”

“Here is one Shetland pony that
can trot a mile in ten minutes. By
putting 100 Shetland ponies side hy
side do you think they can compass
the mile in two minutes?”

Does the reverend doctor suppose
such  trickster conundrums the
Sphinx problem that is going to con-
found the intelligence of the ordi-
nary individual thinker?

But when the “law of Christ” is
totally ignored by skipping the first
command of burden-bearing, basing
the whole duty of life on the second
clause of self-help and self-aggran-
disement which acknowledges the
help of mneither God nor man, we
have a social fabric rent and torn
asunder by contrary interests, and
reconcilable only by the love that
shares and bears and equalizes all

burdens.
ANNIE L. MUZZEY.

THE FOOTBALL DEBAUCH.
Would it not be well for the serious-
minded American people who have
ideals for higher education, to take a
moment of meditation to ask them-
selves whether they propose, without
protest and in despair, to permit the
colleges and universities of the country
to continue the annual football de-
bauch? That it is a debauch we need
only present as testimony the col-
umns of the daily press for the past
month, including the notes on betting.
But there are inside facts which we
may well doubt whether many good
people who lend their approval to the
game are aware of. The brutality of
the game may easily be seen; but
the secret dishonesty which the ex-
cited rivalry leads to is not perhaps
known to many outside college walls.
What this rivalry is, how presidents of
the smaller colleges are coming to re-
gard the football teams es advertis-
ing adjuncts in the competition of stu-
dent-getting, only those who are on the
inside can know. I have myself heard
a college president appeal to a foot-
ball team, in an assembly of all the
students, in terms that would lead one
to believe that the future of the col-
lege almost depended on winning a
certain game.
Now what all this leads to is a dis-
graceful winking at anything to win.
It is bad enough for thoughtless stu-

dents to fall into the temptation of
playing men under false names with-
out the knowledge of the college au-
thorities—I have known this to be
done—but the debauch has not stopped
at this. By the connivance of college
authorities men are played who have
only a fictitious connection with the
college; and the students of the col-
lege know that the college authorities
aid and abet such action.

In another college than the one re-
ferred to above I know the following
facts to be true: A student was ma-
triculated at four p. m. one day to
play the next morning, when there was
no intention on the student’s part of
attending the college. He has other
business. In this same game two other
players had, by the college rules, ab-
solutely forfeited their right to
play. This was known to the students,
and yet not a member of the faculty
was brave enough to protest, so in-
tense was the feeling about winning
the game. I may add that the game
was won, and mainly through the
“great work” of the false student
matriculated at four p. m. on the pre-
ceding day. The opposing team had
consented to accept him because they
themselves had been guilty of an ir-
regularity. ’

I have before me a letter received
by a friend from a correspondent liv-
ing near another college. It is proper
for me to say that the specific in-
stances I cite refer to small colleges.
I suppose the larger institutions have
not the same temptation of playing
false students. The college to which
I now refer has hitherto prided itself
on its high moral tone. Its new presi-
dent has the reputation of being a
hustler for athletics, and by personal
appeal he secured the return of B—
for the football season. B—— had
already made arrangements to attend
a professional school. The letter says:

B. did matriculate and take a clasy or
two, and will be paid enough for playing
to get his outfit for winter, and to take
him to —, an@ to give his mother a little;
and she is satisfied, provided he does not
get hurt. He will go to — as soon as the
ball season is over, about the 25th, I be-
lieve.

Many are quite disgusted with Dr. —.
Say he Is doing so much about athletics,
and letting down the dignity of the univer-
gity in many ways, just to get a large
number enrolled, and does not care wheth-
er they stay or not, if he can make it ap-
pear in the catalogue that the number of

etudents has increased under his presi-
dency.

Unless I am greatly mistaken, this
private note, which had no thought of

publication, will touch many respon-

sive chords.
In this communication I have spoken

.whether he will or no.

only of the moral side of the football
debauch. I have said nothing of the
neglect of work caused thereby. This
is another story.—Medius, in New
York Nation of Dec. 4.

THE LINE BETWEEN TRUE DE-
MOCRACY AND SOCIALISM.

Is government fundamentally in-
tended as a paternalistic institution?
If it is, socialism is correct. Should
government provide employment for
the people? If it should, socialism
is right. Should the natural rights
of individuals be subservient to the
wishes of society? If they should be,
socialism is the ideal system. Did
society exist before the individual?
If it did and the individual is but a
branch of the tree of humanity, then
socialism is the correct conception
of human institutions. Do individuais
grow great only as society grows
great? If so, then let us have social-
ism, for under that, government will
direct the footsteps of the citizen,
just as a loving mother leads her
sleepy child to bed and tucks him in,
Should so-
ciety take the initiative in progress
and civilization, should it direct the
education, the thought, the culture,
the love and the aspirations of the
citizen? If so, let us have a pater-
nalistic government based upon the
doctrine of socialism. Should the
citizen lean upon and base all his
economic conditions upon society?
If so, by all means adopt socialism.
Do the powers of government de-
scend from above down to men, or
ascend from men up to government?
Does history show that men have
looked kindly upon the idea of gov-
ernment assuming the direction of
the citizen? If it does, then wisdom
would dictate the extension of that
idea by adopting socialism.

In answer to all this let us remem-
ber that “before man made us citi-
zens, great nature made us men.”

The real socialistic party to-day is
the Republican party. Socialists are
consistent when they say that they
prefer the success of that party, be-
cause it will soonest bring about what
they aim at—the concentration under
one head of all industrial enterprises.
Socialism is but protectionism, is but
the Fowler currency scheme, is but
the ship subsidy idea, is but tho
colonial system, carried to their log-
ical conclusions. The Republican pol-
icy has been that American genius
could not stand alone, therefore gov-
ernment must put it into a hot house
and wall it in with a protective tar-



