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seeking, most of them brutal—be

lieve that the schools are about to

U' rescued from the clutches of a

tax dodging plutocracy.

In Chicago, aa in many other

places. the school question is at

Iwttom an issue between taxation

and pedagogy. On the one side

are the financial interests which

insist upon favoring tax dodgers

at the expense of teachers and

consequently to the detriment, of

pupils, and call it business man

ageiuent; on the other are the ed

ucationists who stand for sound

methods of pedagogy. A parallel

issue is that which arises between

the factory method and the school

method of education. The fac

tory method regards the relation

of teacher and pupil as analogous

to that of the mechanic and his

product, and consequently makes

low salaried teachers mere cogs

in a vast mechanism which high

salaried superintendents control

from a distance with metaphor

ical bell pushes. The intensely

human relation of pupil and

teacher is sacrificed to the mere

mechanical relation of workman

and product. The latter issue

adapts itself to the former; for

the factory method, being of the

business type, fits harmoniously

into the grooves of the tax-dodg

ing interests. It is essentially

business. business, business, as op

posed to humanity and what hu

manity implies. If is, moreover,

essentially autocracy as opposed

to democracy.

From the pedagogical point of

view the school question is edi

torially stated with great clear-

and fairness by the Elemen

tary School Teacher for March,

1906. The article is too long for

reproduction here, but we repro

dwe in another column so much

of it as is explanatory of the pres

ent situation. It will be observed

that this excellent school period

>«d. in no way connected with the

Teachers* Federation, explains

'he nature of the present contro

versy in Chicago in a manner that

filly accounts for the otherwise

unaccountable assaults which the

plutocracy of this city, through

their, press and through certain

members of the Boaid of Educa

tion, are making upon the Teach

ers' Federation and its efficient

leaders.

One of the hopeful signs of the

t:mes is the revolt of so many

clergymen and religious period

icals against the plutocratic influ

ences that have so long stran

gled them. It takes time to awak

en people to the subtle evils that

beset them, and much patience is

necessary; but as sure as there

is a just God in the Heavens is

all this deviltry in swallow-tailed

coats destined to come to grief.

History is full of parallels. The

times call not for despair nor pes

simism, but for righteous pur

pose, a little courage, and reason

able patience.

ASSESSMENTS.

It goes without saying that in

steady and persistent disregard of

law and justice the processes and

results of assessments take the

lead. Other departments of gov

ernment may vary in righteous

ness. The iniquity of assessments

is constant. In every community

the inequality is outrageous.

Everyone knows it who thinks of

it. Occasionally some one blabs

out the fact. And yet the same

old shameless condition contin

ues.

You may hear a community

pleading its poverty—not enough

money for schools, or for roads,

or for any public function; where

as any approach to a fair assess

ment would yield abundance of

revenue for every purpose. It is

absurd, when you come to think of

it, that any community should

talk of being too poor to support

its legitimate community func

tions. What such a community is

poor in, is not sources of revenue,

but the essentials of citizenship

and public spirit.

Hut apart from the question of

revenue obtained and its uses, the

worst feature of assessments is

the heinous injustice of the in

equality. Whether this be due to

the hit-and-miss incapacity of the

assessors, or to their partiality, or

to pulls, or to bribes direct or in

direct, the fact of inequality ex

ists.

It exists in a remarkable regu

larity in one respect, which make*

the inequality all the more execra

ble. What is this feature, occur

ring regularly everywhere, that

constitutes the overtopping in

iquity of assessments? The his

tory of taxation in all countries

shows it, and every man who haw

looked into the matter to-day

knows it. But it is worth while to-

say it again, and it ought, to our

shame, to be said over and over.

It is this: that small holdings are

assessed, and therefore taxed,

relatively higher than large hold

ings.

There may be exceptions, but

this is the general truth. As a

rule the larger the value the

smaller is the relative assessment.

The small holder has not the pull

or the influence which the large

holder, whether individual or cor

poration, possesses, and accord

ingly he suffers injustice.

What is the remedy? First, a

practical temedial 'measure con

sists in adopting a more definite

method. For example, we should

compel a separate assessment of

the land from improvements—by

actual acreage in the country, and

by actual front-footage in the

towns. This would at least avoid

the loose manner, prevalent in

most places, of assessing in the

mass.

But secondly, the remedy lies in

creating and concentrating a pub

lic sentiment, through publicity

and education, which will compel

asessors to do their duty. In this

way the press of the country can

perform a great economic service.

J. H. DILLARD.

WHY DID THEY LAUGH?

.V thousand members of t he Chi

cago Young Men's Christian Asso

ciation recently listened to an ad

dress by William J. Bryan. They

laughed incredulously when he-

told them that he would rather

talk about religion than politics.

Again they expressed their incre

dulity in laughter, when he said

that he could talk better when he

was receiving no compensation.

They were still unconvinced when

he insisted that he was sincere.

And those young men were not

hoodlums. They were members

of the young Men's Christian As-
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sociation—the equals in morality

and intelligence of any other body

of young men in the country.

What irresistible influence was

it that impelled them to laugh in

the face of the orator when he said

that he could talk with greater

satisfaction when he was to re

ceive no compensation, because it

was impossible to lose sight of

self when one was talking for

money?

Subsequently the writer attend.

ed, as an invited guest, a meeting

of a young men's club, and listened

with interest and profit to the

reading of two thoughtful and

well written essays upon the

“‘Causes of the American Revolu

ition.” This meeting was in a city

a hundred miles and more from

Chicago, the scene of Mr. Bryan's

address. After the papers had

been read and discussed, and dur

ing a lull in the proceedings, one

young man remarked, smilingly:

“The papers say that Mr. William

Jennings Bryan, in an address be:

fore the Young Men's Christian

Association, at Chicago, said he'd

rather talk on religion than to talk

-on free silver.” And this was

greeted with a burst of laughter!

But neither were these young

men hoodlums. They were the

equals, in every good respect, of

any other group of young men

that could be culled out from the

youth of any city in Illinois—or of

any other State.

An infinitely tactful lady, who

knew (what the first speaker did

not know) that an admirer of Mr.

Bryan was present, relieved the

situation by saying: “I heard Mr.

Bryan once, and he impressed me

as being a profoundly religious

man. The splendid truths he ut

tered, and his convincing elo

quence, reminded me of the great

preachers of a generation ago. I

should not wonder if he spoke

truly when he declared his prefer:

ence for religious themes.”

After a moment of impressive

silence, the admirer of Mr. Bryan

added: “All really great men are

profoundly religious. Theodore

Roosevelt frequently preaches

from the pulpit. Gladstone loved

to expound the doctrines of Chris

tianity. All truly great and sin

cere men are irresistibly drawn

toward the Christ.” The lady of

infinite tact bowed acquiescence,

and the palpable silence gave

unanimous approval.

Now, why did the young men

laugh derisively at the thought of

Mr. Bryan's declared preference

for religious themes, and for

neighborly service? The answer

is, of course, that they believed

him to be insincere.

But another and far more impor.

tant question arises here, and that

question is: Why did they believe

him to be insincere?

There are but two answers:

Either their minds had been poi.

soned against Mr. Bryan in

particular, by misinformation

regarding him, or else their minds

had been poisoned against men in

general by their knowledge of

them

In either case the thoughtful

man will realize that the situation

is most deplorable. The fact that

young men of the Republican

party have been so shamefully de

ceived in regard to the character

of one of the greatest of contem

porary Americans constitutes a

heavy indictment against those

who are guilty of the deception.

Of course not all those who pic.

ture Mr. Bryan as an unprincipled

demagogue are conscious falsi

fiers. Persons who themselves

possess no moral principles are

not likely to recognize moral prin

ciples in another. With such,

right and wrong are determined

by their personal likes and dis

likes. And such men are as natur

ally and inevitably repelled by

the lofty ideals of a Bryan, as is

the savage by the arts of peace.

Such men it is who poison the

minds of unsophisticated youth

against every good man whose ef.

forts at social i.eform meet With

a sufficient measure of success to

attract their attention. It was

such as they who, unable either to

understand or confute the doc

trines of the Nazarene, sought to

turn the force of popular supersti.

tion against him by suggesting

Beelzebub as the source of his

power.

In Mr. Bryan's Chicago speech

he gave utterance to the profound.

est social philosophy, and to the

purest religious sentiments. Not

only there and then, but every.

where and at all times he has done

the same. Although Mr. Bryan's

public life has been a consistent

concrete expression of all this, yet

the young men doubted his sincer

ity! Why?

'Is sincerity in public men so

rare that its existence in the

noblest is doubted? Or is selfish

ness so nearly universal as to pre

clude belief in the sincerity of one

who declares his satisfaction with

opportunities for gratuitous serv

ice?

Had the young men's faith in

their fellow men been destroyed

by the moral poison-mongers of the

partisan press, and by the multi

tudinous revelations of dishonor

in both the political and commer

cial life of the nation? Or (God

forbid that it should be so) has the

spirit of the times despoiled our

young men of the power to appre

ciate the matchless value of gra

tuitous service when circum

stances demand it?

To what purpose do our college

men read history if they fail to be.

come impressed with the univer

sal testimony to the incompara.

ble value of such sacrifice? To

what purpose the training of the

university if it does not arm the

graduate against the false witness

of the partisan?

It is fashionable in some quar

ters to deplore the blind trust of

the trade unionist in his leaders;

but do not our educated men fol

low as blindly their partisan lead.

er's?

Either the members of the Chi

:ago Young Men's Christian As

sociation have blindly accepted

the false characterization of Bry.

an by his political opponents, or

else they reject his moral philos.

ophy. If their derisive laughter

was a spontaneous rebuke to in

sincerity, then they are manifestly

ignorant of the character of a man

who has lived in the public view

for ten years past—they have per

mitted their party leaders to de

ceive them. If their laughter was

aimed at the philosophy expressed

by Mr. Bryan—that service is the

law of progress, and that political

platforms should be based on the

golden rule—it indicates a moral

decadence that is truly startling!

Nineteen hundred years ago

Jesus said: “Whosoever would

be greatest among you, let him

serve all the rest”—and the people

could not understand his doctrine.

To-day Mr. Bryan says: “I am

happiest when serving my fellow
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men without pay"—and thev

laugb in his face!

We think we know why the peo

jile of t wo millenniums ago rejected

rliis philosophy; but do we know

wbv the people of to-dav reject ii

also?

EDWARD HOWKLL PUTNAM.

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

CLEVELAND.

Cleveland. June 4.—Mayor Johnson's

low-fare and municipal-ownership

"outing" yesterday has proved to be

a more effective factor in promoting

the municipal-ownership movement

than its organizers had hoped for.

Their hopes had been raised to a pretty

high pitch by the expectation of a

joint meeting of Mayor Johnson, of

Cleveland, and Mayor Dunne, of Chi

cago, as representatives of the two

cities in which that movement has

taken most advanced shape. This ex

pectation was chilled by the inability

of Mayor Dunne to leave Chicago in

time to keep his appointment. But

Mayor Dunne's guest, Mr. Dalrymple,

the manager of the municipal traction

system of Glasgow, who attended at

Mayor Dunne's request, made two

casual remarks in his speech which,

owing to their-fatuous exploitation by

• the local traction interests, have fur

nished the low-fare and municipal-

nwnership advocates with some of

their best material.

Quite in a casual way. Mr. Dalrym

ple remarked that less than five-cent

fare would be quite impossible with

universal transfers. This incidental

remark was taken up, after the usual

manner of American newspapers, and

made much of, as if it had been the

central point of Mr. Dalrymple's

speech. AH the changes were rung

npon it, by means of labored editor

ials, interviews with beneficiaries of

Taction privileges, etc., to make it

appear that this visiting expert was

opposed to Mayor Johnson on the sub

ject of low fares.

Also in a casual way Mr. Dalrymple

said that municipal ownership in or-

<Ier*to succeed must be divorced from

Politics; and this remark was exploited

u the judgment of a municipal own

ership expert against municipal own

ership where city government is in

fluenced by politics.

In order to emphasize the importance

of these remarks, gVeat stress was laiH

"pon Mr. Dalrymple's transcendent

qualities as an expert in the manage

ment of the municipally owned trac

tion lines of Glasgow. Consequently,

tlw fact Is more widely advertised in

Cleveland to-day than anything else

«mld have advertised it. that Glasgow

has a municipally owned traction sys

tem, and that it has long been in suc

cessful operation—in every way su

perior to the privately owned systems

of the same country.

On the face of it Mr. Dalrymple's two

statements noted above seem to the

unthinking to be adverse to the low-

fare and municipal-ownership move

ment.

Had this been otherwise, they would

not have been exploited, and the occa

sion would have been allowed to pass

as an ordinary political picnic. But

that neither of them is in reajity at

all embarrassing a moment's thought

will show.

That spoils politics must be kept

out of municipal business is universal

ly insisted upon by municipal owner

ship advocates. One of the prime

arguments for municipal ownership

and operation of traction service is

that it is necessary 'to drive politics

out of that service. The greatest po

litical corruption of our cities to-day is

directly traceable to the hand which

municipal service corporations take in

city politics. Mr. Dalrymple's state<-

ment on this point is therefore a wel

come admonition to us , to get rid of

political corruption in municipal gov

ernment by getting rid of public serv

ice corporations.

On the subject of low fares, it is not

remarkable that so good a traction ex

pert as Mr. Dalrymple should make the

mistake of supposing that universal

transfers would necessitate five-cent

fares, for he has no expert knowledge' re

garding transfers, transfers not being

in use with him. He is opposed to

transfers, as is every intelligent trac

tion expert; for they operate to give

some patrons more than their money's

worth and others less. But he neither

knows nor pretends to know, from ex

perience, that universal transfers

would necessitate- five-cent fares. On

this point he is flatly contradicted by

the action of the president of the

Cleveland system, who offers universal

transfers with a four-cent fare. If

transfers are impossible? on a five-cent

basis how can the present company

give them on a four-cent basis?

But whatever may be the worth of

Mr. Dalrymple's testimony on a point

regarding which he is not an expert and

does not speak from experience, there

is no doubt of its value on the

points regarding which he does

speak from experience. And the value

of this testimony is enhanced by the

good character and ability as an ex

pert which the Cleveland traction in

terests have given him in order to

throw a glamour about his incidental

remarks which they interpret in their

own favor.

The real substance of Mr. Dalrym

ple's speech here was a strong endorse

ment of municipal ownership and op

eration with low fares. On these

points he spoke from experience.

He said that the average cost per

passenger in Glasgow is less than one-

cent, and that the average tare per

passenger is less than two cents. It

is true that wages are lower in Glas

gow, as are some other expenses. But

,all told these expenses are not 40 per

cent. less, and to offset that lesser-

cost the expense of furnishing a seat

to every passenger must be consid

ered. There are no "strap hangers"

in Glasgow. Nevertheless, the average-

cost per passenger is less than one

cent and the average fare is less than

two cents.

So Mr. Dalrymple stated, and he is.

borne out by the official reports. By

vouching for him as an expert, the-

t raction interests save the other side

all necessity for proving his compe

tency as a witness, and the substance-

of his speech will live and agitate for

low fares and municipal ownership

long after his incidental remark about

transfers—a remark not drawn from

his experience but exploited by the-

traction interests, although their own

management disproves it—has been

forgotten.

Local politics are getting ready to

boil. The gubernatorial campaign is

on. Gov. Herrick has been renom

inated by the Republicans and the-

Democratic convention is to meet in

a few days. Herrick has made himself

very unpopular, even in his own party.

Cox, of Cincinnati, has succeeded

Hanna as State boss. Leading Demo

crats in different parts of the State

are confident of defeating Herrick.

This may be hoping for too much.

But the effect In Cleveland is

marked. Johnson will doubtless be the

Democratic candidate for reelection

as Mayor, and there is no observable-

indication of any possibility of his be

ing defeated at the polls. Republicans,

plutocratic Democrats, the agents of

corporations, all concede his reelec

tion, and the democratic Democrats

are confident. When the Republicans

abolished Spring elections they ex

pected to sweep Johnson under by

mixing the vote on State officers with

that on local officers. But now they

fear that the effect will be reversed.

Instead of being swept under by a Re

publican avalanche for State officers,

Johnson is likely to sweep the Repub

licans under by a Johnson avalanche-

for citv officers.

L. F. P.

NEWS NARRATIVE

Week ending Thursday. June 8.

Dissolution of the Swedish-Norwegian

Union.

Norway lias declared her union*

with Sweden dissolved, and it—


