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The Transvaal peace envoysnow in
Europe deny that the Transvaal
forced the war upon England, and
propose to prove it. Proof from them
is hardly necessary. It is proved by
the official dispatches published in
British blue books.

From Cleveland it is reported that
a manufacturing company there has
been importing machinists from New
York to break a nine-hour strike.
The report states that there are 4,000
or 5,000 idle machinists in New York
—“men who cannot get anything to
do, for lack of work.” What has be-
come of all the bounding prosperity
in the machinist’s trade in New York
of which we had such glowing reports
a few months ago?

President McKinley has signed the
Puerto Rican government bill, which
imposes a customs tariff upon the
commerce of Puerto Rico with the
states. Less than five months ago, in
his message to congress he said it was
the “plain duty” of this country to
establish free trade with Puerto Rico.
Why, then, did he sign the tariff
measure? Has he changed his mind?
He does not say so. Have the condi-
tions changed? Not in the slightest.
Has he violated a plain duty? It looks
like it.

Senator Morgan appears to have
triumphed for reelection as senator
from Alabama over Gov. Johnston.
In Alabama only democrats—those
who label themselves so—have much
to say about elections to office. Con-
sequently it is the democratic pri-
maries instead of the official elections

that determine results. These were.
held on the 14th, after a campaign
within the party, which had been in
progress for some weeks. The object
of the primaries was the nomination
of candidates for the legislature; and
the burning issue of the campaign
was Morgan or Johnston for senator.
By the latest reports Morgan will
probably have 116 out of the 120 dem-
ocratic votes in the next legislature.
This is a great republican triumph.
Though Morgan is not nominally a
republican, and as a declared repub-
lican could not possibly be elected to
the senate from Alabama, he is one of
the Hanna-McKinley representatives
in the democratic party. His tri-
umph, therefore, is a Hanna-McKin-
ley victory, of even greater impor-
tance in the long run than the elec-
tion of an Alabama republican
would be.

Americanism is becoming worthily
distinetive in these days when Anglo-
Saxonism is off man-hunting in the
Philippines and-South Africa. And
no one has more happily phrased the
distinction than William J. Bryan.
In one of the speeches of his recent
triumphal tour of the Pacific Coast,
Mr. Bryan said:

Anglo-Saxon civilization has taught
man to look after his own rights.
American civilization will teach him
to respect the rights of others. The
Anglo-Saxon civilization "has taught
the individual to take care of himself,
while the American civilization has
taught the individual that he can best
preserve his own rights by recogniz-
ing the commandment, “Thou shalt
love thy neighbor as thyself.”

- If the republican measures in con-
gress for the suppression of trusts
were conceived in good faith, they
would be harbingers of danger to
democratic institutions. But they
are introduced only for the purpose
of supplying Hanna-McKinley stump
speakers with talking material for the

campaign. These speakers can read
the anti-trust resolutions which their
party proposes, and with dramatic
gesture exclaim: “Behold how our
party would crush the monstrous
trusts!” But after the election, if it
“went .right” the measures would be
pigeon-holed until the next one. For
that reason we need have no fears
of the adoption of a constitutional
amendment such as the republicans
propose, which would practically sub-
ject all the private business of the
country to congressional legislation
and cap the very climax of centraliza-
tion of power in the general govern-
ment,

It is not possible at present for
an outsider to tell whether the shut
down of the steel and wire trust is
a stock jobbing operation or a shrewd
movein anticipation of the inevitable,
It is not unlikely both. There is
no doubt that trust managers depend
upon stock. jobbing. They can af-
ford to keep their businesses going at
a loss and even to pay dividends now
and then without earning them, by
having recourse to the profits they
make in buying their own stock upon
the street when they intend to send
it up and selling it when they intend
to force it down. Thus the “lambs”
may be made to keep trusts going
when the legitimate business of the
trust willnot. This may bethemean-
ing of the steel and wire shut down.
There are certainly reasons for sup-
posing that the shut down, is not un-
related to a ruinous falling off of de-
mand in consequence of the exorbi-
tant prices to which the trust has
marked up its goods. That farmers
have greatly cut down their purchases
of wire fencing every observer knows.
This is one fact which, together with
facts of like character, indicates that
the steel and wire trust has reached
the limit of its power for the present.
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~ Not improbably, then, the managers
of this particular trust have been the
first to see that “the prosperity dodge
has been played to the limit,” and are
playing the Wall street dodge for all
that it is worth, in anticipation of
the crash that is surely, coming.

The National Wall Paper company
is often cited asan example of a gigan-
tic' trust that flourishes without any
legalized special privilege. Its con-
trol of full lines of patterns is referred
to as the source of its strength as a
trust. The probability is that the
wall paper trust is not without legal-
ized privileges in the way of patents,
secret transportation contracts, tariff
interferences with competition, and
so on. Nevertheless, this trust is
not unlikely a type of the trusts, so-
called, that have little support from
legalized privileges, comparatively.
And it is beginning to go the way of
all such trusts. It now transpiresthat
this wall paper trust has been able to
control only a-small percentage of the
wall paper output. By raising prices
it so stimulated competition that
more than 80 anti-trust factories
sprang up in the United States, and
diverted the profits of the trust. This

" isanother exemplification of the truth
that a trust which does not rest upon
legalized privileges must either give
the public the benefit of reduced
prices or go to the wall. If it raises
prices it invites its own destruction
by starting up competition. In no
other way can competition be pre-
vented from pulling down a trust
than by investing the trust with legal
privileges.

The sensation over Turkey’s neg-
lect to pay $100,000 which she owes
some American missionaries is not
likely to get further than the “scare”
headlines of sensational newspapers.
Should it reach the bellicose stage it
would be an everlasting disgrace of
this nation. If Turkey neglects or
refuses to pay what she acknowledges
to be a just debt, the moral proprie-
ties would justify this country in
recalling its representative at Con-
stantinople and intimating that the

continuance of the Turkish repre-
sentative’s presence at Washington
was no longer congenial. Nations,
like people, when they have debts
due them are at perfect liberty
to decline association with-the na-

| tions or people that owe and wont

pay- . But for this country to send
warships- to Turkey and seize a cus-
tomhouse to colleet the debt at the
mouth of cannon would be an act
of low down ruffianism. The cus-
tom of the ruffian nations of Europe
would not condone but would rather
emphasize the crime. Besides, no
money debt that Turkey owes any
American missionary is worth a sin-
gle American life; and any American
missionary who is also a Christian
would say the same.

A most significant pro-Boer meet-
ing was held at Eau Claire, Wisc., on
the 5th, of which much less has been
said in the press than its importance
deserves, The meeting, which filled
to-overflowing the largest hall in the
city, was addressed by leading citi-
zens; and it adopted unanimously,
with a series of ringing pream-
bles, a resolution calling upon
the American government to de-
mand of Great Britain that she
make peace with the South Afri-
can Republic and the Orange Free
State upon the basis of their in-
dependence. H. B. Walmsley, Esq.,
presided. What makes this meeting
especially significant is the fact that
Eau Claire, a city of some 20,000, has
but a small Irish population and no
Hollanders.  Its inhabitants are
mostly native born Americans, Scan-
dinavians and Germans. That the
resolutions express the spirit that
prevails in the West and Northwest
with reference to the war in South
Africa is an assured fact. American
friendship for the jingoes and the
jingoism of Great Britain is confined
very closely to Washington. The
American people of the west and
northwest, at any rate, have but little
of it.

The complaints which the tory
newspapers of England make against

‘the Swiss arbitrators in the Delagoa

matter are not at all calculated to en-
hance the English reputation for fair
play. Portugel had granted a fran-
chise to an American for a railroad
from Delagoa bay to the Transvaal
line. The American bonded hisfran-
chise in England and builta wretched
apology for a road, which could not be
operated. When the Portuguese gov-
ernment learned that it had been
buncoed, and that instead of gaining
a real railroad to the Transvaal it had
acquired an ornamental British mort-
gage of the most realistic description,
it notified the American who held the
franchise that unless he should com-
plete the road by the expiration of
eight months his franchise would be
forfeited. He paid no attention to
the notification. Not until the eight
months of grace had almost expired
did he even move in the matter. Ac-
cordingly, the Portuguese govern-
ment very properly and very justly
nullified bis franchise. Then the
British bondholders were hot to send
a fleet to Portugal and demand com-
pensation. But the British govern-
ment concluded to submit the matter
to arbitrators, claiming, however,
enormous damages for loss of profits.
In other words, Great Britain sought
to mulet Portugal in damages for
what might have been made out of the
road if in good faith under the fran-
chise grant it had been properly built
and kept in operation. But the Swiss
arbitrators, with a keener sense of
justice, ruled out prospective profits
and limited the damages approxi-
mately to the value of what the
grantee of the franchise had done.
This was fair play. Yetthe tory jour-
nals of London regard it as “a severe
blow” at arbitration; which implies
that in their estimation a fleet would
have yielded their bondholding fel-
low subjects a more profitable award
than did this fair minded Swiss tri-
bunal.

President McKinley’s Philippine
committee, of which Schurman was
president, has cost $117,185. The
president transmits an itemized state-
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ment of this expenditure to congress,
and with it a recommendation that
Admiral Dewey and Gen. Otis, who
were on the committee but have re-
ceived nothing for their services ex-
cept their regular army and navy sal-
aries, be paid $10,000 each. Exactly
why they should be paid is not appar-
ent. Neither appears to have done
anything beyond allowing the use of
his name. Otis did his best, we un-
derstand, to prevent the committee’s
coming to a friendly arrangement
with the Filipinos, and Dewey did
sign_ the preliminary report for.cam-

- paign uses in Ohio last fall. But as 4
Otis’s interference was quite un-
necessary to prevent a friendly under-
standing, and Dewey signed the re-
port without knowing its contents,
810,000 should strike the frugal tax-
payer as an elaborate allowance, es-
pecially as both men were drawing
from the government full salaries,
allowed for their full time and ener-
gies, during all their “service” on the
committee. :

Senator Hoar has an uphill fight
before him if he really expects the
republican party machine to come
over to his side in the battle against
imperialism. In his devotion to the
traditions of the party and his venera-
tion for its noble leaders of another
generation who breathed into it the
spirit of liberty, he seems quite blind
to the fact that the party machinery
has fallen into alien hands. Its pow-
erful leaders are no longer demo-
crats of the Lincoln type. They are
on the contrary the most perfect types
of the plutocrat in modern history.
And its masses, while abundantly
made up of men of democratic im-
pulses, are largely recruited from
members of the well-dressed mob,
whose highest aspiration is to move
in what they take to be “respectable”
circles. It would have been as rea-
sonable to expect the democratic par-
ty of the sixties, bestrided by the
slaveholding oligarchy, to free the
negro, as to depend upon the repub-
lican party of the new century, with

its medley of plutocratic incubuses,

to reverse a plu'toérétié- policy of im:
perialism.

In the case of the Texas anti-trust
law, the federal supreme court has de-
cided that any state may arbitrarily
prohibit corporations formed in other
states from doing business within its
borders. The only strange thing
about this decision is that any one
should ever have supposed a contrary
decision to be possible. While it is
true that no state can deny to the citi-
zens of any other state the same busi-
ness opportunities that it grants to its

own citizens, it is not and has never.

been judicially regarded as bound to
recognize the corporations of other
states. They are only fictitious per-
sons which may or may not be recog-
nized as such by the states into which
they go to do business. Such possible
doubt as there may, have been about
this matter is now removed. The
supreme court holds that the state
of Texas had a complete right to.pre-
vent one of the standard oil corpora-
tions, created in another state, from
doing business in Texas; and it places
the decision squarely upon the broad
ground that a corporation has no
legal existence beyond the limits of
the state that creates it. There is,
therefore, no longer any excuse either

for Mr. Bryan or for the republicans-

in congress to urge the enactment of
federal laws against trusts. Anystate
can within its own borders put the
ban upon incorporated trusts as com-
pletely as congress could by any law
short of one repealing the protective
tariff.

It should be in order to casti-
gate the supreme court of the
United States for deciding, as it
has done, in a case coming up
from Michigan, that express and
telegraph  companies may law-
fully, shift the one-cent tax on mes-
sages and packages from themselves
to their patrons. But if the supreme
court were always as loyal to prin-
ciple when deciding cases in which
great monopolies are interested, there
would be no outery against it. In

their opinion-in this case, the judges
say:

To_say when and héw the ultimate
burden of a tax shall be distributed
among all members of society must
necessitate taking into view every
possible contract which can be made.
and compel the weighing of the final
influence of every conceivable dealing

‘between man and man. A tax rests

vpon real estate. Caun it be said that -
the law imposing such a tax intended
to prevent the owner of real property
from taking into comnsideration the
amount of taxes thereon in deter-
mining the rent which is to be exact-
ed by him? A tax is imposed upon
stock in trade, Must it be held that
the purpose of such a law is to regu-
late the priee at which goods must be
sold, and restrain a merchant there-
fore from distributing the sum of the
taxes in the price charged for his
merchandise? It is apparent that
such a construction of the statute
would be unnatural and strained.

Most assuredly such a construction
would be strained. Even if the legis-
lature were to specify, the persons or
interests upon whom the ultimate
burden of taxation must rest, its law
would be a dead letter. There is a
higher law than any that legislatures
can enact, which determines the ulti-
mate resting place of tax burdens.
It is that law of human nature that
every man, be his desires good or bad,
seeks to satisfy them with the least
exertion. This law is to social adjust-
ments what the law of least resistance
is to mechanics. And under its oper-
ation, no matter what legislatures
may decree or courts decide, the bur-
den of all taxes levied upon services
to be rendered—whether in the form
of goods or of direct labor—rests ulti-
mately upon the person who seeks the
service, just as it has done so obvious-
ly all over the United States in this
stamp tax on telegraph messages
and express packages. The only con-
siderable taxes that stay where they
are put, are those that fall upon the
value of past services, as income taxes,
or upon the value of monopolies.

Let no Bryan democrat be deceived
by the acquiescence in the inevitable-
ness of Bryan’s nomination of those
unhorsed “democratic” leaders who
supported McKinley four years ago.



20

The Public

There are plenty of anti-Bryan dem-
ocrats who in good faith have accept-
ed Bryan as the next candidate.
They may be trusted. But the pluto-
cratic gang who were eager to ruin
when they could not rule, are only
watching for an opportunity to re-
cover control of the party organiza-
tion. They rely chiefly upon the law
of democratic conventions that atwo-
thirds vote is necessary to nominate;
and in order to avail themselves of
this law, they are opposing the in-
struction of delegates. It is, there-
fore, of the utmost importance that
all democratic constituencies that op-
pose reactionary proceedings at the
national convention should instruct
their, delegates for Bryan. Not the
least important temptation to unin-
structed delegates at Kansas City will
be Hanna’s campaign fund. The
Hanna plutocrats are just as anxious
to defeat Bryan at the democratic
convention as re the ‘“democratic”
plutocrats. Let him who doubts it
read the Hanna newspapers.

Friends of municipal ownership of
public utilities should at least hesi-
tate about giving to the city of New
York the credit of having applied
that principle to the underground
transit system now in process of con-
struction. The application appears
to be only nominal. Itisareasonable
presumption from the facts that the
existing railroad interests of the city
have succeeded in vesting in a state
commission, controlled by themselves,
the power to dispose of rapid transit
franchises upon its own terms. It
has express authority to lay out
routes, to acquire property, to con-
tract for construction without com-
petition, and, also without competi-
tion, to lease roads when built and
paid for by the city for terms of 50
years with privilege of renewal. Pur-
suant to this extraordinary power,
the commission has made a comtract
for the construction of the under-
ground road. It agrees, in behalf of
the city, to pay the contractor for
construction and equipment $36,-
000,000; and upon the completion of

his work to turn the road over to him
upon a 50 years’ lease, with the privi-
lege of a 25 years’ renewal. For this
he is to pay an annual sum equal to
the annual interest payable by the
city on construction bonds—not in-
cluding bonds for rights of way, ete.
—and a confingent sum not exceed-
ing one per cent. on such bonds.
This is an astounding contract. The
only feature of municipal ownership
about it is the fact that the city pays
for the road. Observe that thelessees
get possession for 75 years of an in-
valuable franchise for not more than
one per cent. of the cost of construc-
tion. All above that sum they are to
pay is nothing but rental for the
plant. When other terms of the lease
are considered the lessees are really
to pay nothingat all for thefranchise.
For they are guaranteed exemption
from taxation, both as to franchise
and equipment, for the entire period.
Moreover, at the end of the term, the
city is to purchase the equipment of
the lessees. Under this contract the
people of New York will some time
wish to know whether the city owns
the road or the lessees own the city.

The secretary of the British hu-
manitarian league circumstantially
denies the assertion made by John G.
Shortall, of Chicago, that highway
robbery with violence was suppressed
in England by the use of the lash.
The league explains the probable
basis of Mr. Shortall’s assertion. In
1862 there was a sudden outbreak of
garroting in the streets of London.
This criminal epidemic lasted only
four months, and no person convict-
ed of the crime was flogged. It was
not until six or eight months after
the garroting epidemic had subsided
that the bill to authorize flogging for
violent robberies was introduced.
Evidently the English flogging act is
not a valuable precedent for citation
in support of the brutal notion that
flogging lessens crime.

In an editorial of March 28, on
the Philippine question, the Chicago
Times-Herald, Mr. Kohlsaat’s paper,
made a fatal admission for a protec-

tion organ. Referring to the prophecy
from certain quarters that American
industries would suffer if Philippine
products were admitted {o the states
free of duty, it said:

This is the cheapest sort of political
clap trap. None of the products of the
Philippines will come to the United
States except those whose natural
market is here and for which Ameri-
can consumers have need. )

That is sound doctrine. But it
smashesthe protection theory to flind-
ers. If foreign products will not
come to this country unless this is
their natural market and our con-
sumers need them, we require no pro-
tection tariff to prevent foreigners
from overwhelming us with cheap
goods. To say that we do is, in the
language of the Times-Herald, “the
cheapest sort of political clap trap.”
The Times-Herald is right. It is
American consumers, not foreign
producers, who bring foreign goods
to this country. And by that same
token it is American consumers
whose needs all protective tariffs in-
terfere with.

Col. Alexander S. Bacon has pub-
lished a pamphlet in which he charges
Col. Roosevelt, now governor, with
being a “quitter.” In substantiation
of the charge Col. Bacon quotes from
the official report of Maj. Reed, to be
found at page 102 of the inspector
general’s report. Maj. Reed there
states, says Col. Bacon, that while the
American army lay before Santiago
and Shafter was negotiating for a sur-
render Col. Roosevelt said to his su-
perior officer:

Twenty-five per cent. of my rough
riders can’t carry a pail of water from
the creek to the trenches. No man
can decry me or my regiment, but we
must accede to the next proposition
from the enemy.

This quotation sounds much more
like a whine than an expression of
that strenuous spirit which Col.
Roosevelt affects.

It is not an easy thing for a political
candidate who sincerely believes in
removing the legal obstacles which
put workingmen at the mercy of
great capitalists, to refuse to pledge
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himself to do in office what some
workingmen sincerely think they are
entitled to have done, but which to
him seems opposed to those principles
of equal human rights to which his
conscience clings. And when a man
of that kind actually appears in a
political campaign he is a sufficiently
unique figure to be pointed out.
Such a man is James W. Hill, who was
a candidate last Tuesday for alder-
man in Peoria. Mr. Hill was asked
this question: “If elected to the city
council will you vote for the employ-
ment of none but union labor on all
city work? Yes orno.” He replied:

I am in favor of organized labor
and all things that will tend to give
labor its full earnings. 1 am well
aware that labor now does not.get
what . it. earns. I also faver shorter
hours for labor in order that the
worker may have time to improve his
mind and enjoy life. If elected to
serve in the city council I shall vote
for the building of an assembly hall
on condition that it be free and open
for all time for free discussion on
every phase of the social or labor
question. I would also vote that the
union scale of wages shall be paid for
all work done in the construction of
said assembly hall and on all public
works. But having contended all my
life for equal God-given opportuni-
ties for all men to earn a living, I can-
not now promise to favor one class
of men at the expense of another. I
stand for equal rights to all men,
union or non-union, white or black,
rich or poor—special privileges to
none.

The new English vaccination act is
said to be more tyrannous in operation
than the one it superseded. Parents
who have conscientious objections to
the vaccination of their children
must procure a certificate to that
effect from a bench of magistrates,
who, it is reported, browheat them
and often refuse the certificate, as if
it were a matter of the magistrates’
consciences rather than one of the
parent’s conscience. Besides this, the
vaccinating officers are paid in fees,
and to earn these they visit the
parents (usually the mother while her
husband is at work), and use various
devices to secure opportunities to vac-
cinate the children. Still other forms
of pressute dre reported. One corre:

spondent sums it up by saying that
“never before in the history of the
English government has there been a
law under which more injustice,
tyranny, browbeating, bull-dozing
and intimidation has been used than
is now being used to secure compli-
ance with the vaccination acts.” Pos-
sibly this condition may account for
an announcement from the English

local government board, made some

weeks ago, that voluntary vaccination
had increased since compulsory vac-
cination had been abolished.

PUERTO RIOCAN FRANCHISES.

Whether or not the senate and
house of representatives of the
United States, in passing the Puerto
Rican government bill, deliberately
and wilfully intended to throw to
greed and corruption the rights and
property of the people of Puerto
Rico, it is certain that this is the result
of their work.

The bill, as passed, provides for two
houses which shall constitute a “leg-
islative assembly.” One is a “house
of delegates” to be elected by the
qualified voters of Puerto Rico. The
other is to be an executive council
composed of eleven members and the
governor. All these twelve members
are to be appointed by the president
of the United States and -only five of
them need be native inhabitants of
Puerto Rico. As to the others, they

| are merely compelled to reside in

Puerto Rico during their term of of-
fice. Now while the concurrence of
the legislative assembly is required
in other matters of local legislation
it is expressly provided—

that all grants of franchises, rights
and privileges or concessions, of a pub-
lis or quasi public nature, shall be
made by the executive council with
the approval of the governor, and all
franchises granted in Puerto Rice
shall be reported to congress, which
hereby reserves the power to annul or
modify the same.

Throughout the whole of the de-
bate in the Senate and in the house
of representatives upon this bill, the
only comment which appears to have
been made by either side, upon thus
taking away from the people of Puer-
to Rico any voice whateverin the dis-

posal of what is their most valuable
property asa community—that is, the
use of their streets and roads, the
right of eminent domain, the right
to exercise and enjoy and use for the
welfare or profit of the community
its communal functions—was an ap-
parently incidental remark of Mr.
Foraker who had charge of the bill
and who was explaining its provisions.
He said that the committee would
have left the granting of franchises
to the legislative assembly except for
the faét that the legislative assembly
cannot be in session in accordance
with the law, more than sixty days in
any one year. ‘“The granting of fran-
chises,” he continued, “is something
that may come up at any time, and the
executive council and the governor
will always be there to act upon such
application.” (It may be remarked
in passing, that of the truth of this
proposition of the senator I think
there can be no doubt.) -

Senator Pettus, of Alabama, had
originally proposed an amendment to
the section, providing that the legis-
lative assembly as a whole should
have the granting of the franchises;
but upon Mr. Foraker’s explanation
and his cheerful adoption of the rider
not found in the original draft of the
bill as it came from the committee,
that congress “reserves the power to
annul ‘or modify” such franchises,
Mr. Pettus withdrew his amendment
and declared himself satisfied. And
so seemed all the other opposition sen-
ators. '

In the house, indeed, where the
senate bill was rushed through with
scarcely an opportunity for anything
to be said upon it, Mr. Williams, a
democratic congressman, found op-
portunity to declare—

The territorial part of this bill is
simply infamous. The executive coun-
cil or upper branch of the legislature
is appointed by the president, 11 in
number, and six of them may be res-
jdents of the United States outside of
Puerto Rico. These 11 men appoint-
ew. by the president have the power
to dispose of all the franchises and
public privileges in that island, and
yet they are in no way responsible to
the people of Puerto Rico. This pro-
vision is sure to breed corruption. It
is a public shame to rush such an un-
just and vicious bill through this
house without debate and without any
opportunity for amendment.
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These were words of truth and
soberness. But so far as the domi-
nant majority was concerned, they
fell upon entirely unheedingears, and
no other voice seems to have been
raised against this provision. The
newspapers, indeed, report that in the
republican caucus, objections were
made to it by one or two representa-
tives; but there was no expression of
such objection on the floor of the
house. And thus the most valuable
property—for that is what franchises
and government privileges really are
—of.a million people, were placed en-
tirely at the disposition of a body of
which the majority may be and in all
probability will be foreigners ap-
pointed by a foreigner; and the only
reservation is that of the power of
modification or annulment by a for-
eign legislature in which the people
of the island have no representation.

Although in the senate the funda-
mental question of the right of the
people of Puerto Rico to have a voice
in the disposition of their own prop-
erty was thus carelessly ignored, there
was quite a little discussion as to
whether this reservation of power
should be to the congress of the Unit-
ed States or to the president. The
original bill as reported from the
committee on Pacific Islands and
Puerto Rico read as follows:

“That -all grants of franchises,
rights and privileges or concessions of

a public or quasi-public nature shall |

be made by the executive council With
the approval of the governor, sub-
ject also to the approval of the presi-
dent of the United States, who shall
report the same to congress.”

The first amendment proposed waa
by Mr. Foraker to make this read:

“Provided that all grants or fran-
chises, rights or privileges or con-
cessions of a public or quasi-public
nature shall be made by the execu-
tive council with the approval of the
governor, subject also as to railroad,
telegraph or telephone-franchises, to
the approval of the president of the
United States, who shall report the
same to congress.”

This amendment, which altered
the original bill in making the ap-
proval of the president necessary only
in what Mr. Foraker termed the
“more important franchises,” leaving
such things as electric lighting, gas
lighting, etc., to the unchecked dis-

posal of the executive council, seems
to have been proposed by Mr. For-
aker at the instigation of an Ameri-
can lawyer at San Juan, who declared
in a letter to Mr. Foraker, read by him
in the senate, that it was very impor-
tant to avoid the expense and delay
of a reference to the president in the
case of many local and municipal
franchises, which were already de-
manded. Mr. Foraker’s fellow sen-
ators did not seem to care much about
the approval of the president of the
United States being required, but
some of them were quite sensitive
about the power of congress, and as
Mr. Foraker obligingly said, that he
had no personal objection to reserv-

ing expressly to congress the power

of annulment, the distinction be-
tween the “important” and “less im-
portant” franchises was given up,and

 the agprqval of the president to any

franchise dispensed with; but when
Mr. Allen, of Nebraska, proposed that
the congressional power should be re-

gerved in this form—

“Said franchise shall not have any
legal force or effect until approved
and ratified by congress,”

Mr. Foraker declared that this would
unreasonably delay enterprise and
the development of the island; and
again Mr. Allen and the other sen-
ators promptly acquiesced in his sug-
gestion, and the clause was adopted
as it stands.

It seems to me that both the princi-
ple and the practical results involved
in this part of the Puerto Rican legis~
lation are more important so far as
the people of Puerto Rico and indeed
of the Philippines, and it may be of
Cuba and other prospective depend-
encies, are concerned, than even the
much debated and discussed question
of the tariff.

This Puerto Rican bill is explicitly
avowed to be the model upon which
legislation for other dependencies is
to be based hereafter, and I have lit-
tle doubt that despite their seeming
carelessness in discussing this ques-
tion the people really behind thisbill
knew exactly what they were about.
We have heard much by the advocates
of imperialistic expansion of the ad-
vantages which would accrue to the
business interests of the TUnited
States from such a policy. Argu-
ments either a priori or from statis-

tics, irrefragable as they can be made,
against the absurd doctrine that
“trade follows the flag,” have no ef-
fect upon the “business men” who
believe in the policy in question.
This is because trade and commerce
in their legitimate meaning are
farthest from their thoughts . when
they speak of “business interests.”
That which these shrewd, able,
wealthy men desire is new fields for
franchise grabbing. Not that the
crop of such opportunities to make
money out of government concessions
is gone in this country by any means,
but that a country in the process of
new development always furnishes
for many years a more inviting field
than any other for such enterprises.
It is altogether too common, as Mr.
Bryan in his notable speech at the
convention of 1896 declared, to con-
found the business interests of the
country with the interests of stock-
jobbers and bond-traders. It isthese
“business interests” that have appar-
ently convinced the present adminis~
tration that both “destiny and duty”
require that we should possess our-
selves of “Islands beyond the Sea.”

If special privileges are still to be
granted by government, citizens of
the United States will undoubtedly
always have a certain advantage in de-
pendencies of the United States. But
it would seem that if these govern-
mental functions in various quarters
of the globe are to be farmed out to
American citizens, doubtless to their
great enrichment, the people whose
property they are should, as a mat-
ter of decency, have something to say
concerning their disposition; and that
such disposition should not be given
to a body appointed by the president
of the United States for the time be-
ing the members of which will be
almost sure to be under deep per-
sonal and political obligations to rich
individuals and corporations in the
United States, and too likely to re-
gard the salaries which they are to
receive for temporary residence in
their respective satrapes as the most
important thing about their office.

It certainly is needless to discuss
the futility of the reservation to con-
gress of the power to “annul” or
“modify” the franchises. It affords
no safe-guard to the interests of the
people, although it is conceivable that
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it opensthe door to additional corrup-

tion and blackmail.
EDWARD OSGOOD BROWN.
Chicago, Il

NEWS

The military situation in South
Africa is practically unchanged since
our report of last week, when the
Boers were attacking Wepener. Brit-
ish reports from Bloemfontein on the
13th described the Boers as in full re-
treat from this point, but this was
contradicted on the 17th by reports
from Boer sources; and on the 18th
Lord Roberts reported Wepener as
still surrounded. He declared, how-
ever, that the Boers were now fight-
ing half-heartedly and exhibiting un-
easiness about the security of their
communications. For their uneasi-
ness there would seem to be reason.
Lord Roberts is reported to have
“gpread his net far and wide” to catch
the Boer detachmente that are oper-
ating before Wepenerand throughout
the southeastern part of the Orange
Free State; and on the 17th his forces
were said to be converging. His for-
ward movement to Pretoria is at a
standstill. The explanation offered
is lack of horses.

Gen. Gatacre has been called home
for incompetency, and Gen. Cherm-
ensideassigned to his command. This
change made a slight sensation in
London; but it was followed by one of
much greater proportions, caused by
the first publication, ox-the 18th, by
war office authority, of a dispatch
written by Lord Roberts as far back
as February 13, and which had been
in the possession of the war office for
five weeks. Lord Robertsin this dis-
patch very freely criticised both Gen.
Buller and Gen. Warren for the Natal
campaign for the relief of Ladysmith.
The publication of the dispatch at
this time is regarded as intended
either to force the resignation, or pre-
E’are the public mind for the recall, of

oth Warren and Buller.

On the 15th the Boer peace dele-
gation, consisting of Messrs. Fischer,
Wolmarans and Wessels, arrived at
The Hague. These delegates were
first mentioned in these columns at
page 7 of No. 104, as being on their
way to some of the European capitals
and Washjngton to negotiate for in-
tervention in behalf of the independ-
encg of the two republics.  They

were received at The Hague enthusi-
astically with cheers and cries of
“Long live the Transvaal and the
Orange Free State.”

The Boer general, Cronje, with his
family and staff were landed on the
14th at St. Helena, as prisoners of
war. Other Boer prisoners of war
were landed at the same time, and
others still were reported as having
been sent to St. Helena from Cape
Town. The Boers complain of this
disposition of prisoners, asserting
that the humid atmosphere of St.
Helena means death to men accus-
tomed to the dry climate of the Af-
rican veldts, and they threaten to re-
taliate.

American casualties in the Philip-
pines since August 6, 1898, inclusive
of all official reports given out at
Washington to April 18, 1900, are as
follows:

Killed
Died of wounds, disease and acci-

----------------------------

dentS coveeerreniinnernnannanenn 1,205
Total deaths .......coovvvevnnnnne. 1,678
Wounded ........ccovvviuieninnns 2,002
Total 1088 ....ccvveevennnnns beesen 3,770

Total loss reported last week....3,726
Total deaths reported last week..1,653

In the Philippines, the petty war-
fare of which we wrote last week con-
tinues. On the 16th 300 Filipino
riflemen and bolomen had attacked
the American garrison at Batoc, in
the province of North Ilocos—which
is in the northwest of Luzon—and
were repulsed. A few days before this
an American detachment had sur-
rounded a Filipino recruiting village
in Benguet province—on the west-
ern coast, about half way further
down toward Manila—and after cap-
turing several prisoners had burned
the village. Another American cap-
ture was that of Gen. “Montenegro,
who, with Gen. Macabulos, had been
trying to reorganize the Filipino
army in the province of Pangasinan,
which is on the same coast, still far-
ther south. Montenegro surrendered,
but Macabulos escaped. Along with
these reports came others of futile at-
tacks by Filipings upon San Jose, in
the province of Batangas, which is on
the southern coast, and Santa Cruz
on the lake.  On the island of Min-
danao, the most southerly of the
group, at Cagayen, the Americans
were attacked on the 7th. A street
fight of 20 minutes’ duration fol-

lowed, in which the Filipinos were
worsted and withdrew to the moun-
tains.

The Philippine question was elabo-
rately and impressively discussed in
the senate on the 17th by Senator
Hoar. The extracts and descriptions
given by the daily press indicate that
Mr. Hoar’s speech was one of great
power and eloquence and the occa-
sion historic. His references to Agui-
naldo and his compatriots were brave
and discriminating. Aguinaldo he-
ranked with “that small band who
have given life and everything dearer
than life to their country in alosing
cause,” and predicted that “he would
live with Kossuth, with Qom Paul,
with Joubert, with Emmet, with Eg-
mont and Horn, with Nathan Hale,
with Warren, with all the great mar-
tyrs of history whose blood has been
theseedof thechurchofliberty.” And
as one indication of the qualifications
of the Filipinos for self government
Mr. Hoar declared that—
the state papers of Aguinaldo, the dis-
cussion of the law of nations by his at-
torney-general, the masterly appeal of
Mabini, are products of the Asiatic
mind. They are not unworthy of the
Asiatic mind, the vehicle through
which came to us the scriptures of the
old and new testament, the poetry of
David, the eloquence of Isaiah, the wis-
dom of Solomon, the profound philos-
ophy of Paul.

The most dramatic feature of Mr.
Hoar’s speech. appears to have been
an imaginary roll call of distinguished
Americans voting on the question of
imperialism. Itbegan with Washing-
ton, who briefly gave his reasons and
voted “No,” and ended with McKin-
ley, who was made to say:

There has been a cloud before my
vision for a moment, but I see clearly
now; I go back to what I said two years
ago: “Forcible annexation is criminal
aggression; governments derive their
just powers from the consent of the
governed, not of some of them, but all
of them.” I will stand with the fathers
of the republic. I will stand with the
founders of the republican party. No.

Aaron Burr alone answered “Yes,”
explaining: “You are repeating my
buccaneering expedition down the
Mississippi; I am to be vindicated'at
last.”

- It was not expansion that Mr. Hoar
argued against but imperialism. - He
found authority enough in the dec-
laration of independence for expan-
sion, but, he said, this is—

the expansion of freedom and not:of
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