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It has been suggested that meet
ings in support of Bryan and Steven
son be opened with the reading of the
second paragraph of the declaration
of independence, and th^t they close
with the singing of "My Country 'Tis
of Thee." The suggestion is a good
one. Since Mark Hanna has assumed
to appropriate the flag for partisan
purposes, the democrats might neatly
retaliate by emphasizing whenever
possible the fact of their adoption of
the declaration of principles that the
flag stands for. They can afford to
let Hanna exploit the symbol if they
exploit the ideals symbolized. Let
democratic meetings ring, then, with
the reading of America's liberty char
ter and the singing of her liberty
hymn.
'
The Commercial and Financial
Chronicle, that famous Wall street
organ of plutocracy, exhibits its sense
of the eternal fitness of things when it
precedes a laudatory article on the
late C. P. Huntington with an expres
sion of the hope for "such a defeat of
Bryan as will bury him and his ideas
so deep in votes against them that
they can never experience a resurrec
tion." The destruction of theBryans
of this country is indeed the hope of
its- piratical Huntingtons.
There is matter for reflection for
superstitious historical students in
the fact that the three great politi
cal epochs in the history of this
country were signalized by the tri
umph of the new political forces
at the presidential election imme
diately following one at which they
were defeated. The first of these

epochs was in the closing year of
the last century, when Jefferson
swept the federalists out of power
after having been defeated four
years before. Then came the Jacksonian era. Andrew Jackson failed
of election in 1824, but was victori
ous with an enormous electoral ma
jority in 1828. It was not until
1860 that the third political era
began. Lincoln was elected then;
and, although he had not suf
fered defeat personally in 1856,
the first leader of his party had.
In other words the republican
party was beaten once before
it succeeded, just as the Jeffersonian democrats had been three
score years earlier and the Jacksonian democrats in the twen
ties. And now we are at the be
ginning of a fourth political epoch.
Will history repeat itself?
Was
Bryan's defeat in 1896, like Jeffer
son's in 1798 and Jackson's in 1824
and Fremont's in 1856, prophetic of
triumph four years later?
McKinley newspapers have a good
deal to say about the part that mov
ing pictures are to play in the cam
paign in behalf of McKinley. Among
other things, they are to exhibit fac
tories in operation by way of illus
trating McKinley prosperity. Why
not exhibit some of the factories
which this prosperity has closed? It
would lend variety to the exhibition,
and there need be no difficulty in find
ing such factories. For example, "the
fine new plant," says the Cleveland
Press, "erected less than a year ago
by the Coshocton Boiling Mill com
pany and recently sold to the Amer
ican Sheet Steel company, is a thing
of the past"; it was operated spas
modically for a few weeks after the
trust bought it, and was then shut
down. Other instances of like char
acter are given by the Youngstown
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Vindicator. In all probability more
pictures could be obtained of factories
that have been closed by trusts since
McKinley's inauguration than of new
factories that are working.
Secretary Gage is credited with a
remarkable newspaper interview, first
published on the 25th in the Wash
ington Star, in which he predicts that
in the event of Bryan's election the
country will be placed upon a silver
basis. This is Mr. Gage's explanation
of his dire prediction:
There is no doubt Mr. Bryan could or
der his secretary of the treasury to
make payment in silver of all of the
public debt payable in coin, and for all
current disbursements of the govern
ment as well, which amount to $1,500,OOO to $1,750,000 per day. That he
would give such an order, too, is verycertain, if he is in the same mind that
he was in 1896.
We commend Mr. Gage's interview to
the thoughtful consideration of Sen
ator Stewart, of Nevada, and of such
other silver republicans as may have
concluded to support McKinley on
the ground that the silver cause has
nothing to hope for from Mr., Bryan.
If Mr. Bryan is of the same mind re
garding the silver question as he was
in 1896, something which nobodydoubts, and if as president he could
put the country upon a silver basis, as
Mr. Gage says he eould5 what more
could silver republicans desire than
his election? McKinley gives them
no such hope. Mr. Gage's interview,
if of any effect in "shoo"-ing eastern
gold democrats away from Bryan,
ought in the name of all that is con
sistent to be quite as effective in
"shoo"-ing western silver republicans
back to him.
The fact that Mr. Gage puts forth
such an interview and that the Mc
Kinley papers take pains to exploit it,
shows how badly the Hanna-McKinley party is demoralized. Can it be
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possible that they realize its true sig
nificance? It is, indeed, the severest
commentary that has yet been passed
upon the good faith of the republican
party with reference to the money
question. For at the last session of
congress the republicans forced
through a measure the very first sec
tion of which declared—
that the dollar, consisting of 25 8-10
grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, as es
tablished by section 3511 of the re
vised statutes of the United States,
shall be the standard unit of value,
and all forms of money issued or
coined by the United States shall be
maintained at a parity of value with
this standard, and it shall be the duty
of the secretary of the treasury to
maintain such parity.
That measure professed, as this first
section shows, to establish the gold
standard -so firmly that nothing short
of a new act of congress could disturb
jt. And this is what the republicans
claimed for it at the time, and again
in their national platform. Alluding
to the measure from which we have
quoted, their platform described it as
an act by which—
the parity of all our money and the
stability of our currency on a gold
basis have been secured.
But now Secretary Gage declares that
Mr. Bryan could if elected "order his
secretary of the treasury to make pay
ment in silver of all the public debt
payable in coin, and for all current
disbursements of the government,"
thereby putting the government
upon a silver basis. What doe* all
this mean? It can point to only one
of four things: unless (1) Mr. Gage is
merely manufacturing demagogic
campaign material to influence the
weak-minded, or (2) is honestly mis
taken in supposing that Bryan could
depart from the gold standard, either
(3) the republicans have proved them
selves incompetent to make an effect
ive gold standard law,, or (4) they
were guilty of a false pretense in the
gold standard law they did make.
Who can have forgotten how the
McKinley press told us last spring
that the money question was settled
for years to come. The new gold
standard law had settled it, and
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Bryan's free silver thunder was gone.
But now, when imperialism comes to
the front as the dominant issue of the
campaign, the same press trots out
the money question not merely as the
dominant issue, but as the only is
sue! The issue of imperialism, it
tells us, is a bug-a-boo, having no ex
istence outside the democratic imag
ination. What do these. apologists,
with all their backing and filling,
mean by imperialism? Is it the name
they are quarreling with? There is
.nothing in names. The vital point is
that McKinley proposes to hold and
fortify and fight for what are oalled
our "new possessions," but to deny
forever to the people of those posses
sions the right to participate in the
government that governsthem. Now
that is government without the con
sent of the governed. It is non-re
publican. It is imperial.
But by
any other name it would be as offen
sive to American ideals. Dare Mr.
McKinley deny that this is his policy ?
He has not yet denied it. But he has
said and done much to make it his
policy. Whether it be called impe
rialism, or paternalism, or benevo
lent assimilation, or what not,
the detestable fact remains that Pres
ident McKinley and all the other
Hanna republicans have committed
themselves to the un-American policy
of permanently establishing subj&ct
colonies, to be governed, arbitrarily,
regardless of their own wishes, from
Washington.
Some MeKinleyites are more can
did than others in their acknowledg
ment of this imperial policy. One of
these is Edward A. Belcher, a judge of
the superior court of San Francisco,
and a man of recognized light and
leading in his party throughout Cal
ifornia. In the Los Angeles Herald
of July 29, Judge Belcher closed a
review of the question of the Amer
ican citizenship of natives of Hawaii,
Puerto Rico and the Philippines with
this concise but complete statement
of the McKinley policy:
While it is freely admitted, indeed,
the writer has many times strongly
urged, that mercantile and strategic

considerations make it imperatively
necessary that we should hold and
fortify these island possessions, and
fight to retain them, it is neverthe
less urged that they should be kept
perpetually as territories. Nothing
should make against that save the re
mote possibility that the native races
may be supplanted by the Caucasian
race. Upon none, in the writer's es
timation, save the intelligent people
of the Caucasian race, should the in
estimable privilege of United States
citizenship be confered.
If that is not imperialism!, will some
benevolent assimilationist kindly give
it an appropriate name?
The growing desperation of the Mc
Kinley press over election prospects
is well illustrated by the action of the
Chicago Tribune in devotng half a
page of its valuable space to a list of
what it describes as "some of the
prominent men in various states who
voted for Bryan in 1896, but cannot
find it in their hearts to repeat the
act this time." It then spreads out
its imposing list, which consists of G3
names, gathered from all sources as
with a fine tooth comb. But the
prominent names in the list are as
scarce as hen's teeth in an aquarium.
In all the list, the only names that
are prominent enough to even approx
imate a national reputation are these:
Senator Stewart, of Nevada; E. Ellery Anderson, of New York; ex-Sen
ator Mantle, of Montana; ex-Gov.
Hoadley, formerly of Ohio but now,
of New York; Senator Marion But
ler, of North Carolina; ex-Senator
Peffer, of Kansas.
Let us pass them in review. Stewart
was a republican silver mine owner
who voted for Bryan because he
hoped free silver would increase the
value of mining stock. For this
statement we have the authority of
the McKinley papers of 1896. E.
Ellery Anderson is a Cleveland dem
ocrat, who did not vote for Bryan, but
energetically opposed him. How Sen
ator Mantle voted in 1896 nobody
knows, unless probably Mantle him
self. The same is true of Peffer.
Hoadley, the law partner of a repub
lican machine leader, did not vote for
Bryan in 1896. Senator Butler, who
did, has given no intimation of his
intention of doing otherwise in 1900.
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If the Tribune so recklessly falsifies
the facts about the six men in its list
who are prominent, what falsifications
may it not have made about the 57
whose reputations are local or non
existent?
If lists of this sort were important,
even if honestly compiled, what a
deadly parallel might be drawn.
Think of Senator Stewart, the only
anti-Bryan man in the Tribune's list
who certainly did vote for Bryan four
years ago—and add if you please' the
doubtful cases of Mantle and Peffer—
think of the defection of these three
Bryan voters of national reputation
in comparison with that of the men
of national reputation whose change
is 'from McKinley to Bryan! Carl
Schurz alone would outweigh a whole
senate full of Stewarts, Mantles and
Peffers. And besides Schurz there
are such men as Thomas Wentworth
Higginson, Gen. John Beatty, John J.
Valentine (the president of WellsFargo), Henry Watterson, John DeWitt Warner, Webster Davis, Louis
K. Ehrich, William Lloyd Garrison,
Edwin Burritt Smith, Bourke Cockran, ex-Gov. Boutwell, Senator Wel
lington, and so on until the list of
really prominent and influential sup
porters of McKinley in 1896 who now
support Bryan would for length alone
make the Tribune's list of nobodies
who have gone from Bryan to Mc
Kinley turn, sickly pale.
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through conquest is so often the
theme of republican orations, a quo
tation from this republican governor
would be worth preserving if for noth
ing more than a pleasing contrast.
Said he;
Our path to glory in an honorable
future does not lie through bloody seas.
The most highly trained. arm3-, all the
authorities to the contrary notwith
standing, can never subdue wiholly an
army of intelligent men fighting for
their homes. This fact becomes more
true every year and our nation will do
well to heed it. We have had a taste of
war recently, which unquestionably has
awakened a military spirit, and what
we have now to guard ourselves against
is a too great and dangerous growth of
this spirit. We prefer peace, and we
are a nation whose glory is that when
it does engage in war it is not for con
quest, but for righteousness' sake.

Another republican governor is out
raged by the tendency of his party to
wards imperialism. This is Pingree
of Michigan. He regards his party
as having fallen into the hands of
Mark Hanna, and he doesn't like it.
In a letter to Hearst's Chicago Amer
ican he writes:
I voted the republican ticket first
when Abraham Lincoln was a candidate
for president and I've voted it ever
since. I'm free to confess that I've
never been a Mark Hanna, republican
and could not be if 1 tried. Hanna, how
ever, is not the principles of the repub
lican party and some da3- the party will
shake him off. In my opinion, it is'the
patriotic duty of every mnn who is in
the habit of voting the republican tick
et to keep up his allegiance in the hope
of finalty rescuing republicanism from
the clutches of Hanuaism. Such be
ing the case, I shall probably hold my
It is refreshing, among the monot nose, vote for McKinley and hope for
onous succession of imperialistic the best.
campaign harangues at the G. A. K. There is a good deal of deplorable
encampment at Chicago, to let the fatalism in the latter part of Gov.
mind rest upon the sentiments of Pingree's letter. Good citizens are
Gov. Scofield's speech at the banquet under a higher obligation than that of
of the iron brigade. Gov. Scofield also "finally rescuing republicanism from
is a republican. He is the republic the clutches of Hannaism." It is their
an governor of Wisconsin. But his duty to rescue the nation, and that
love for the republic outran his loyal cannot be done by voting for any par
ty to the imperialist leaders of his ty that Hanna controls. While it is
party; and instead of taking advan true, as Gov. Pingree says, that Hanna
tage, as did so many other republican is "not the principles of the repub
speakers, of the opportunity to make lican party," he is nevertheless in a
a stump speech, he made a speech position to substitute for its principles
which was thrilling in its patriotism. any policy he wishes. And he has
In these jingo times, when glory done this to such an extent that the
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party is now completely divorced from
the democratic principles it received
from Abraham Lincoln and his com
peers.
Towne's brilliant speech, opening
the campaign for Bryan and Steven
son at Duluth on the 27th, contained
a summing up of Roosevelt's' wobbly
character which is the work of an ar
tist. It was delivered in connection
with an allusion to Roosevelt's no
torious speech at Minneapolis. In re
spect of argument, said Mr. Towne of
that rhetorical display of Mr. McKinley's swashbuckler partner in the pres
idential race,—
the speech is, with rare exception, an
alternation of evasion and assertion.
In spirit it is a compound of scold and
scullion. As to it6 facts, it abounds in
inaccuracies which, if accidental, are
inexplicable as comdng from a man who
has performed creditably work in his
tory and biography. But the world is
accustomed to inconsistencies from Mr.
Roosevelt. It has long looked upon him
as a predestined and incorrigible ec
centric. It has given up attempting to
explain him or to reconcile him with
himself. It is quite impossible, wheth
er it would be worth while otherwise
or not, to make an entirely satisfactor}'
diagnosis of a civil-service reformer in
partnership with Thomas C. Piatt; a
citizen soldier who ridicules the vol
unteers; a leader in battle who finds
glory in being rescued from an am
bush; a hero who boasts of shooting a
fleeing foe in the back; a candidate who
plays and poses to delegates and gal
leries to obtain a nomination that he
does not want; a gentleman who
charges six and one half millions of his
fellow countrymen with lawlessness,
dishonesty and cowardice; a statesman
who, mounted on a hobby, rides rough
ly at grave questions in economics
and politics, swinging his partisan
lariat and yelling like an intellectual
Comanche.
A better description of Roosevelt it
would not be possible tomake;atruer
characterization of his Minneapolis
speech could not be condensed into so
few words.
Henry C. Payne, the great repub
lican monopolist of Wisconsin—the
Mark Hanna of the old Northwest—
is another republican witness to the
fact that the republican party has
abandoned the negro and that the
bourbon "nigger"-hater9 of the
south are at heart republicans. In an
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interview in the Milwaukee Sentinel
of the 26th he says:
With a division of the colored vote in
the north, a large portion of it going to
the democratic party, there would be
an instant change in the political con
ditions of the south, as it would make
the democratic part}- equally respon
sible for the political association of the
colored race in both the north and the
south; and the whites of the south, a
large majority of whom are firm believ
ers in the doctrines of protection and
expansion, would then feel free to act
with the republican party and work
for its success.
Mr. Payne grasps the situation. His
party has made a complete 'bout face
since the days of Lincoln. It stands
to-day where the bourbon democracy
stood in the sixties; and the bourbon
democrats of the south are ready to
jump into its band wagon as soon as
they realize that the negro is no longer
under its protection. But Mr. Payne
may find himself mistaken' about the
political effect of this revolution in
the south. Not all white southerners
are bourbons. When the issue of
bourbonism is clearly drawn there,
we may find that they lack the ma
jority which Mr. Payne expects.
Many of our readers will recall the
fine German translation of Markham's "Man with the Hoe/' which we
published in No. 93 under the title of
"Der Mann mit der Hacke." Its au
thor was Dr. Ernst Schmidt, to
whom a sympathetic tribute was paid
in the same number by George A.
Schilling. Dr. Schmidt was at that
time supposed to be at the point of
death. He survived, however, until
last week, dying on the 26th. For
40 years he had been a well-known
physician of Chicago. Born in Ba
varia in 1830, Dr. Schmidt participat
ed as a youth in the republican move
ment of Germany, in which Sigel and
Schurz figured so conspicuously; and
in 1856 he came to this country. As
an American citizen he made common cause "with Schurz and
Heinzen and Hecker and Hasereck
and Louis Prang in their support of
the movement for the abolition of
slavery. The same human sympathy
that made him a German revolution
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ist in the forties, and an American
abolitionist in the fifties and sixties,
drew him to socialism in his later
years. He was the socialist candidate
for mayor of Chicago in 1879,
polling 12,000 votes out of 50,000; and he braved local prejudice
in 1886-87 by acting as chairman of
the "anarchist" defense committee
when August Spies and his associates
were on trial for murder in connection
with the Haymarket affair.
Dr.
Schmidt was a man of magnificent
physique, of fine mind, of excellent
education, of sturdy convictions, and
of splendid courage. He was uni
versally respected in Chicago both as
a physician and as a man. His was
one of those lives that go to prove
that courageous fidelity to conviction
in unpopular causes is not always a
bar to public respect.
To get a clear idea of what world
power imperialism means, one must
listen to its advocates abroad, where
there is no fear of offending demo
cratic sensibilities. An opportunity
for Americans to do this is afforded by
the Literary Digest of the 11th,
which summarizes from the Chronik,
of Leipsic, a discussion of the subject
in the Evangelical Social congress at
Carlsrhue. ' This conference, the Di
gest explains, is a representative body
of 300 of the most progressive relig
ious thinkers in Germany. Several
phases of the discussion are present
ed in the Digest's summary. To be
gin with, it assumes that in "the devel
opment of new world powers, Ger
many, too, is called upon to take its
part in the spread of its commercial,
moral and spiritual powers." Then it
urges that "Germany must become
a world power, not only in the inter
ests of its economic independence,
but especially because it has the duty
of contributing toward the civilizing
and developing of peoples that have
hitherto not done their duty toward
mankind." For, "in general, to base
a colonial policy only on the benefit
that the mother country may derive
is unjustifiable." Then follows a
vindication of "the duty and the right

of a Christian nation to become a
world power," because of the "abun
dance of national strength and vitality
which enable it to make others the re
cipients of its nobler qualities," and
because it is "the general duty of man
kind to master the earth and to make
it serviceable to the purposes for
which it was created."
All that is familiar to the American
reader. Precisely such appeals are
put- forward here to inducethe United
States to go into the "world power"
business of which Mr. McKinley has
given us a foretaste. Almost to the
letter the German reasons are dupli
cated by Outlook editorials and mili
tant sermons and strenuous har
angues. But what follows in the
discussion . from which we have
quoted, and what must follow in in
evitable order, is not so freely ex
pressed by our own imperial philan
thropists as by their German breth
ren. Beferring to their declaration
that it is the duty of superior peoples
to master the earth and make it serv
iceable, these German apologists for
Christian land grabbing go on to de
clare that—
this neither the negro tribes nor the
states under Islam nor the South Amer
ican republics can do; this can be done
only by European pow-ers" as is seen by
the example of Japan, Tunis, etc. That
this cannot be done without the appli- '
cation of force lies in the very nature
of the case; but conquest of such in
ferior people is only to be the prelim
inary step toward their salvation, edu
cation, and civilization in accordance
with Christian principles.
There you have a glimpse into the
imperialism which these professional
Christians of Germany describe as a
"call," and toward which the same im
perial spirit is driving our own afore
time republican nation. Even the
South American republics are not to
be spared.
They, too, are to be
Christianized under martial law.
And toward all mankind, ex
cept the European powers (includ
ing the United States in grace of its
power), there is to be "an application
of force" with a view to conquest. But
one suggestion remains to complete
this picture of the bloody reign of the
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Prince of Peace. The power necessary to conquer "inferior" peoples in
South America and Asia, wilLhe avail
able to subdue "inferior" citizens and
subjects at home, and for that pur
pose it will assuredly be used. If you
would forecast the further history of
this Christian crusade, read the story
of Eome.
In criticism of our approving com
ment, on page 260, upon a New York
court's decision in a labor case, w»
are in receipt of the following pro
test from William J. Strong, the emi
nent Chicago lawyer, who has for
the past five or six years been wag
ing a relentless legal fight against
the "black listing" of workingmen:
I desire to challenge the pernicious
doctrine laid down by the court
in the case of the National Steamfltters
vs. Enterprise Stearafitters a*nd ap
proved by you in an editorial on page
260 of The Public of August 4, 1900,
wherein you assert that "That which
all men have a right to do individ
ually, all, or any number less than all,
have a right to do together." This doc
trine is pernicious because it fails to
take note of the fact that there are
many acts which can be done individ
ually and not work an injury to oth
ers, but which when done in combina
tion with others become oppressive.
In other words, there is a power for oppresson residing in numbers, when
acting in concert, that does not exist
in individuals when acting alone. No
two men are likely to act in the same
manner when acting as individuals;
hence the evi'.s which may arise from
concert of action are not likely to
happen. For instance, I have a right
acting as an individual to deny a man
employment, from whim or caprice,
because, for instance, I do not like
the color of his hair; but I have no
right to combine with others for the
malicious purpose of preventing that
man from getting work at his trade.
The reason is that as an individual 1
could not work him an injury. I might
deny him work, and he might get work
elsewhere; but if every employer in his
trade combined to keep him out of
work, then an injury could be inflict
ed. The public is interested in having
men work at their trades, and when
men cannot find work at their trades
they become either paupers or crim
inals, and a charge on the community,
and the public is injured as we'.l as the
individual; and as it is one of the high
est duties of the state to protect the
weakest of its members from oppres
sion, those combinations which are op
pressive to the individual are treat
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ed as misdemeanors and are punish
able as such, as well as giving a right
of action for civil damages to the indi
vidual who has been deprived of a le
gal right. The boycott, for instance,
has always been held to be unlawful.
On the same pribciple . the blacklist
also is illegal.
Neither do these injuries, in my
judgment, afise from monopoly, as you
seem to think. Take the packers who
have blacklisted girls who struck be
cause Libby, McNeil & Libby cut their
wages — girls who were able to earn
$16 a week as expert labelers, and who
solely by reason of the combination be
tween the packers, are unable to find
work at their trade, and are compelled
to go to the department stores and
work for four and five dollars a week.
It cannot be because these packers
have any "legal monopoly" that thy
are able to perpetrate this wrong.
Neither is it because their packing es
tablishments are located on the rail
road terminals (which are monopolies),
that they are enabled to do it. They
could combine and do the same thing
if all their business were done by wag
ons on the public highways.
It cannot be that the monopoly in
land is the cause, for under the single
tax they could rent the ground, unless
it be that the single tax would pre
vent men from engaging in. the packing
business.
Even if we had an ideal state where
there were no monopolies, and the
demand for labor exceeded the supply,
they could still do it if the employers
in any trade took it into their heads to
impoverish a man by keeping him from
working at his trade. They might have
work for him, and still for the mali
cious purpose of injuring him they
might combine and keep him from
getting work. The question of whether
they would be likely to do it if monopo
lies were established is not the ques
tion. But could thev* do it? And if so,
what is it that enables them to work
the injury? Is it the power of combi
nation, or the fact of monopoly. These
illustrations are made to show that
there are many evils which may be ac
complished by the power of combina
tion and by concert of action, that
could not be done by individuals act
ing as individuals. Hence it is not true
as a matter of morals or law, that what
a man may do alone he alwa3-s has the
right to do in combination with oth
ers, as there are many things which
are made wrong solely by reason of
the power of oppression which resides
in the concert of action of numbers
I will not refer to the many adjudi
cated cases which sustain my conten
tion, as you may say that the judges
who rendered these decisions were
"striving to serve one class by inter
fering with the rights of another."
The decision you refer to is not. in
my judgment, good law. nor is it found
ed on justice or the rights of man. And
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if taken to the higher courts it will
be reversed.
The blacklist is an issue in the com
ing campaign, and I cannot believe that
The Public, will justify the iniquitous
practice of the railroads and other
corporations . who are attempting to
terrorize their employes and make
them slaves by means of the blacklist,
by using the argument they use, viz.:
that whatever a man has a right to do
individually, he has in all instances a
right to com'bine with others in doing.
If a combination has the justification
of competition it may be lawful; but
combinations which have only the pur
pose of injuring others, cannot be held
to be just or legal.
We assure Mr. Strong that The
Public does not justify the railroad
"blacklisting," which he, as a lawyer
and citizen, is fighting so valiantly.
But we dissent from his view that
"blacklisting" can be accomplished
by mere combination. No combina
tion of competitive establishments
can make it effective. What makes
it effective with railroads is the fact
that railroads are not in any true
sense competitive. Railroad combi
nations are combinations of monopo
lists. Nor is it an answer to specu
late upon what might happen even
in. competitive conditions if all com
petitors in a given branch of trade
, combined in a "blacklist." That is
an impossible hypothesis.
In con
ditions truly competitive all employers
could not combine in a blacklist. They
could no more do that than an en
gineer could build a dam that would
prevent the waters of the Hudson
from finding their way to the sea.
Competition is a force which noth
ing but legalized monopoly can re
sist. And wheninstancesarecited, like
that of the packers, to show that com
petitors actually do combine, they
prove nothing; they are not instances
of competitive conditions.
In the
first place the packers are lessees of
monopolized terminal privileges,
whereby they strangle competition;
and in the next place, the monopo
lization of land in general has so far
lessened opportunity for self-employ
ment as to have completely killed off
that most natural of all competition,
which consists in employers bidding
against each other for help. It is
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monopoly, not combination, that that government by consent of the
makes blacklisting ' effective. We governed is impracticable and absurd.
would, therefore, destroy blacklist
Divested of the smartness that
ing by abolishing monopoly. It can
characterizes
its editorial writing, and
be done in no other way.
put into blunt English, an argument
which the Times in one of its recent is
With all possible respect for Mr.
sues makes against the declaration of
Strong's judgment, we deny that any
independence is as follows: TheMcthing that would be innocent if ac
Kinley policy of criminal aggression
complished by one persoD, becomes
in the Philippines, the imperialism
wrongful when done by a combina
which proposes to rule distant peoples
tion of several persons. The essence
as crown colonies, is right; because
of wrong is the concurrence of an
the principle of "the consent of the
evil act with a corresponding evil
governed" is not acted on in do
purpose. Whether this be the indi
mestic affairs. For example: (1)
vidual purpose and act of one or the
The Indians are governed without re
joint purpose and act of many, makes
gard for the letter and spirit of the
no difference iD principle. A purpose
declaration of independence. (2)
and act which would not be wrongful
The District of Columbia is admin
in an individual cannot be wrongful
istered without the advice and consent
in a combination of individuals. Mere
of its inhabitan ts. (3) The entire wom
numbers do not in the nature of
an population is so governed. (4)
things change what is innocent into
The army and navy are administered
what is criminal. In other words, we
without reference to the opinions of
believe the law of conspiracy—an
the soldiers and sailors.
(5) The
cient though it undoubtedly is—to be
committee on rules in congress is a
an unprincipled innovation. And
governing body which "derives its
while in exceptional cases, like those
powers" from a party caucus and not
of the railroad "blacklisting," it may
from the consent of the governed.
be invoked as a labor palliative, its
This, apparently, is the best that the
main use will continue to be a club
ablest administration organ can do
for the judicial pounding of workingby way of apology for imperialism. We
men.
may safely leave its effort to the con
sideration of our readers, with the
As an organ of McKinleyism, the bare suggestion that proved devia
New York Times feels, of course, in
tions furnish no reason for abandon
duty bound to discredit the doctrine
ing an ideal.
Because men stray
of the declaration of independence
from the path of rectitude, that is no
that government derives its just pow
reason for closing it. Because a
ers from the consent of the governed.
pledged teetotaler has fallen from
But it has the sense to refrain from grace to the extent of drinking now
candid denunciations. The hour for
a glass of beer and now a glass of wine,
that has not precisely arrived. It or even to the extent of getting "jolly
would be as yet highly impolitic drunk" at times, that is no good
openly to attack the mass of "preju reason for his deliberately becoming
dice" which holds the heads and a sot.
hearts of the American people true to
the declaration of independence. So
Apropos of the death of the duke
the tactics of the Times are for the of Argyll, an American magazine,
present those of the sapper and miner. Scribner's, recently discussed the
The doctrine of the fathers is assailed uses of a leisure class. It began with
with masked satire, which it is hoped the proposition that "a priori, a man
may by an imperceptible process make who inherits money enough to be all
the doctrine ridiculous. The Times his life, as the French say, 'at his ease,'
accordingly sets itself the task of is the man from whom we should ex
demonstrating in an underhand way pect the things that make the world

better, and for which there does not
seem to be any immediate market in
money."
But that is just what
ought not to be expected a priori. A
leisure class is of necessity a parasit
ical class. It is supported arbitrarily
by the labor of others. And by no
rational inference can we expect
from a parasitical class devotion to
the world's betterment. As well ex
pect grapes from thorns or figs from
thistles. It is of the nature of para
sites to be always too intent upon
their own -selfish enjoyment and the
perpetuation of their parasitical priv
ileges to know or care about anything
else.
In self-satisfaction and the
effort at holding on, their energies are
exhausted.
And this is what the
magazine in question discovers a
posteriori with reference to the Brit
ish leisure class. It finds that Argyll
"was the only duke in Great Britain
who within living memory has
amounted to anything;" and that the
marquis of Salisbury, when he was
Lord Robert Cecil, was, upon the au
thority of Bagehot, "the only member
of the British aristocracy who had
shown the capacity of earning his own
living." To these two, Scribner's
adds Lord Rosebery, and, speaking of
them as "three out of 500 members
of the bouse of lords" who are worth
their salt as workers, adds:
Perhaps an ordinarily well-informed
observer might manage to pick out
half* a dozen more lords who might
fairly be called distinguished for someThing else than being lords, barring the
achiervements. But that is a sorry
showing for so many holders of what
may be called perpetually endowed
new men, who owe their titles to their
fellowships.
From a consideration of these and
similar facts Scribner's finally comes
to the sensible conclusion that the
necessity of earning one's own living
is the necessary condition of all
worthy achievements, and "that the
desire to have been born a duke,
which often assails lazy people as a
delightful dream, is really a desire to
have foregone a much better birth
right." Yes, indeed. If it were not
for the parasites who suck away the
earnings of the workers, there could
be no richer birthright than the socalled "curse of Adam."

The
AN ATHEISTIC HYPOTHESIS.
"Republic or empire" is the para
mount issue in American politics-, ac
cording to the democratic platform
and speakers. Timid republicans, on
the other hand, affect to sneer at this
epigrammatic phrasing of the issue,
and protest that the McKinley policy
is not imperial. But there are repub
licans who possess the full courage of
their convictions, and who, having
no purpose to serve in trying to befog
the issue, speak out boldly. One of
these is Franklin H. Giddings.. He is
professor of sociology in Columbia
college, New York., and he speaks
through a book which the Macmillans publish. Prof. Giddings makesno wry faces over the alternative of
"republic or empire," but comes out
flatly for republic and empire. His
book contains an undisguised pleafor
American imperialism.
In this book, entitled "Democracy
and Empire," Prof. Giddings argues
that these two antagonistic forms of
government are quite compatible.
There is no fear on his part that we
cannot exist half republic and half
empire. Had he written in Lincoln's
day it is altogether probable, judging
the probabilities by the spirit of his
book, that he would have foreseen no
dangers to a nation half free and half
slave. In fact he regards imperialism
for America as inevitable, and opposi
tion to it as "probably as futile as op
position to the trade wind or the
storm." It is not with concern that he
says this. He puts it forward as a rea
son for falling into line. His phil
osophy, in other words, is simply an
elaboration of President McKin ley's
fatalistic epigram. He teaches that
destiny determines duty, and he be
lieves that it is our destiny to be an
imperial republic.
Prof. Giddings's hypothesis is dis
tinctively atheistic. We do not mean
by that that Prof. Giddings is an athe
ist. Forallweknow to the contrary he
attends church services with the regu
larity of a deacon, and adores- pietistic fetiches with the devotion of a
pagan. He may even be profoundly
religious in his personal life. But
his social philosophy is the phil
osophy of atheism. The hypothe
sis we have mentioned assumes
that precisely such blind forces
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as wind and storm hold sovereign
sway in social life. It entirely ignores
the moral forces which are as capable
of cheeking or diverting evil tenden
cies in society as intellectualforces are
of avoiding the dangers of the storm
and making the wind an agency of
service instead of destruction.
That there is a tendency to evil in
the social world is true.. Consequent
ly there may be the tendency to im
perialism that Prof. Giddings points
out. But that these evil tendencies
in society cannot be resisted or di
verted by moral agencies and influ
ences is not true. All evil tendencies
in society are results of the influence
upon it of evil choices made by indi
viduals; and they may be diverted or
subdued by the counteracting influ
ence of righteous choices by individ
uals. It is thus within the power of
every one to affect in some degree the
trend of social development. Accord
ing as he decides for or against the
right, whenever his community comes
to judgment upon a moral issue, so
does he help to make its future. These
decisions are the determining factors
of history.,
It is not a "good God, bad devil"
world, this in which we live. There
is no duality of person or force—good
and bad—in eternal conflict. Neither
is there a solitary beneficent person or
force that instigates evil in order to
produce good. This great conflict be
tween good and evil in which we are
floundering, is an unavoidable prod
uct of the individual faculty of choos
ing between good and evil—the moral
affirmative and the moral negative,
moral harmony and moral discord—
with which man is endowed, and with
out which he could not be man. Out
• of that struggle so produced comes
the great social force or tendency in
social life which we recognize as evil
and personify as the devil. Its devel
opment may be readily observed by
following in thought the story of a.
human life.
Men at birth are wholly selfish.
They care for nothing but self-gratifi
cation. With advancing maturity,
this absorbing self-love gives way in
greater or less degree to what in ap
pearance if not in fact is love for
others. The grown man, unlike the.
sucking babe or the toddling child,
considers in some measure the com
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fort of his fellows even at the cost of
discomfort to himself. He may do so
merely because experience has taught
him the wisdom, as matter of pure
selfishness, of taking others into ac
count; or he may do it because the in
spiration of love has touched his heart
and opened his understanding to a
realization of the beneficent law of
moral righteousness, which is so su
perbly phrased in the golden rule.
But whichever may be his motive, sel
fishness will not be wholly expelled
from his nature. In the one case it
won't be even modified. Whoever is
altruistic merely because experience
or observation has taught him that it
pays, is essentially as selfish as an
Ishmaelite. In the other case, seffishness remains in degree. No man ever
becomes so completely at one with jus
tice, so perfectly in harmony with
moral law, as to escape a daily battle
between his righteous purposes and
his selfish inclinations. There are,
therefore, innumerable individual
decisions against righteousness.
In consequence of these individual
decisions against righteousness in
social concerns, there is an evil
force in the social wor^J. It consists
in the spontaneous cooperation of in
dividual selfishnesses.
This is the
force that makes for imperialism in
all its forms. It is the force that sup
ports aristocracy, plutocracy, oli
garchies and boss-ships. It is the force
that maintains militarism and mo
nopolies, and every other mode of self
ish mastery by man over man. It is
the force that once degraded Rome
from republic to empire and brought
on the dark ages, and that threatens
now to make history repeat itself with
the American republic in the place of
the Roman. And this is the force
which Prof. Giddings regards as in
evitable and irresistible.
It is, indeed, inevitable. But it is
not irresistible. In so far as individ
ual men, in their social or public re
lations, choose the right for its own
sake, evil social forces are resisted.
When those forces prevail, it is be
cause the social conscience is weak.
Slavery cannot live a minute in a
community where the dominant senti
ment is truly vitalized by the spirit
of human liberty. Imperialism could
not raise its head if public opinion
were inspired by the golden rule.
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Militarism would be an abhorrent
spectre if the common conscience
held human life sacred.. Against de
votion to the right because it is right,,
evil tendencies in society are impo
tent. And so tremendous is the ex
pansive power of this righteous force
that even a little of it accomplishes
mighty things. The righteousness of
only ten righteous men would have
saved Gomorrah from destruction.

NEWS
The situation in China, which at
our last report was described as some
what chaotic, remains virtually un
changed.- Military operations have
apparently subsided, and there has
been an entire absence of any trust
worthy news since the 21st or 22d,
when Mr. Conger sent the message
quoted in the next paragraph.
Preceding Mr. Conger's message
various news reports were receivedconfirmatory of our account of last
week which described the relief of
the legations, the flight of the impe
rial family, and the subsequent attack
of the allies upon the forbidden city
in Peking. Mr. Conger's message, al
though not dated at Peking, left there
probably as late as the 22d, but was
not received at Washington until the
27th. It is as follows:
No important movements since last
dispatch. Military is trying to restore
order. Xo representative of the Chi
nese government encountered yet.
Several ministers of the tsung-li-yamen reported in the city, and are ex
pected to appear soon. Generals' de
cide not to enter into imperial palace,
beLieving it practically vacant. Two
thousand Germans arrived to-day.
The proposals for peace, made by
Li Hung Chang in behalf of China,
immediately after the relief of the
Peking legations and reported in last
week's issue on page 313. were replied
to by the American state department
in the following note, published on
the 23d:
Memorandum in response to the Chi
nese minister's communication, of
cablegrams! from Viceroy Earl Li
Hung Chang, dated August 19 and 21,
proposing the immediate cessation of
hostilities and the appointment of an
envoy to conduct negotiations, re
ceived at the department of state Au
gust 20 and 21. 1900. While the condi
tion set forth in the memorandum deKvered to the Chinese minister August
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12 has not been fulfilled and the pow
ers have been compelled, to rescue their
ministers' by force of arms unaided by
the Chinese government, still this gov
ernment is ready to welcome any over
tures for a truce, and invites the other
powers to join when security is estab
lished in the Chinese capital and the
Chinese government shows its ability
and willingness to make on its part an
effective suspension, of hostilities there
and elsewhere in China. When this is
done, and we hope it will be done
promptly, the United States will be
prepared to appoint a representative
to join with, the representatives of
other similarly interested' powers and
of the authoritative and responsible
government of the Chinese empire to
attain the ends declared in our cir
cular to the powers of July 3, 1900.
The circular referred to in the fore
going communication as having been
issued July 3, 1900, was reported in
these columns at the time on page
199.
Since the publication of the
above reply no word has been received
from Li Hung Chang.
Of the other powers, Japan has re
plied to Li Hung Chang in the same
vein as the United States, but Ger
many has refused to recognize his aur
thority to represent China in peace
negotiations. Russia, on the other
hand, strange as it must appear in the
face of previous reports, seems to have
taken a stand for immediate peace.
She has sent a note to all the powers
urging them to withdraw their troops
from Peking and to accept Li Hung
Chang 'as the representative of China
in peace negotiations. This note was
considered at a cabinet meeting at
Washington on the 29th. The meet
ing was secret and its proceedings
have not been authoritatively di
vulged, but the press reports aver
that a favorable reply to Russia's note
was formulated.
The subsidence of fighting in China
has been followed by greater military
activity in the Transvaal. Byourlast
week's report (page 313) it will be
peen that the Boers then had two ar
mies—one, under DeWet, operating
to the west of Pretoria, and the other,
under Botha, established in the re
gion of Barberton near the eastern
frontier. From DeWet'* force there
is but little news beyond adubious ru
mor that it has dispersed. He seems,
however, to have attempted to cross
the railroad north of Pretoria with a
view to joining Botha, and to have
been driven back by Bad en -Powell
after a day's fighting on the 23d near
Pienaar"s station. The heavy fight

ing occurred in the east, where Botha
commands the Boers. This is under
the immediate direction of Lord Rob
erts himself, who has established
headquarters at Wonderfontein, on
the railroad between Pretoria and
Lourenso Marques. On the 21st the
British general, Buller, had fought
his way as far north as Belfast, which
i3> on the railroad a short distance east
of Wonderfontein. Two of his com
panies, drawn into ambush on the
23d, suffered severely. The British
advance had extended on the 24th as
far as Belfast, in the neighborhood
of which it engaged the Boers on the
24th, the 2oth, the 26th and the27th.
Lord Roberts reported on the 27th
that his movements were "slow on ac
count of the extent and nature of the
country." Dalmanutha, the next sta
tion east of Belfast, was taken by the
British od the 27th, and on the 28th,
after heavy fighting at Machadodorp,
the next most easterly station, the
Boer lines were broken and they fell
farther back. Buller entered Macha
dodorp in the afternoon of the 28th.
It now appears that the Orange
Free State has not been freed of Boer
forces. A body under Gen. Olivier
made an attack on the 26th from three
sides upon Winburg. the terminal sta
tion of the branch line running east
from the main line of railroad at Smaldeel, which is about midway between
Bloemfontein and Krons*tad. The at
tack was beaten back by the British,
and Gen. Olivier and three of his sons
fell into their hands. It was Gen.
Olivier who conducted .the retreat
from Wepener (page 41) along the
eastern border of the Orange Free
State.
From the Philippines we havenothing to report this week but American
casualties. Since July 1, 1898, inclu
sive of all current official reports
given out in detail at Washington to
August 30, 1900, these casualties are
as follows:
Deaths to May 16. 1900 (see page
91
1,847
Killed reported since May 16, 1900. 48
Deaths from wounds, disease and
accidents reported since May
16, 1900
366
Total deaths since July 1. 1898.. ..2,261
Wounded
2,220
Captured
10
Total casualties since July 1, 1898. .4,491
Total casualties reported last
week
4.458
Total deaths reported last week..2,228

The
American politics are distinguished
for the week by Mr. Bryan's speech-ac
cepting the populist nomination, and
by the substitution as populist vicepresidential candidate of Mr. Steven
son for Mr. Towne.
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practical unanimity. The leader of
the Stevenson movement in the com
mittee was Gen. James B. Weaver,
who has been twice a* candidate for
president—once as the nominee of
the greenback party, and again as the
nominee of the populists. Senator
Mr. Bryan received the formal noti Butler, the member from North Car
fication of the populist nomination at olina, opposed any vice-presidential
Topeka on the 23d.
Preliminary nomination at all.
speeches were made hy Chief Justice
Doster and ex-Congressman Simpson,
The presidential nominations now
and the notification was delivered by before the country are as follows:
T. M. Patterson. Before Mr. Bryan
Democratic—For president, William J.
responded, A. W. Bucker, of Colora Bryan: vice president, Adlal E. Stevenson.
Republican—For president, William Medo, notified him of the indorsement of Klnley;
vice president, Theodore Roose
the Monetary league. By way of velt.
preface to his acceptance speech, Mr.
Silver Republican — For president, Wil
Bryan acknowledged his nonpartisan liam J. Bryan; vice president, Adlal E.
welcome to the state of Kansas and Stevenson.
People's Party (regular)—For president,
the city of Topeka, by representatives William
J. Bryan; vice president, Adlal E.
of both—the representative of the Stevenson.
People's Party (middle-of-the-road)—For
city being a republican—in tefmgthat
deserve.remembrance and suggest im president, Wharton Barker; vice president,
Ignatius Donnelly.
itation. 0,n this point he said :
Social Democrats (including fusion wing
I desire in the beginning1 to thank the of socialist labor party)—For president, Eu
authorities of this, state and city for gene V. Debs; vice president, Job Harrlthe nonpartisan welcome which has man.
Socialist Labor Party (De Leon wing)—
been delivered through Mr. Troutman. For
president, Joseph T. Malloney; vice
I appreciate that liberty of thought, president.
Valentine Remmel.
that generosity, too infrequent in poli
Prohibition—For president, John G. Wooltics, that enables political opponents ley; vice president, Henry B. Metcalfe.
to thus tender the freedom of the city
United Christian—For president, S. C.
to one with whom they do not agree on Swallow; vice president, John G. Woolley.
political' questions. I am grateful for
the kind words which were spoken and
NEWS NOTES.
appreciate the admiration mentioned,
even though that admiration does not
—The American Bar association be
count as much on election day as a gan its thirty-third annual conven
simple ballot. I hope that as the yearsi tion at Saratoga on the 29th.
go by we shall be able to lift politics
—The thirty-first annual convention
to a higher and brighter plane, so that of Beekeepers of the United States
we can fight out these great questions met at Chicago on the 28th.
as citizens equally earnest and equally—The thirty^fourth annual encamp
honest, each one respecting the other's ment
of the Grand; Army of the Re
rights.
public convened at Chicago on the
His acceptance speech dealt first with 28th.
the money question; then with the
—The fifth annual convention of
income tax; after that with labor ar the National Association of Local
bitration, the blacklist, government Fire Insurance Agents opened at Mil
by injunction and Chinese labor; next waukee on the 29th.
—Henry George's birthday will be
with railroad discrimination, and the
question of a labor cabinet officer; aft celebrated] at Elgin, 111., in the opera
er that with the trust question; and house, at 7:45 on the 2d. The speak
ers will be Louis F. Post and Father
finally, after a further elaboration of Cox,
of Chicago.
the money question in its present re
—At
the democratic primaries in
lation to national polities, to the par New York
state on the 28th the sup
amount issue of imperialism.
porters of Richard Croker, in a con
test with those of David B. Hill, se
the control of the forthcoming
Mr. Stevenson's nomination by the cured
state convention.
populists, necessitated by the with
—The negro whose assault upon a
drawal of Mr. Towne (page 281), was little
girl caused the riot at Akron, O.,
made at Chicago on the 27th by the reported last week (page 314), pleaded
national committee. The test vote, guilty on the 24th to the charge
which was taken upon a motion to against him and was immediately sen
nominate a populist, stood 71 against tenced to life imprisonment.
to 24 for the motion; but Stevenson's
—The birthday of Henry George
nomination was afterward made with will be observed in New York city on
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the 3d, at the Manhattan Single Tax
club, with William Lloyd Garrison,
Samuel Seaburjr, George L. Rusby,
John De Witt Warner and: James A.
Heme as the speakers.
—John J. McCann, of St. Louis,
whose imprisonment in the St. Louis
workhouse for nonpayment of a fine
imposed for his refusal to pay the city
for permission to work for his living
was explained at large and comment
ed upon editorially in these columns
last summer (page 244), was released
on the 25th, the mayor having remit
ted his fine.
—The trial of Bresci, the assassin of
King Humbert of Italy, began at
Milan on the 29th. It ended' on the
same day with a plea of guilty of
murder and life imprisonment. He
said he had killed the king to avenge
the misery of the people which had
forced them into bread riots, and in
sisted that he acted without advice
or accomplices.
—The Henry George association, of
Chicago, Frederick H. Monroe, provi
sional chairman, will celebrate the
sixty-first anniversary of the birth of
Henry George, at Handel hall, 40 Ran
dolph street, Chicago, at three o'clock
in the afternoon, Sunday, September
2. Willis J. Abbot will preside, and
speeches will be made by Father Cox,
Clarence S.Darrow and John Z. White.
Similar celebrations will be made at
all important centers throughout the
world.
—Tom L. Johnson, of Ohio, arrived
at New York on the 28th from Eu
rope, on board the "Oceanic," which
made the voyage from Queenstown in
5 days, 16 hours and 45 minutes. Mr.
Johnson says:
I was having a good, quiet time In Eu
rope, taking In the exposition and all that
sort of thing, but Mr. Bryan asked me to
come home and assist in the campaign
work, and here I am. I expected to take
a hand In It anyhow, but the request of
Mr. Bryan brings me home a little sooner
than I expected. Where shall I canvass for
Mr. Bryan? Why, anywhere that he wants
me to. I am in his hands as to that. Per
sonally, I should much prefer to work in
Ohio, which is my own state and is also
Mr. McKlnlep's state. I could probably do
my best work there.
>—On the 28th the Afro-American
council met in annual session at In
dianapolis, and was welcomed to the
city by Mayor Taggart and several
representative colored men of Indian
apolis. Bishop Walters, the president
of the council, delivered his address
on the 27th. when a committe on "ad
dress to the country" was appointed,
with T. Thomas Fortune, editor of the
New York "Age," as chairman. The
committee reported an address on
the 29th, from which an indorsement
of the McKinley administration had
been excluded/ after a contest in com
mittee.
—Robert Fitzsimmons, the pugilist
and ex-champion heavy weight, won a
prize fight against Thomas Sharkey,
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under the expiring New York law, at
the Coney Island Athletic club on the
24th, knocking him out in the second
round. Fitzsiminons afterward chal
lenged James J. Jeffries, the present
heavy weight champion of the world,
for a fight in New York on the 31st
of August, the last day of the law;
and upon Jeffries refusing to meet
him so soon, proposing instead a meet
ing in California some months hence,
Fitzsimmons publicly announced his
withdrawal from the prize fighting
ring forever.
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ing the force of its argument, the
address possesses a literary strength,
even in the types, that is unusual.
As all Frenchmen could take pride in
the oratory of Mirabean, and as all
Englishmen could admire the forensic
powers of Gladstone, it seems also
that Americans of all parties can be
proudi of so highly developed a rhet
orician and public speaker as Mr.
Bryan. It is not necessary to say
that he rivals Lincoln in the sim
plicity and) clearness of his style; yet
hardly any other American political
leader since the rise of Lincoln has
MISCELLANY
surpassed Mr. Bryan in the dignity,
poise, simplicity and clearness which
AN EXILE'S MESSAGE.
now characterize his best efforts.
For The Public.
He has also a gift for epigram and
The roses In my garden bloom
strong condensation of ideas, which
Above the violets' faint perfume.
few other public men possess. There
Close by, the fountain's singing spray
I.ieaps up a-sparkle in its play;
is no one in English politics who com
And 'gainst the deep-toned southern sky
pares with him in all these respects,
The feathery palm fronds wave on high.
unless it be John Morley, and in
Land of the olive and the vine!
America Carl Schurz almost alone is
Land of the orange and the pine!
I look beyond thy golden glow
his equal. Mr. Bryan's oratory gains
And see the land I used to know.
force from the utter lack of person
I see the bloom-wreathed orchard trees
ality and personal abuse which char
Soft stirring in the western breeze;
acterizes it. The Indianapolis speech
Their scented petals floating down,
is particularly notable in that respect.
Above a gold head and a brown,
And—sloping upward to our feet
From the beginning to the peroration
The red-topped clover, billowy sweet.
it is an appeal to the understanding
Land of my childhood, loved of old!
and
the sense of justice of every
Amid the tropic's blue and gold
American voter. No presidential can
I hear the ripple of thy streams
And catch the woodland wild flowers' didate could lift political discussion
gleams.
to a higher plane, and to Mr. Bryan
Land of mine own Immortal dead!
credit should be given for this much,
Land of the Race to Freedom wed!
however obnoxious his principles and
The storm clouds gather 'round thy head. his party may be*to his critics.—The
Kise up! Thou hast not failed before;
Springfield (Mass.) Republican.
For Justice's sake, one battle more!
Land that the black man's fetters smote,
A LONELY LITTLE MONKEY.
Thy God is with thee! Smite again!
Thy star-lit banner yet shall float
All that Borax, the little pink-eyed
Above the Rounded Rights of Men!
monkey, wanted of his fellows in the
Land of the just! Land of the brave!
Lincoln park zoo was kind treatment,
Whose naked sword hath freed the slave! and when they turned their backs on
For thine own children's freedom now
him and ignored the inoffensive crea
Bind thou the helmet on thy brow!
ture altogether he got sick and sulked
For thine own children's right in thee
Stand forth in glorious majesty.
in the darkest corner of the cage. The
And once again, for mankind's right
keepers had never witnessed such a
To tread the path that seeks the height,
strange
manifestation of feeling akin
Thou Conqueror of a Tyrant's will,
to human among the animals and did
Rise up! Thou art Columbia still!
not worry about Borax. The os
Above the fountain's silvery plash,
tracism imposed on him by his erst
And thro' the sun-birds' rainbow flash
I see the palm tree's feathery crown
while companions made Borax sick
Against the blue sky arching down,
and he refused nourishment. Yester
And past the mountains' shadowy band— day morning the little animal died
The vision of a regnant land.
and his long-taiied playmates of two
VIRGINIA M. BUTTERFIELD.
weeks ago, unforgiving even in the
Cullacan, Estrado de Sinaloa, Mexico.
face of death, refused to show the
THE SPRING FIELD REPUBLICAN slightest sign of sorrow when he was
ON MR. BRYAN'S SPEECH.
carried away and buried.
There is little dissent among the
The circumstances of Borax's death
papers capable of any degree of fair were not known to the thousands who
ness to Mr. Bryan that his Indianap visited the animal reservation. They
olis speech was a truly great rhet found the monkeys in new cages, and
orical achievement. Putting aside when something was said about a de
the principles it supports and ignor mise in the colony they attributed it

to an accident attendant upon mov
ing. There was one less simian to be
bribed into a clever acrobatic feat
with a handful of peanuts, but the de
mand was not lessened through the
absence of the dead animal.
Borax was the cleverest performer
of all the monkeys and his skill led to
his fate. He handicapped his) fellowa
by previous training, for he came
from a circus where he got a bun if
he rode a spirited greyhound around
the track without losing his seat and
a whipping if his performance did not
suit the trainer. Borax's life at the
Lincoln park zoo had promise of hap
py days. The first Sunday he per
formed he got as many peanuts as all
the rest of the monkeys combined, but
Borax was not selfish and attempted
to divide his spoils. The simian's gen
erosity was regarded as an attempt
to lord it over the rest and he was not
thanked.
After a month's stay at Lincoln
park Borax apparently wished he had
never left the circus, though the bun
was* frequently stale and the beating
a severe one. There he was on good
terms with the greyhound and the
savage bull-terrier that wouldn't treat
any other member of the outfit with
the least show of civility. Borax did
his best to furnish amusement to the
crowd, but would not- accept the re
wards. After dark his cage compan
ions would appropriate their despised
comrade's emoluments, though they
make unkind remarks about him.
"You can't tell me that the pinkeyed fellow didn't die of grief," said
one of the keepers the other day. "It
was a plain case of getting shut out
in the cold. He wanted to be the
'good fellow' with the crowd, but they
would not stand for it. It is just like
men anyhow. If they see a chap suc
ceeding they begin talking bad about
him. Borax wasn't accustomed to that
sort of a thing and it broke him all
up. I could see he could not live
through
He didn't see amy chance
of getting back to the circus or an
other job, so he went back in the cage
and starved himself to death. That
monkey was more sentimental than
many a human being." —■ Chicago
Chronicle of Aug. 6.
THE AMERICAN DECLARATION OF
IMPERIALISM.
For The Pubic.
When in the fateful course of blind
Destiny, it becomes necessary for the
people of a great democratic republic
to subjugate inferior peoples, and by
destroying infant republics to assume
among the nations of the earth the
exalted and profitable station of a
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world power, a decent respect to the
opinions of the better elements of
mankind: require that they should de
clare the causes which impel them to
depart from their democratic ideals.
We hold these truths to be self-evi
dent, that the God of infinite love is a
judicious respecter of persons, who in
his infinite wisdom hath created some
men in superior station and with su
perior rights; that they are charged
by their creator with certain corre
sponding duties; that among these is
the divine obligation of regulating the
lives and liberties and ministering to
the happiness of their inferiors,
through the strenuous processes of
benevolent assimilation. That to per
form these duties governments are in
stituted over inferiors, deriving arbi
trary powers from standing armies
and crooked taxation, and conserving
the privileges of the governing class
by thereunto subordinating the rights
of the governed. That whenever gov
ernment becomes republican in spirit
and thereby destructive of these des
potic ends, it is the duty of the better
elements to alter or abolish it, pro
vided they do so in the name of pa
triotism, and to institute imperial
government in its place, laying its
foundations, on such principles and or
ganizing its powers in such form as
to them shall seem most likely to
effect the safety and happiness of in
feriors and to contribute most effec
tively to their own respectability,
comfort and profit.
Prudence, indeed, will dictate that
republican government sha'll not be
suddenly changed1 in form; for all
experience hath shown that the lower
classes and inferior peoples are more
disposed to suffer the evils of
independence than to relieve them
selves by formally renouncing it.
But when the fortunes of for
eign war, pursuing invariably the
same victorious course, evince the
design of the God of Battles to augment
the paternal obligations of a superior
people whose benevolent rapacity is
hampered by republican government,
it is their right, it is their duty, to
throw off such government and to pro
vide new guards for the security of
their divine privileges and the advance
ment of their manifest destiny.
Such have been the unmistakable in
dications of providence, and such is
now the necessity which constrains the
superior classes of the United States of
America to alter their antiquated 83 stem of government.
We, therefore, the representatives of
the better classes of the United States
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of America, in imperial convention as
sembled, appealing to Plutus the blind
for the rectitude of our intentions, do
in the name and by the authority of the
superior people of these states, includ
ing the editor of the Outlook, solemnly
publish and declare that th^se United
States are and of right ought to be a
mightj' empire, that they are as such
absolved from all con'stitutional re
straints, and that all relation between
them and the glittering generalities of
the declaration of independence is and
ought to be totally dissolved; and that
as an empire marked by Destiny to
hold despotic sway over the inferior
children of our common Father, they
have full power henceforth to levy war
for purposes of conquest, to conclude
peace with honor and spoils to pur
chase powers of sovereignty over un
willing peoples, to govern the con
quered and the purchased without
their consent and as dependent sub
jects, to c ntract alliances with other
world-power empires, to maintain a
standing armj' commensurate in mag
nitude with our imperial dignity and
the necessities of military operations
in distant parts of the globe and for
that purpose to draft conscripts from
the inferior classes, and to do all other
acts and things which world-power em
pires may of might do. And for the sup
port of this declaration, with a firm re
liance on the Almighty dollar,we pledge
the lives and earnings of the American
working classes and our own sacred
honor.
AN USTCROWNED KING.
The career of one of earth's power
ful kings, albeit uncrowned, is sud
denly closed. His remains are con
veyed in royal state from his princely
summer home in the Adirondacks to
his palatial residence in the metrop
olis. His private train, with a cortege
of friends and attendants, is given the
right of way over a highway crowded
with the traffic of a nation.
This uncrowned king, commanding
revenues approximating in volume
those of the general government, was
not an executive officer of the nation;
he did not sit- in the halls of legisla
tion, he had not been clothed with
judicial ermine, he never presided at
the marts of commerce, he had en
gineered no great manufacturing en
terprise, yet public officials and mer
cantile combines yielded to his will,
and ail industrial interests paid en
forced tribute to his exchequer.
This uncrowned king was not vested
with the scepter of authority by royal
inheritance, by popular election, or by
military conquest. He did not acquire
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his vast power over his fellow-men by
employing the magic gifts of oratory,
by the arts of the skillful advocate, by
masterly thought in the editorial
arena, nor by any' of the agencies
which have hitherto held sway over
men's minds, and exercised control
over their actions.
It was by using his undelegated and
almost unlimited and irresponsible
power as master of transportation
that this uncrowned king became also
a master of finance, a master of indus
try, and thus a master of the people.
It was by acquiring 'the exclusive con
trol of a vast machinery for the dis
tribution of products that he was en
abled to levy tolls for his own emolu
ment, and virtually to fix the prices of
the fruits of industry.
In no obtrusive or ostentatious fash
ion did this uncrowned king enforce
his authority over the farmer, the
merchant, the manufacturer, the
banker, the miner, the contractor and
the innumerable employes in every
vocation, yet that authority was felt
in all the avenues of industrial, com
mercial and professional life.
As a master of transportation, by a
compact with less than half a dozen
other master spirits in the country,
he fixed and levied the tax which each
of the 7&,0OO,0O0 people in these
United States must pay for the con
veyance of persons from one point to
another, and for the transit of every
pound of food, every article of cloth
ing, and every other object that min
isters to their necessities or pleasures.
Here was a man whose business con
sisted in building and operating na
tional highways, for all railways are
virtually such to-day, ana yet he was
invested with the sovereign preroga
tive of levying a compulsory tax. This
plain citizen, undelegated by a politic
al constituency, was empowered to
formulate revenue laws in his private
interest, subject to no revision or veto.
This private individual^ not clothed
with judicial functions by the people,
was permitted to pass upon the rights
of those who were compelled to make
use of these public railways. This
professional railroad man, who could
do no better service in ouilding and
operating railroads than 10,000 of his
fellow-citizens who are following that
calling, was accorded a personal reve
nue greater than the combined in
comes enjoyed by the monarch of.
Great Britain and the czar of Russia.
There is one other iact that should
not fail to be noted in regard to the
career of this most remarkable man, a
fact that detracts' equally from the
fair fame of the uncrowned king, and
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from the good name of the people who
suffered the wrong and disgrace. He
openly dispensed fabulous sums in" po
litical campaigns to secure the elec
tion of judges, legislators and execu
tive officers favorable to' himself, and
secretly expended enormous sums in
the halls of the national and state leg
islatures to secure the enactment of
laws in the interest of his vast rail
way system. •
These undeniable facts, which ought
to be as startling as they are true, are
not enumerated at this time to criti
cise the acts or to assail the memory
of the uncrowned king who was de
prived of his scepter by the hand of
death. He was merely the product of
a system in which such things were
possible. His successor assumes the
authority he abdicated, and the power
he usurped from the people will be
Wielded as relentlessly as before, for
the system, in which that power was
intrenched continues undisturbed.
The facts are recalled not to condemn
the dead magnate, but to awaken the
thoughtful consideration of the Amer
ican people.
Is it wise to permit one human be
ing, or a small cabal of railway finan
ciers, to exercise such unlimited and
irresponsible control over a system
reaching down to the minutest details
of every person's material welfare? Is
it sound, policy for the state to leave
in the hands of private individuals the
control and princely revenues of a
tax-gathering system which embraces
the entire country, and is in its very
nature an absolute monopoly?
The governments of other countries
are gradually absorbing those func
tions and enterprises which are recog
nized as public utilities, and is it not
time for our own people who have felt
the evil effects of private and corpor
ate ownership of railway transporta
tion to mature some plan for the
transfer of that ownership and its
emoluments to the collective control
of the people at large?—William H.
Knight, in Los Angeles limes of Aug.
17.
AX ESTIMATE OP THE FILIPINOS.
The conclusion of a letter written by
John T. McCutcheon to the Chicago Rec
ord, dated Manila, April 23.
From my personal experiences with
the Filipinos—experiences covering
the greater part of two years and
the larger part of the Philippines and
the Suhis—I have reached several de
ductions which at present I think
are tolerably well founded. Perhaps
if I had time I would change or re
model them.
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The first is that I like the Filipinos.
From the very first I have met with
hospitality and kindness from them
in every part of the islands. On
nearly all of these occasions the peo
ple have had no other reason to be
courteous and friendly except the im
pulse of inherent hospitality. About
the only Filipinos I have had cause
to disapprove of were the cab drivers
in Manila, together with various
house boys who at one time or anoth
er transferred! my watch, money and
other valuables from my home in Ma
nila to some unknown place either
in Manila or out of Manila. These I
dislike.
But in most of my experiences with
Filipinos in Manila and nearly all the
provinces I have met a uniform de
gree of courtesy, which, whether as
sumed or natural, has prepossessed
me in their favor. There has never
been a house, however small, or a
family, however poor, which has not
hospitably placed Itself at my serv
ice when conditions rendered such
service most opportune and grateful.
I have heard of scores of cases of
treachery, but as a general thing I've
found this treachery to have been
directed at officials or people whom
the Filipinos distrusted or had reason
to dislike. This treachery has had
its inception in conditions for which
we cannot wholly blame the people,
and the methods of exercising it may
be partly excused! when we reflect
that the Filipinos have not reached
an advanced state of enlightenment
—that is, that the way to avenge a
wrong is to carry the matter through
several years of litigation instead of
going out with a bolo and ending it
all in one night.
Treachery, also, may vary with the
point of view. When a native with
a Remington shoots a soldier from
his hiding place in the bamboos it is
murderous treachery, but when the
soldier goes out and shoots a Filipino
it is merely another bandit killed
and is called a praiseworthy stroke of
enterprise. And when a local pres
ident whom we have appointed be
trays to the Filipinos some prospec
tive military expedition it is rank
treachery from one point of view,
but the Filipinos simply regard it as
an evidence that the race is standing
togetherin its fight against an outside
invading race. It all depends upon
whether we look upon the matter
from the standpoint of people who
have been getting the worst of it for
several centuries or from the stand
point of a people who have had their

independence for a century or more
of stupendous progress and enlighten
ment.
Another conclusion I've reached is
that a higher state of education ex
ists in the Philippines, excepting, of
course, the Igorrotes, Negritos and
Moros, than one can findi in any other
oriental country. From Albay prov
ince to Aparri you will find the great
er part of the people uniformly able
to read and write; you will find sub
stantial stone buildings and impos
ing churches and schools in the most
remote sections. A trip up the Ilocos
coast is a revelation to the traveler,
for he will find the valleys highly
cultivated, the cities large and im
posing and1 the people normally peace
ful and fairly industrious.
The same conditions will be found
existing in all sections of Luzon. You
will find pianos where you have been
led to expect breechcloths and sav
agery. You will find welL-dressed
people reading the native newspa
pers, and men who will discuss with
3'ou intelligently the problems of the
islands. Only in the remote moun
tain districts will you find the halfnaked savage who is used in the
American comic weeklies to represent
the typical Filipino. For, this state
of comparative enlightenment the
church is responsible, for whatever
we may say of the methods of the
friars we must acknowledge that
they have done a great work in edu
cating the people—leaving the price
out of the question.
Another conclusion I've reached is
that with proper training the Fil
ipino may be developed into a good
man in any branch of business. He
is receptive and imitative. I have
seen most excellent maps and
dtaughtings made by Filipinos. In
the big banks andi business houses
high positions are held by them, and
on the railway and steamship lines
there are dozens of splendid native
engineers and mechanics. In music,
art, sculpture, medicine, law and) lit
erature; in technical vocations, such
as architecure, wood carving, weav
ing, masonry, electricity and. mechan
ical engineering; in sports, such as
horse racing, cock fighting, boat rac
ing, fencing, bicycling and various
native sports, and in all sorts of
clerical work there are many exam
ples showing what may be made of
the raw material if properly taught.
The Filipinos are great lovers of
fast horses, and, like all eastern peo
ples, like ostentatious display. They
dress their women beautifully, where

The
they have the means, and they love
feasts and) parades and balls and mu
sic. I am convinced that, naturally,
the Filipino is domestic and peace
loving1, but as a general thing sus
ceptible to the arguments of those
of his race more intelligent than he.
For this reason the leaders of the
revolution have easily obtained thou
sands of recruits who break their
home ties and go out and fight des
perately without knowing exactly
what they are fighting for.
And, finally, a few general conclu
sions may be summed up thus: That
the Filipinos are inclined to be lazy;
that they are pretty generally reli
gious; that the women are virtuous,
and that if the people can ever be
convinced that the United States is
sincere in its desire to benefit them
they will make a very good class of
citizens.
MR.

BRYAN AND THE PEACE
TREATY.
Alette'rwrittenby Louis R. Enrich, of Col
orado Springs, Col., to the New York
Evening Post, and published in the Post of
August 10.
Senator Hoar has charged that Mr.
Bryan gave Ms influence in behalf of
ratifying the peace treaty with Spain,
doing it in bad faith and with the ex
pectation of making the Philippine
question a. political issue. Other writ
ers amd speakers' have repeated the
charge, with the added claim that Mr.
Bryan's procedure deprived him of the
right of justly criticising the unhappy
consequences which flowed from an act
in which he virtually cooperated.
Let ue examine the facts and the ac
companying evidence. I am no defend
er or apologist of Mr. Bryan. I fought
his election bitterly in 1896, and I
opposed his financial theories long be
fore 1896. I am actuated solely by the
spirit of fair play and justice.
On June 14, 1898, three weeks before
Cervera's fleett was destroyed and two
months before the fall of Manila, Mr.
Bryan delivered, an address in the Ne
braska building of the Omaha exposi
tion. These words, uttered so long be
fore the administration policy had de
clared itself, assuredQy give evidence of
the prevision of the statesman and
patriot. He said:
History will vindicate the position taken
by the United States In the war with Spain.
In saying this, I assume that the principles
which were invoked in the inauguration of
the war will be observed in its prosecution
and conclusion. If, however, a contest un
dertaken for the sake of humanity degen
erates Into a war of conquest, we shall find
it difficult to meet the charge of having add
ed hypocrisy to greed'. Is our national
character so weak that we cannot with
stand the temptation to appropriate the
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first piece of land that comes within our
reach?
To Inflict upon the enemy all possible
harm Is legitimate warfare, but shall we
contemplate a scheme for the colonization
of the orient merely because our ships
won a remarkable victory In the harbor of
Manila? Our guns destroyed a Spanish
fleet, but can they destroy that self-evident
truth, that governments derive their just
powers, not from superior force, but from
the consent of the governed?
This was the first public expression
on the subjeot of imperialism, uttered
over two years before the electoral
campaign of 1900. If Mr. Bryan, with the
soul of a petty politician, had been de^
sirous of entrapping the republican
party into a dangerous political issue,
would he not have kept silent?
The plenipotentiaries of the United
Sftates and of Spain affixed their seals
to the peace treaty on December M,
1898. Three days thereafter Mr. Bryan
gave out the following interview at Sa
vannah, Ga.:
Our people defended Cuba against for
eign arms; now they must defend them
selves and their country against a foreign
idea—the colonial Idea of European nations.
Heretofore greed had perverted the gov
ernment and used Its instrumentalities for
private gains, but now the very foundation
principles of our government are assaulted.
Our nation must give up any intention of
entering upon a colonial policy, such as
is now pursued by foreign countries, or it
must abandon the doctrine that govern
ments derive their Just powers from the
consent of the governed. . . . Some
think that the fight should be made against
ratification of the treaty, but I would pre
fer another plan. If the treaty Is rejected,
negotiations must be renewed, . . . with
the possibility of international complica
tions. It will be easier, I think, to end the
war at once by ratifying the treaty, and
then deal with the subject in our own way.
The issue can be presented directly by. a
resolution of congress declaring the policy
of the nation upon this subject.
A month thereafter, January 9, 1899,
(five days after the president had
transmitted the treaty to the senate),
Mr. Bryan published an article in the
Xew York Journal, giving, as he says,
"a few reasons why the opponents of
a colonial policy should make their
fight in support of a resolution de
claring the nation's purpose rather
than against the ratification of the
treaty." After pointing out that the
rejection of the treaty could be only
temporary, because "the new senate
will have a considerable republican
majority," he gives the following as
the weightiest argument:
The rejection of the treaty would be
unwise, because the opponents of the
treaty would be compelled to assume re
sponsibility for the continuance of war con
ditions and for the risks which always at
tend negotiations with a hostile nation.
The rejection of the treaty would give the
administration an excuse for military ex
penditures, which could not be justified
after the conclusion of peace, and the op
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ponents of the treaty would be charged
with making such appropriations neces
sary. It must be remembered that, in case
the treaty is rejected, negotiations must be
renewed with an enemy whose ill-will Is
not concealed. Who is able to guarantee the
nation against new dangers and new com
plications? . . . Our nation owes it to
the nations with which we have dealings,
as well as to the Inhabitants of Cuba, Por
to Rico and the Philippines, to announce
immediately what it Intends to do respect
ing the territory surrendered by Spain.
Within less than a week after the
publication of this article Senators
Bacon and Hoar each introduced res
olutions in the senate declaring it
the nation's policy to give complete
independence to the Filipinos. On
January 24 Senator Lodge said:
The treaty cedes the Philippines to us. It
commits us to no policy, to no course of ac
tion whatever In regard to the Philippines.
When that treaty is ratified, we have full
power and are absolutely free to do with
those islands as we please. . . .
Suppose we reject the treaty; what fol
lows? Let us look at It practically. We con
tinue the state of war, and every sensible
man In the country, every business interest,
desires the establishment of peace In law
as well as In fact. . . '.
The treaty commits the disposition of the
Philippine islands to congress and to the
ways and practices of peace. Its rejection
leaves them in the sole power of the presi
dent, subject to the usages and practices of
war alone.
On January 30 Senator Jones, of Ar
kansas (who certainly stands close to
Mr. Bryan), pressed lor a vote on the
Bacon resolution. He was foiled, as
were all further efforts in that direc
tion, by senatorial tactics. The next
day, January 31, Senator Piatt, of
Connecticut, said: "To defeat this
treaty relegates us to a state of war
legally. What will happen then no
human being knows or can foresee."
The very day of the ratification of
the treaty (February 6) Senator Allen
said in the senate:
Because I shall vote for the treaty it does
not follow that I am in favor of annexation.
... If we open up the subject matter of
the treaty we will, In my Judgment, espe
cially In the light of very recent events, in
cur the danger of European Interference
and European Interventions. It is because
we will have the power, when the treaty is
ratified, of determining the form of govern
ment to be set up In the Philippine Islands
and In the other possessions that have come
to us as a result of the war, .without incur
ring any danger from abroad, that I shall
vote for the ratification of the treaty.
Within eight days after the treaty
ratification, Senator x>acon intro
duced the following amendment to
the McEnery resolution:
Resolved further, That the United States
disclaims and disposition or intention to
exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdic
tion or control over said islands, and assert
their determination, when a stable and In
dependent government shall have been
erected therein, entitled In the judgment
of the United States to recognition as such,
to transfer to said government, upon terms
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which shall be reasonable and Just, all
rights secured under the cession by Spain,
and thereupon leave the government and
control of the Islands to their people.
The vote on this resolution, taken
February 14, stood 29 to 29. The vice
president cast his vote in the nega
tive, and the amendment, was defeat
ed. Be it noted that, of the ten dem
ocratic senators who voted in favor
of the treaty ratification, only two—
Senators Morgan and McEnery—
voted against the Bacon amendment.
This completely exonerates Mr. Bry
an, so far as his influence extended,
from the charge of selfishly desiring
imperialism as an issue in this cam
paign. Had he fought the ratifica
tion of the treaty, he could very just
ly have been accused of being a nar
row minded, rancorous, political ob
structionist. He threw his whole in
fluence in the direction of adopting
a wise, humane, and noble American
policy toward the Filipinos, thus ris
ing above selfish partisan considera
tions in the plane of patriotic states
manship.
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ELEMENTS OF THE CAMPAIGN
ISSUES.
For The Public.
Now that we have the declarations
of both of the great political parties,
some speculation ought not to be
amiss as to the relative strength of
their positions.

avowed opponent. The position of the
latter may be summed up as follows:
On the expansion question, relin
quishing of territory acquired; on
the trust question, abolition of trusts;
on the •tariff question, abolition of its
protecting features. These measures,
all of them negations of those issues
of republican creation, are urged by
the democrats on grounds of equity.
So it will be seen that the pros
pects of material gain are seemingly
almost entirely on the republican
side, while the democrats have scarce
ly anything to offer except Righteous
Indignation.
On one side we shall therefore, have
all the appeals to the passion of gain,
and all the forces inseparable there
from; while on the other hand, we shall
simply have appeals to Justice, seem
ingly irrespective of Material Gain.
And the question of the success or
failure of either party rests upon the
question as to which has the strongest
hold upon the majority of Americans,
Sense of Justice, or Passion for Gain.
Those who have not already become
blinded in the present intense strug
gle for wealth will have no difficulty
in deciding for Justice. But, is there
not enough of the "Gentleman of For
tune" in the American citizen for
Gain to outweigh Justice with him?
Time will tell!

The two principal issues of the cam
paign, those of trusts and imperial
ism, are at bottom moral questions,
which, in order to be intelligently de
cided, require an understanding of
fundamental principles that are by no
means generally understood.
It will, for example, become neces
sary for the citizen to decide whether
it is right for one nation to make
subjects of another nation, regardless
of present day practices, and with
seeming prospects of gain and glories
of war to prejudice him in favor of an
affirmative answer.
The element of gain will also enter
the trust as well as the half dormant
tariff issues, inasmuch as both of
these are backed by powerful mon
eyed interests; and, in the case of the
tariff, at least—the trust promoters
not having had time as yet to confuse
the public mind—a great many still
regard it with superstitious rever
ence as a source of national pros
perity.
Assuming—for the sake of argu
ment, if it is not unreservedly grant
ed—that the republican party stands
sponsor for those issues; the demo
cratic party, it is notorious, is their

Thus the question arises as to
•whether it is necessary that a clear
separation be made between Justice
and Gain; whether it is necessary to
weaken the cause of Justice by im
plying that it must be accompanied
by material loss—an implication seem
ingly involved in the negative an
swers of the democratic platform to
the questions at issue.
So long has Justice been associated
with self-sacrifice that it has become
difficult to understand how material
gain may be made by moral conduct.
Now, is that implication necessary
for the reason that there are no posi
tive moral answers to those ques
tions? Or must it be admitted that
present-day democrats are not suf
ficiently enlightened to answer those
questions ?
The latter seems to be the case.
Present day democracy, radical as it
is becoming, is not the elemental de
mocracy of the days of Jefferson; nor
is it possessed of the knowledge so
highly developed in our day, and so
much more essential on account of our
more complex conditions—the ele
mental knowledge of man's relation
to his environment.

In the light of that knowledge it
would be well to inquire into the is
sues now before the nation.
To come directly to the point:
What is the expansion question? In
sober truth", laying aside the histori
cal events which led up to the war,
what is that public sentiment — for
public sentiment it is—which has led
up to this desire for territorial ex
pansion, but a manifestation of that
universal desire which has been aptly
described as "land hunger?" On
every hand we hear that "this coun
try is getting too crowded." And. are
not these two statements frequently
made—contradictory as they are—
that "we want new markets for our
surplus products," and "new countries
for our idle laborers to develop?"
Living in a country that is still in
the pioneer stages and one of the
most sparsely populated, why should
our very laborers themselves express
such sentiments, if it were not for the
fact, that they do not know that their
own country is still large enough to
accommodate with comfort many
times its present population, and, fur
thermore, that the use of this, their
country, is withheld from them by
our present land-tenure laws!
The expansion sentiment being sim
ply a struggle for space on the earth,
is but the old question of man's rela
tion to the land of his country. So
long as that question remains unan
swered we will have expansion of the
kind now being urged, the kind of ex
pansion of which imperialism is a ne
cessary complement; since, if we wish
to add new territory to our domains
by force we must prepare to hold
it by force.
Friendly relations,
without any extension of our govern
mental authority over other coun
tries, is the only expansion necessary!
Those are facts which ought to be
patent to all those who wish to op
pose successfully the present expan
sion movement. To be ignorant of
them is to beg the whole question of
territorial expansion, and to plead
one's inability to cope with it. For it
must be admitted that the expansion,
movement is the expression of a popu
lar desire that is a real desire, a want
that is a real want, and not mere
fancy or fad of the present moment.
It is repeated in history again and
again; and the response has always
been the same: subjugation of for
eign territory and races.
Since the expansion movement is an
expression of a want of land, it would
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seem like a foregone conclusion that it
should be accompanied or preceded by
some domestic movement which made
land at home difficult of accessor arti
ficially scarce. That there has been
such a movement is becoming- more and
more apparent; and, the second impor
tant issue of the campaign, the trust
issue, is an evidence of that fact. For
the trust, instead of being of recent
origin, is simply the latest development
of the land speculation movement, the
name of which is familiar to most peo
ple, but the real nature of which is less
known—a movement the tendency of
which is to arbitrarily diminish the
land of the country.
A young country, rich in minerals,
fertile in soil and favorable for the car
rying on of commerce, it has been set
tled almost entirely with a view to ma
terial gain. In such a country a most
superficial observer ought not to find
it difficult to conclude that, while land
could be had for a low price large por
tions of it fell into private hands, and
these, when the land became more
densely populated, rose to an enormous
value.
It is this land speculation movement
that has so rapidly developed a
condition where one corporation owns
almost all the iron-bearing land of the
country; another, the coal deposits; a
third, the oil fields; a fourth, such large
portions of the agricultural land that
the horizon becomes inadequate for its
boundary. It is that condition which
enables individuals to own large por
tions of the most valuable area of our
cities, and corporations to hold their
populations mercilessly by the throat.
These are the real bases of the trusts.
So the concentration of land owner
ship in a few private hands goes on on
one hand, while the cry goes up for
more' land on the other.
If these things are admitted and
deemed wrong, what other right or ra
tional way can there be to stop them
but to abolish that system which makes
the land at home unavailable to the
masses of the people—the system of pri
vate land monopoly?
Now, private land monopolj' is made
possible in one and in only one way, and
that is by the private appropriation of
that value which attaches to land as a
result of population and social advance
ment, known to political economists as
economic rent.
This private appropriation of rent,
sustained and protected by our present
land-tenure laws, acts as a barrier
against the use of land. By means of
that barrier it is that by far the great
est part of the land of the United States
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is kept vacant. That barrier we must
remove if we wish to abolish private
land monopoly.
How can it be removed ? By stopping
private appropriation of rent? Very
well, but we cannot do away with rent.
If it is prevented from going into pri
vate hands we must appropriate it for
public use. That is the answer; that is
the "simple yet sovereign remedy."
This answer, at the same time that
it solves tne expansion and the trust
problems, also solves the question of
public revenue, and as a result the tariff
question will cease to exist.
This will be recognized as a rough
outline of Henry George's single tax
proposition; and further amplification
of it may be dispensed with here by a
reference to that most admirable of
books, "Progress and Poverty."
Democrats ought to be interested to
know that this proposition is in perfect
alignment with the teachings of Jef
ferson. In a letter to President Madi
son, dated Pontainbleau, October 23,
1785, Mr. Jefferson uses these words:
The earth is given as a common stock for
man to labor and live on; if, for the en
couragement of Industry, we allow it to be
appropriated, we must take care that other
employment be furnished those excluded
from the appropriation. If we do not, the
fundamental right to labor the earth re
turns to the unemployed.
In the same letter he makes this sug
gestion:
Another means of silently lessening the
inequality of property is to exempt all
from taxation, below a certain point, and
to tax the higher portions of property in
geometrical progression as they rise.
There are many hopeful signs in the
present position of the democratic par
ty. Its protests against the present
evil tendency in national affairs em
body the principles of true democracy.
But let it not be forgotten that those
evil tendencies are merely surface man
ifestations of an evil which lies at the
root9 of our social institutions, to
merely suppress which would be like
stopping the rot of a tree whose roots
worms were eating out, by cutting off
a withered branch. Let it not be for
gotten that the popular desire for ex
pansion is not merely an expression of
corrupt human nature, but that it is
the expression of a deep material need
—the necessity of self-preservation.
We neither can nor may in justice as
cribe to our neighbors who uphold the
present administration a purpose that
is entirely corrupt. It may be "moral
color blindness," as Henrj' George
called it, which afflicts them; but in the
last analysis it will be found to be lack
of understanding of the true situation,
rendered difficult to understand by im
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moral practices of the present daj\ To
them the earth represents a raft, so
inadequate to float all of its struggling
occupants that some of them must be
sacrificed in order that the rest may
live. And, deeming themslves moreentitled to live, from their superior po
sition in the scale of being, the exterminationof those whom they deem infe
rior seems to them the least sacrifice.
This is their argument. What argu
ments can their opponents advance?
Do they silently sanction the premises
while they attack the unavoidable con
clusions? When will men who call
themselves democrats begin to reply to
the assertion that "this country is get
ting too crowded" by declaring this to
be false, and by showing that it is the
holding out of use of the largest portion
of the country that makes it seem "too
crowded?" That is the real nature of
the challenge which the republican
party holds out to the democratic par
ty. Will the democrats accept the chal
lenge, with all that it implies? If they
accept it they will simply be placing
their party in the positive, aggressive
position which it occupied under the
leadership of Thomas Jefferson, the de
parture from which caused its down
fall. If they accept it they will have
taken from their opponents their great
est stronghold, their promises of profit
and gain, and adopted for themselves
a method for attaining material pros
perity which it is easy to demonstrate
is both natural and efficient, to which
reformers of almost all denominations
now subscribe — financial reformers,
prohibitionists, populists, trade-union
ists and socialists of all descriptions,
besides a large and enthusiastic num
ber of out-and-out single tax men—a
method which above all other methods
has the highest sanctions of morality,
to which all must agree who love liber
ty and desire justice. Let the demo
cratic party go a step further in its
denunciations of monopolj', and raise
the standard of equal rights to land,
and it will be sure to conquer.
P. M. CLEMENS.
Tommy—Papa, if Mr. Roosevelt ha a
been born a Chinaman, do you think
he would be a Boxer?
Papa—Hush, my son! Your question
is a bldw at the administration.
G. T. E.
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not only that these price statistics are un
trustworthy, but that they have the ear
marks of a deceitful purpose.
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