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Mayor Jones, of Toledo, has an

nounced his intention of supporting

the Democratic ticket in Ohio this

year. This is not because he prefers

the candidates as individuals, nor the

party as a whole, but because he be

lieves in the principles for which the

party in Ohio has declared.

One of the motives of imperialism

was disclosed by Gov. Taft on the

11th at a public banquet in Manila.

In the course of his after-dinner

speech he asserted, to quote the news

dispatch, that "laws granting fran

chises and mining rights were im

peratively demanded." One part of

his speech, however, which may be a

misprint, but if not has a more en

couraging sound, urged "laws pro

hibiting the sale of public lands and

timber."

When the cotton mills of New Eng

land raised wages, the fact was her

alded over the land as proof that the

"advance agent of prosperity" had

not "billed his show" in vain. The

credit was claimed for Mr. McKinley.

But now the New England cotton

manufacturers announce a cut of 15

per cent, in wages to take effect on

the 3d of September. Would it be

patriotic or irreverent to rise up and

remark that Mr. McKinley, the "ad

vance agent of prosperity," appears

to have gone over to the opposition

and become the "advance agent of

adversity?"

A complete confession of baffle

ment is embodied in the proclamation

of the tory ministry of Great Britain,

which warns the Boers that those

who do not surrender before Septem

ber 15 will, when captured, be per

petually banished. More than once

in the progress of their war of con

quest has the tory ministry brought

shame upon the British name, but

it has remained for this proclamation

to confess British weakness. At the

same time it is an admission that on

the part of the British the war has

been one of conquest and not of de

fense. When the defendersof a coun

try are told by its conqueror to stop .

defending or suffer perpetual exile in

stead of temporary military imprison

ment if captured, the plea that the

invaders are not invadingis decidedly

gauzy.

If it is true, as Mr. Shaffer asserts,

and neither Mr. Morgan nor any of

his lieutenants denies, that the steel

trust has refused an arbitration of

fer, upon the ground that there is

nothing to arbitrate, then all ques

tioning in the public mind as to the

sponsibility for the steel strike should

cease. As a matter of cold unsympa

thetic business judgment, the only in

terest of the public in this strike is

with reference to its effect in dis

turbing business conditions. From

that point of view it is objectionable,

and the party responsible for the dis

turbance is the culpable party. Now

the party to a quarrel who is properly

responsible for disturbing other peo

ple, is not necessarily the one whose

cause is wrong. It is the one who re

fuses to submit the quarrel to arbitra

tion. That party in this case is not

the strikers. It is the trust. But the

trust says there is nothing to arbi

trate. If this is true, and it might be,

then the refusal to arbitrate is not a

confession of culpability. Only re

fusals to arbitrate quarrels that are

susceptible of arbitration make the

party refusing responsible to the pub- I

lie for disturbing it. The question,

then, which the disturbed and com

plaining public must now ask itself

is whether or not there is in the steel

strike anything to arbitrate. That

question is easily answered. The

trust insists that the strikers' de

mands would force nonunion men

into the union against their will. The

strikers on the other hand assert that

their demands involve nothing of the

kind. Upon that .issue apparently

the conflict turns. Th e details of the

strikers' demands are in themselves

clearly susceptible of arbitration.

Why not the question of whether the

demands are hostile to nonunion

men? Evidently this question could

be arbitrated. Upon the face of the

matter, therefore, if an offer to arbi

trate has been rejected by the trust,

the trust is responsible for the strike

and will be so regarded by the calm

est and the coldest businessman who

is not a partisan.

. Exactly what the merits of the

quarrel are, no one appears to

know. Some of the leading papers

which sympathize naturally rather

than dutifully with the trust speak

of the points of disagreement as

slight. The New York Nation, for

instance, describes them as seeming

"to be very slight." The inference

intended is that the strikers are mak

ing much ado about nothing. But it

would be just as legitimate and more

considerate to infer that it is the trust

that is involving the country in all

this turmoil over a slight disagree

ment. Why should the strikers be

expected to give up slight differences,

ratherthanthetrust? Whatmorecan

be asked of them, and what less of the

trust, than that they arbitrate, since

the differences are slight?

Perhaps the merits of the quarrel

areobscure because neither party cares
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to put into words its ultimate pur

pose. Whatever may be the position

of either side at this juncture, each

is probably playing for position,

the one to unionize ultimately all the

mills of the trust and the other to de-

unionize them. On the one hand

the Amalgamated association is plan

ning to command the labor market in

the steel industry; on the other, the

steel trust is planning to commanddt.

The plan of the latter can only be

guessed at. It may try to bring about

a condition like that between therail-

road pool and railroad engineers, as

indicated above; or, failing to force

to the front a labor leader of suitable

capacity and disposition for the pur

pose, it may try to crush the union.

InHhis struggle for control, the

trust and its journalistic claque is

making strenuous efforts to excite

sympathy for nonunion men. And

it must be conceded that much of

what is said in their behalf would be

true if they are really free to join the

union or not. But these efforts are

made in the worst of bad faith. It is

not because nonunion men have

rights as men that the piteous appeals

for them are made. It is because the

trust needs them. Nonunion men

are to a trust as pawns in the game. It

will sacrifice them at any moment to

sain strength. When it does sacri-fice them the plutocratic press will

lose all that interest in their rigbts

as men and brethren -which it now ex

hibits. They will then be to the bet

ter classes only indistinguishable

units in the despised lower classes of

labor. It is not for the interests of

the nonunion man that the trust

pleads his cause, but for its own.

Mr. Shaffer, the president of the

Amalgamated association and leader

of the steel strike, was reported dur

ing the presidential campaign as hav

ing testified before the Industrial

Commission in favor of trusts.

Whether this particular report is

true or not, it certainly is true that

many leaders in the powerful labor

unions have long regarded the trust

as a natural and favorable develop

ment, and have looked forward to a

perfect organization of capital with

which a perfect organization of labor

might enter into partnership, the or

ganization of capital controlling the

goods market and the organization of

labor controlling the labor market.

This idea in embryo had lodgment

in the brain of John Jarrett, once a

great labor leader but now employed

by the steel trust. Mr. Jarrett used

to advocate protective tariffs upon the

rather comical plea that the tariff

would enable employers to make

greater profits and that workingmen

could then coerce them into giving

up a share by perfecting strong or

ganizations. Comical as this plea was,

it was seriously considered, and it

made protectionists of workingmen

at a great rate. It eventually landed

Mr. Jarrett in a better job with the

bosses than he had held with the

workmen.

The typical trade union, with ref

erence to a partnership between trust

organizations and labor organizations,

is that of the locomotive engineers, of

which Mr. Arthur is the head. Mr.

Arthur is a good business man, and

the railroad combination deals

through him smoothly with the en

gineers. If they have a fanciful griev

ance, Mr. Arthur calms them. If it

is real, he adjusts it with the roads.

It thus comes about that the locomo

tive engineers, as an organization, are

upon a. friendly footing with the rail

road corporations. Mr. Arthur is a

very wealthy man, although he has

never been in receipt of a large in

come from his work, either as a Loco

motive engineer or as business head

of the engineers' union. His fortune

has been made by investments. It is

suspected that railroad managers and

manipulators have favored him with

good advice regarding his invest-

ments;buthoweverthatmaybenoone

suspects him of disloyalty to his or

ganization. If he has made himself

useful to railroad magnates, other

wise than by shielding them from la

bor disputes, in which he has also

faithfully served his union, it has

been by impressing his followers with

the idea that the railroad's interests

are their interests, in congress, in leg

islatures, and at voting booths. The

importance to the railroads of such a

partnership with a powerful labor or

ganization is manifest.

It should be equally so to the steel

trust. Better than periodical labor

conflicts and dependence upon unor

ganized labor which may at any time

organize and make trouble, would be

a business relationship, through a la

bor leader of broad business views and

large business capacity, with a labor

organization which would make rea

sonable service contracts with the

trusts, and repose confidence in its

leader when at election times he as

sured his followers that the trusts' in

terests and theirs were identical.

Possibly Mr. Morgan' had some such

arrangement in view when he conde

scended to confer twice v^ith Mr.

Shaffer. He may- have been measur

ing the man to determine whether

this was a leader who could be trusted

to do for the steel trust and its work

men what Mr. Arthur has done for

the railroad pool and its engineers.

If that was Mr. Morgan's purpose, he

must have decided against Mr. Shaf

fer. He certainly did nothing to en

courage the workers to settle the

strike, and it is apparent, now the

fight is beginning, that on the part

of the trust and its newspaper claque

it is more a fight against Shaffer per

sonally than against his organization.

Should he be unhorsed as labor leader,

and a better man for partnership pur

poses come to the front, the trust or

ganization may abandon its ostensible

purpose of crushing the labor organi

zation.

The hostile comment that papers

opposed to the referendum are mak

ing upon its recent use in Columbus,

0., gives special importance to the

facts regarding that experiment. At

a special election held in Columbus

on the 2d two separate propositions

for the issue of bonds were submitted
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to popular vote. Upon one proposi

tion, calling for an issue of $200,000

for the construction of a municipal

electric lighting plant, 5,838 votes

were cast—3,623 in the affirmative

and 2,215 in the negative. Though

the affirmative majority was large,

the proposition failed because a two-

thirds vote was required for its adop

tion—two-thirds of those voting.

The other proposition called for a

bond issue of $2,250,000 for the alter

ation, repair, construction and com

pletion of main trunk sewers for the

city. Its adoption required a major-

tiy of the votes cast upon the ques

tion, and it was defeated by a negative

vote of 4,139 against an affirmative

vote of only 1,537.

As the registered' vote of Colum

bus is 35,000, this small referendum

vote of less than 6,000 is pointed at

as evidence of the failure of therefer-

endum. Dr. Gladden complained

that "more than 12,000 people were

at the grand circuit meeting the day

before the election, and yet they could

not find time to say whether they

wanted nearly $3,000,000 issued."

He is consequently quoted widely as a

referendumist cured of his hobby.

The Columbus Press-Post more wise

ly asks that the blame be put where

it belongs. "Nothing is wrong with

the referendum principle," it says,

"but everything is wrong with the

people themselves." In another edi

torial it explains:

Instead of discrediting1 the S3rstem,

the paucity of the vote at referendum

elections emphasizes the necessity for

education of the electorate. The lat

ter has been so long used to voting

for men that it would be surprising

if it should at once display equal in

terest in voting for measures. Time

is needed to adjust it to the change.

Special as well as the usual general

means must be employed to enlighten

it as to the merits of the particular

matters to be voted upon, and also as

to what the initiative and referendum,

in the broad sense, involves and signi

fies. Every election is to some extent

educational, and there can be little

doubt that if referendum elections

were more frequent more interest

would be taken in them. The interest

would steadily grow, and in time the

vote upon measures would be relative-1

ly as great as it now is upon men. Un

der the initiative and referendum cit

izens must think for themselves. The

party system has so long spared them

this trouble that they cannot suddenly

exercise the faculty. It is hard for one

to at once do for himself what he has

long permitted and even relied upon

others to do for him. But the habit of

thinking for one's self comes and

grows with practice, and in time, un

der the initiative and referendum, the

eagerness to vote would be greater

than to-day. The eagerness would be

at once the evidence and the result

of the elevation of the electorate to a

higher intellectual and moral level.

Those are thoughtful wrords well put.

How^ sound they are is evidenced by

the fact that the majority of the citi

zens who were possessed of sufficient

civic spirit to be as eager to vote upon

measures as for men, voted with good

judgment and togood'purpose. They

approved the municipal lighting

proposition by a majority almost large

enough to carry it, and they put an

emphatic veto upon an ill-considered

sewer bond proposition.

So far as the voters who voted are

concerned, the Columbus referendum

election seems to have been a pro

nounced success. As to the others,

they were disfranchised for the only

reasons that ought to disfranchise

—namely, deficient civic spirit

and intelligence; and by the only

tribunal that ought to be allowed to

pass upon those qualifications—

namely, the voter himself. Here is a

voting qualification and a method of

testing it as far superior to the arbi

trary educational and property tests

as government by ballots is superior

to government by bullets. Not only

as a truly democratic reform, but also

as a just and automatic regulation of

suffrage qualifications, the referen

dum is proving its value.

Mayor Johnson's influence, espe

cially upon questions of fiscal policy,

has spread beyond his own state into

the state of Pennsylvania in most en

couraging fashion. At the Cambria

county democratic convention on the

5th a platform was adopted, which, as

reported by the Johnstown Democrat,

follows a warm commendation of Mr.

Bryan's leadership with intelligently

phrased statements of sound doctrine

such as these:

The democratic party stands for

equality of rights and demands

equality of opportunities. It is

opposed to the granting of special

privileges to individuals or corpora

tions. It, therefore, condemns the

protective tariff and demands that tax

ation shall be for public revenue only.

It condemns the trusts as a monstrous

outgrowth of privilege and it proposes

to destroy the trusts by the simple de

vice of withdrawing from them the

benefit of the laws under which they

have established and are maintaining

monopolies. All goods controlled by

trusts should be placed upon the free

list; and every legislative advantage

now conferred upon aggregations of

capital should be recovered by the

people. Taxation should fall, not

upon industry nor upon thrift, but

upon special advantages; and it

should be apportioned in accordance

with the benefits conferred by the

government. The democratic party,

therefore, condemns the existing sys

tem and practice in Pennsylvania un

der which the great burden of taxa

tion falls upon the labor and indus

try of the people while aggre

gated monopoly practically escapes.

. . . . Corporate monopoly is

scandalously favored at the expense

of the farmer, the merchant, the man

ufacturer and the artisan. The lat

ter contribute proportionately a

hundred or perhaps a thousand times

as much to the cost of the govern

ment as the railway and other privi

leged interests and they receive in

finitely less in return. The principle

of local option in taxation should

command the widest recognition. . . .

We should like to republish the whole

of this admirable platform, but read

ers specially interested may doubtless

procure it of the Johnstown Demo

crat, in which it appeared in full in

the issue of the 6th. The democrats

of Tioga county echo the demands of

those of Cambria. Were the Demo

cratic party of Pennsylvania to adopt

the ringing platform of the Cambria

county convention, and nominate

upon it candidates whose sincerity

would command public confidence,

this year's campaign in Pennsylvania

would produce novel and hopeful re

sults in the politics of that state.

On several occasions when report

ing South African news we have

warned onr readers that it wyas prob

ably deficient and dubious, owing to
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the British press censorship. Our in

ferences in this regard are now veri

fied. More than one responsible cor

respondent of the British pres9 has

managed, after long delays, to get

explanations of the censors-hip

through to his paper. Among these

is a correspondent of the London

Telegraph. After describing the sit

uation as one in which the British au

thorities "are rapidly getting abreast

of the mischievous methods of Napo

leonic bulletins," trusting to the an

cient proverb "about giving 'the thing

that is not so' the start of truth,"

which "is grasped," he says, "by the

military mind," he shows that "the re

striction cannot be to prevent news,

being taken advantage of by the en

emy" but thinks rather "it looks as

if the enemy were the British pub

lic, who were to be held in

strings as much as possible and only

permitted access to official bulletins."

That is undoubtedly the motive for

the censorship. It is to mislead Rus-

sians, not the enemies of Russia, that

the Russian authorities maintain a

censorship. It was to mislead Amer

icans, not the Filipinos, that our own

censorship was enforced at Manila

with Russian severity andis still main

tained in some degree. Of course it

is to mislead the British public and

not DeWet or Botha that the British

invaders concoct false bulletins and

suppress the facts about the baffling

war it is waging in South Africa.

ME. BRYAN ON TRUSTS.

With the intellectual sincerityand

genuine candor that characterize all

his public utterances, Mr. Bryan re

plies in a Commoner editorial of

August 2 to The Public of July 20,

on the subject of trusts. We purpose

reviewing his reply.

I.

In our article, we criticised Mr.

Bryan for urging congressional regu

lation, insisting that this would pro

mote federal centralization and is

therefore undemocratic. The Com

moner, in its reply, pleads the neces

sity for congressional action. It

urges that—

laws must deal with conditions, and

under present conditions it is impos

sible to deal with the trust question

completely by means of state laws.

Explaining this assertion the Com

moner says:

If a trust has absolute control of

the production of the necessaries (fi

life, a law preventing the monopoly

from doing business within a given

state might bring great hardship upon

the people by depriving them of the

article controlled by the trust.

In further defense of Mr. Bryan's

proposition that congress regulate

corporations doing an interstate busi

ness, the Commoner argues that this

mode of suppressing trusts would be

supplementary to and not an en

croachment upon state functions.

We cannot accept that conclusion.

If such action as Mr. Bryan proposes

were adopted, it seems to us that the

inevitable outcome would be a nation

al business corporation to which the

old United States bank that Jeffer

son was opposed to and which excited

Jackson's ire, would, for centralizing

and oppressive purposes, be a6 a pyg

my to a giant.

Democratsin the days of the United

States bank saw no authority in the

constitution pursuant to which con

gress might create a corporation.

The supreme court, dominated by a

federalist chief justice of transcen-

dant intellectual gifts, discovered

such authority as an "implied pow

er." Sh all the democracy of our time,

led by a man who for loyalty to the

democratic impulse is next in succes

sion to Jefferson, Jackson and Lin

coln—shall our democracy, so led, be

come so far a federalists centralizer

as to make itself responsible for the

nationalization of gigantic corpora

tions, controlling the industry of the

country and leading on to a regime

of govermental socialism? Mr. Bry

an does not •ontemplate this, it is

true; no one would shrink from it

quicker than he. But it is the logical

culmination of his proposed system

of corporation-licensing by congress.

From licenses to charters is an easy

step.

That congress has the authority to

adopt Mr. Bryan's plan, under the

federalistic interpretation of the con

stitution which now prevails, we do

not deny. Neither do we deny that

congress has taken similar action

heretofore. But that is unimportant.

The trust question is not a legal ques

tion. It is political and economic.

Not what courts have decided, hut

what statesmen think, is the impor

tant thing. The whole tendency of

which Mr. Bryan's proposition is

part is centralizing and undemocrat

ic. It should therefore be antagonized

rather than fostered by democratic

statesmen.

But the Commoner not only falls

in line with this tendency; it sets up

a principle of constitutional construc

tion which would give the centraliz

ing tendency a field for development

as expansive as the anarchistic doc

trine of necessity—a doctrine that

proverbially knows no law. We

quote:

The federal government was or

ganized to give to the people of the

nation that protection which must

be secured by the joint action of the

people of the several states, . . .

That is not, in our judgment, what

the federal government was organized

for. We believe the true democratic

doctrine, in essential principle as well

as historically, to be that the federal

government was organized to execute

the powers, and only those, which the

people through the constitution, con

fer upon it. Its present powers

might, indeed, be so enlarged by con

stitutional amendments as to com

prise every power which the states,

acting each for itself, cannot effective

ly exercise; or, for that matter, all the

power they have, whether they might

themselves exercise it effectively or

not. But the question of constitu

tional amendment is not under dis

cussion.

The political aspects, however, of

the Commoners reply to the Public

are less vital than the economic con

siderations it raises.

II.

Preliminary to our observations on

those economic points, let us state a

fact which no regular reader of the

Public needs to be reminded of. We

fully agree with the Commoner that

remedial laws must deal with condi

tions as they are. No social reform,

however valuable in itself, can go

much ahead of public sentiment. If

it does so, it is revolutionary and its

benefits are endangered by reaction.

Social progress cannot proceed by
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leaps and bounds. It must go a step

at a time. Consequently the trust

evil cannot be cured by the arbitrary

application of a radical remedy, how

ever perfect. Unless public senti

ment be in some considerable degree

prepared to welcome the remedy, it

gets no fairopportunity to operate.

But though progress can take only

a step at a time, it must go neverthe

less in the right direction and not in

the wrong. A step at a time in the

wrongdirection is not progress. At the

parting of the ways there may be no

distinguishabledifferencebetweenthe

man or the nation that is to go a step

at a time in the wrong direction and

the one that is to go a step at a time in

the right direction. They stand back

to back and heel to heel, almost upon

the same spot, and which direction.is

more expedient no one can tell, except

by inferring that in the long run he

who goes nearest to the right direc

tion morally will go nearest to the

best direction experimentally. In

such emergencies, be the problem

personal or national, individual orpo-litical, the best possible advice is that

which Mr. Bryan himself gives to

Democrats in the Commoner of the

9th, when, referring to the prospects

of the Democratic party, he says: -

Those who argue from the stand

point of expediency seem willing to

sacrifice any principle or indorse any

policy if they can thereby win. But

there is no way of judging what is ex

pedient; we can only do what we be

lieve to be right, and accept the con

sequences.

That Mr. Bryan believes he is go

ing in the right direction when he

proposes national supervision of

corporations as a remedy for trusts

is not open to debate. Mr. Bryan's

moral courage and almost unexam

pled sincerity as a public man have

been sufficiently tested to command

the confidence, even of his political

enemies, in his personal integrity.

But it is not enough merely to be

lieve that one is right. One's belief

must rest upon understanding. The

man whose honest convictions are

without intelligence, is like a chart-

less missionary at sea in a rudderless

boat—his motives are good>, but he

doesn't know his way and couldn't

steer if he did. Mr. Bryan adopts this

view also. In at least one of his cam

paign speeches last fall he made intel

ligence the hand-maid of good in

tentions. While urging his hearers

to throw their "influence on theright

side of every public question," as

they saw it, he admonished them to

"obtain all the information possible"

in order that their views might "be

as nearly correct as human wisdom

can make them."

Now, we are far from charging Mr.

Bryan with lack of intelligence in

connection with his remedy for trusts.

We believe that he is intelligent as

well as sincere; that he not only states

his belief honestly, but that he has

acquired it thoughtfully. Still, hebas

as yet, in our view, not merely failed

to reach a true conclusion, but has

reached a false one.

This is shown to be so, we think,

by the economic phases of the article

in the Commoner which we are here

reviewing.

III.

It will be observed that Mr. Bry

an's trust remedy is in the nature of

an obstruction to competition.

Though that is not its purpose, that

is its essential character. The Com

moner, recognizing this, defends the

remedy upon the ground that compe

tition needs limitation. "Competi

tion," it says, "like any other useful

thing, may be carried to excess-."

That is not in Mr. Bryan's best

vein. We are more accustomed and

gratified to hear him say that if a

thing is right we can't have too much

of it, and if wrong we can't get rid of

it too soon. But the Commoner does

not intend the above quotation to be

taken too literally, for it follows it

immediately with this modification:

Or, more correctly, there can be

fair competition only where there is

measurable equality between com

petitors.

With that sentiment we most cor

dially and unreservedly agree. Like

gravitation true competition main

tains equilibrium. Destroy equality

of forces in either, and ■equilibrium is

disturbed. But whatdestroys equality

of forces in competition? The Com

moner gives an instance which we

may interrogate:

Competition between the Standard

Oil company or the steel trust and an

ordinary individual is as one-sided as

a combat between two individuals, one

armed with bow and arrow and the

other with a repeating rifle.

The illustration is imperfect. Such

competition is far more one-sided

than such a combat. The man with

bow and arrow might have a fighting

chance against his adversary with a

repeating rifle; but the ordinary in

dividual, in competition with the

Standard Oil company or the steel

trust, has none. To perfect the illus

tration the combat should be sup

posed to be between an unarmed man

and one who controls all the repeat

ing rifles and all the sources from

which either rifles or bows and ar

rows may be obtained.

The inequality which gives to the

steel trust and the Standard Oil com

pany their extraordinary power in

competition is institutional. It is

produced by social institutions that

treat as legitimate private property

things which cannot morally be pri

vate property, and which cannot be

private property without menacing

property rights that are morally legiti

mate. Under the sanction of such in

stitutions those two trusts control

sources of supply, channels of trans

portation, and terminal sites. True

competition cannot exist when those

privileges prevail. Is it not legal

strangulation of competition, then,

and not competition itself, against

which the indictment properly lies?

The Commoner proceeds:Society may protect the principle of

competition, and yet place limits upon

it.

That society may do this, is true;

but only in form, not in substance. It

is impossible to protect the principle

of competition by law while placing

limits upon it by law. If the limita

tions are maintained, the principle

must be thereby to that extent re

jected. Any effective limitation of

the forces of competition logically

and inevitably produces monopoly,

which is the opposite of competition.

In this connection the Commoner ex

plains that—

fire is necessary to human life; and

yet fire uncontrolled becomes a de

structive force; water is required for

man's existence, and yet the devas

tating flood may do immeasurable

damage; air which we breathe is in

dispensable, and yet when that air is

put into violent motion it becomes

the cyclone or the tornado. Compe

tition is necessary, it is the law of

r
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trade; it is a controlling1 force in

American affairs, and yet may be

come destructive.

As illustrations of the Commoner's

meaning these references to the regu

lation of material forces are valuable;

but they do not help the Commoner's

argument. The material forces of

combustion, for instance, and the so

cial forces of competition, are not

comparable. This is not because the

former are physical and the latter so

cial; but because the former are in

tended as servants of man, and it is

within his province to harness and en

slave them, whereas the latter cannot

be harnessed without enslaving man

himself. When we limit fire we give

useful direction to a potentially de

structive physical force; but when we

limit competition', we give arbitrary

direction to individual and non

invasive human impulses.

Evidently, however, what the Com

moner alludes to when justifying

limitations upon competition are not

Limitations of competition at all, but

attempts in the name of limitation

to minimize the destructive effects of

other limitations. Thus it says:

If competition leads parents to put

their children into factories at an

early age, we pass laws fixing the

age at which children may be em

ployed; if competition unreasonably

prolongs the day's work, we fix min

imum limits; and so if competition

with the man-made giant called a

corporation becomes destructive of

the rights and interests of the God-

made man, we can place restrictions

upon the corporation

But is it normal competition

that leads parents to put their

children into factories when they

ought to be at school and at play?

Is it not one-sided competition,

competition thrown out of equi

librium by institutional limita

tions upon normal competition, that

does this? Parents who are still able

to compete upon the basis of approxi

mate equality needno child labor laws

to help them keep their tender off

spring out of factories. Natural af

fection is enough.

Those laws are only needed for

parents- who, disinherited by institu

tional monopoly, are forced to com

pete for work in a glutted labor mar

ket, where the disinherited and con

sequently disemployed are so numer

ous that every job is in excessive de

mand. In such conditions workers

cannot compete. They are helpless.

All they can do is to beg for work.

"Please, mister, give me a job!" is the

laborer's plea when competition suf-

fersfrom strangulation. But the trust

manager may pick and choose, and

hold up threats of discharge as a ter

rible penalty, for he monopolizes' the

inheritance. Workmen compete for

jobs; but trusts do not compete for

workmen. Such competition is one

sided, jug-handled; and it is this jug-

handled competition that makes

parents sacrifice their children in fac

tories. They sacrifice them to monop

oly for the same reason that Russian

travelers have been known to sacrifice

babes to packs of wolves.

The same jug-handled competi

tion, competition toppled sidewise by

institutional monopoly, makes eightJ

hour laws apparently necessary. Un

der free competition every workman

would fix his own hours, nor fear

starvation if his demands were not

complied with, for there would always

be more good jobs than workmen.

Labor cannot be starved unless it is

first disinherited.

IV.

The Commoner's reference to the

"man-made giant called a corpora

tion," which it would restrain in the

interest of "the God-made man," dis

closes, we think, the primary miscon

ception by which it is misled. It re

gards thecorporate franchise as neces

sary to the trust. "Every trust or

monopoly rests," it says in another

part of the article we are considering,

"upon a corporation, and the entire

abolition of corporation^ would de

stroy trusts, but Mr. Bryan has not be

lieved it necessary to apply so radical

a remedy."

That is purely a lawyer's view. Be

cause the courts have decided against

combinations of corporations, and the

marsupial corporation has been sub

stituted for the old form of trust, the

Commoner assumes that crusts can

not exist except as corporations.

Queerly enough, it adds that no

monopoly can exist except as it rests

upon a corporation. This last propo

sition is so obviously erroneous that

we only mention it in passing, as prob

ably a slip of the pen or a careless ex

pression; though it may be due to a

confusion of thought, elsewhere

manifest in the article, which treats

'"monopoly" and "trust" as synony

mous terms, instead of treating the

latter as one species or manifestation

of the former.

With reference to corporations we

have never been able to see that they

have any economic reason for being

except to evade laws against en

tail and laws for the collection

of debt. In a voluntary association,

if it fails, every member is personally

liable to the full extent of his fortune

for its debts, whereas in a corporation

each member's personal liability is

limited. If there were no laws for

the collection of debt, a voluntary

association could accomplish every

thing that can be accomplished by-

chartered corporations. For laws

against- entail can be evaded by suc

cessive wills, by secret transfers in

expectation of death, and by other

purely personal means known to law

yers in profitable metropolitan prac

tice. The history of the Astor es

tate testifies that the law of entail

actually is evaded without corporate

charters.

We do not ignore the fact that con

spiracy laws may be avoided by cor

porations. But that is solely by

means of a legal fiction, namely, that

a corporation is only one person. Con

sequently, as it takes two or more per

sons to conspire, a corporation cannot

be accused of conspiracy for its own

act. This fiction appeals only to the

technically legal mind.

As a matter of economics and

statesmanship—for statesmanship al

ters legality—the corporation has no

functions. Yet the Commoner rests

Mr. Bryan's case upon the expressed

doctrine that "every trust or monop

oly rests upon a corporation, and the

entire abolition of corporations!

would destroy trusts!"

It is evident that monopolies do

not depend upon corporations, but

can and do exist without corporate

franchises. It is evident also that

trusts, except in a baldly verbal sense,

need not rest upon corporations, but

may just as well consist of a "God-

made man" like J. Pierpont Morgan.

as of a "man-made giant" like the

United States Steel company.
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We should therefore drop this sub

ject here, if we were merely indulg

ing in controversy. But as our prin

cipal purpose is to secure for what

we believe to be the real secret of the

monopoly evil which now assumes

the form of trusts., that intelligent

and candid consideration which it is

the habit of Mr. Bryan to give to all

vital questions, we solicit a reconsid

eration on his part of our previous ex

planation.

V.

We. contended that Mr. Bryan is in

error in supposing that "corpora

tions make trust monopolies, instead

of seeing, what is the fact, that

monopolies make trust corporations."

In elaboration of that point we

argued that under conditions of free

competition-

actual competition would not be nec

essary to prevent trade combinations

from becoming monopolies. The ever-

present possibility of competition

would be enough. For this reason, an

overproduction of plants and an over-

supply of special operatives could not

occur. No one would compete unless

the market called for competition;

and if the market called for compe

tition the combination could not de

stroy its rival. Every instance to the

contrary will prove upon investiga

tion to be a case in which the de

structive combination possessed some

legal advantage—transportation, tar

iff, location, patents, sources of nat

ural supply, or all together.

Replying to this the Commoner as

serts that trusts can exist under free

trade, without discriminating freight

rates, without patents, and without

controlling natural sources of supply.

It makes no allusion to superior loca

tion, one of the factors we mentioned;

but that undoubtedly was an over

sight, and is not important in view of

wh at i t says about th e other factors.

As the assertions are made we can

not dispute them. It is true that

trusts can exist without the tariff; it

is true that they can exist without pe

culiar transportation privileges; it is

true that they can exist without pat

ents; it is true that they can exist

without superior location; it is true

that they can exist without con

trolling the sources of supply. But

they cannot exist unless—and this

is the point we intended to make and

which we now emphasize—they have

the advantage of at least one of these

things.

To illustrate its contention that

trusts can throttle competition by

mere combination, without primary

monopolies, the Commoner instances

woolen mills, which it says might

form an effective trust.

Now, in fact, there is a woolen

mill trust—the American Woolen

company. It governs 25 woolen

mills and has been organized more

than two years. It is recognized in

the trade, so we are informed by wor

thy authority not plutocratic, as the

nearest possible approach to a trust

in that line of business* that can be

formed without greater monopoly

privileges of location or transporta

tion, etc., than those which it pos

sesses. Yet the output of this

trust does not exceed 50 per cent, of

the total. The fate of the woolen

mill trust is easy to predict with ap

proximate accuracy.

Unless it fortifies itself better with

monopoly privileges, privileges much

more monopolistic than its corporate

charter, it wall be obliged to follow the

example of the cotton cloth trust

formed at Fall Biver three years ago.

Unable to hold out against competi

tion, that trust was dissolved early

this month by mutual consent of the

constituent concerns. The wall pa

per trust came to the same end.

These trusts controlled some mo

nopoly privileges; but they were not

sufficiently exclusive, and competing

concerns were able to cope with them

in monopoly power as well as in pro

ductive skill.

The essential principleabout trusts

is, that in so far as they are combina

tions of competing interests only,

they cannot carry organization to the

point of monopolizing a business.

The notion that they can and do, pro

ceeds from the false supposition that

business combination is progressive

ly economical; which in turn pro

ceeds from the fact that business com

bination is economical up to a cer

tain point. Busness combination is

not in truth progressively economical.

As soon a9 it reaches the poin t of high

est economy in a given case it becomes

progressively uneconomical. To over

come this tendency, business com

binations must secure monopoly, as

distinguished from competitive, in

terests. Good will serves to a degree.

Trade-marks, a species of good will,

also serve. The buying habits of the

public can be monopolized by these

means even for inferior goods for a

time and to a degree. But no perma

nent trust can be founded upon those

personal advantages. Such a trust re

quires the primary monopolies

enumerated above, and they are cre

ated bv law.

Of those primary monopolies the

patent privilege is, indeed, compara

tively slight and counts for lit

tle, because its power is temporary.

The tariff serves only to limit the field

of competition, and although power

ful is not final. But some of the priv

ileges named are of gigantic power,

while all together are irresistible.

Both actual experience and ration

al economic principle support this

view; and we are confident that the

more carefully Mr. Bryan analyzes

the trust, the more closely will he

come to our conclusion. It is not a

product of corporate charters mere

ly, nor a resultant of competitive

forces, but depends upon institutional

limitations upon competition.

VI.

Let us now answer the Common

er's question as to the fundamental

cause of trusts, namely:

Is it possible that Mr. Post be

lieves that private ownership in land

is the foundation of trusts?

That depends upon what is meant

by "private ownership in land."

If it means private possession of

land merely, without private owner

ship of site-value, then we an

swer, No. That kind of private own

ership in land is not the foundation

of trusts.

But if it means private ownership

of site-value, then our answer is, Yes.

For that is a kind of value that

grows with progress. It is not earned

by the land owner. Consequently

whoever receives it gets labor without

giving labor in exchange, which

makes it the subject of the greatest

gambling the world has ever wit

nessed or can witness. Men buy land

not to possess and use it, but to win

dazzling prizes in higher site-values

as society advances and the monop
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olized land comes into keener

and keener demand. As a- result of

this gambling all land within the

region of actual and probable social

advantages is monopolized and held

at prices which constantly border

upon and frequently overleap, the

limits of profitable use. Hence stag

nant industry and disemployed labor,

-with all that these conditions mean.

Labor is thereby cheapened, and

trusts are able to dictate wages.

Firm foundations for the trusts are

also thereby furnished. By combin-"ing ownerships of especially produc

tive land, trusts secure control of

products at their natural source; and

by combiningownerships of important

transportation terminals—also land

—they secure control of products at

the great delivery points.

That is the secret of the Standard

Oil trust's power. Though it does not

own all the oil wells, it owns land that

controls the output of those wells;

and at the seaboard it controls the

terminal sites. So with the steel trust.

With one hand Mr. Morgan, through

railroad combination, controls trans

portation terminals, while with the

other, through the steel trust, he con

trols—as Mr. Schwab testifies—80

per cent, of the ore mines, to say noth

ing of the absolute monopoly of cok

ing-coal. In the Mesaba iron range

alone thesteel trust monopolizes land,

only part of that 80 percent., which

is thus described by two disinterested

English experts in Cassier's Magazine

for October, 1899:

There is more ore in sight to-day,

three or four times over, than the

whole Lake Superior region has pro

duced in 50 years. Its deposits are

deeper, wider, larger, better than

those of any other range. More of its

ore has been used for some years past

than of ore from any of the older

ranges, and the disparity seems to

become greater year by year

There are in sight 400,000,000 tons of

ore, better in quality than the average

used in the States. . . . and the end is

not yet. It is not by any means a wild

prediction that the Mesaba range will

produce 500,000,000 tons of iron ore

before it is abandoned.

A further idea of the advantage of

controlling the enormous natural but

monopolized deposits of iron in the

Lake Supc-riorregion may behad from

the observation of the same English

experts, that "the circumstances that

the ores are brought an average of

800 miles to the furnace Where they

are smelted, and that they have dis

placed almost entirely the poorer

local ores, for the utilization of which

the northern iron trade was original

ly established, is of itself evidence of

their richness, purity, and cheapness."

With monopolistic powers over natur

al sources of supply, the potency and

magnitude of which are thus only sug

gested, coupled with absolute control

of terminal sites, both depending not

upon corporate charters, but upon

real estate deeds, why search for the

monopoly of the steel trust in its

mere charter of incorporation?

All the sinister power of the steel

trust, of the oil trust and of every

other really great trust, has land mo

nopoly for its foundation; for natural

sources of supply and terminal sites

are land. Farms also are land—part

ly. What would be left were the im

provements destroyed, is land. But

one important terminal site or one

rich mine, is worth in power and pelf

whole dukedoms of farming land.

Mr. Schwab has testified before the

Industrial Commission, that thesteel

trust owns "something like 60,000

acres of Connellsville coal, which

cannot be bought for $60,000 an acre,

for there is no more Connellsville

coal." In that single mine, then, the

steel trust monopolizes land equiva

lent in value to nearly 2,000,000aver

age Illinois farms!

Having asked incredulously if we

believe that "private ownership in

land is the foundation of trusts," the

Commoner propounds another ques

tion:

If so, must we calmly submit to

monopolies until the people are will

ing to accept Mr. Post's views on the

land question?

If these views are right, then with

such calmness as we can command

we must indeed submit. Mr. Bryan

himself is authority for the doctrine

that no question is settled until it

is settled' right. Let us add to that,

quite in harmony with his ideas we

are sure, that no question can be set

tled right until we proceed in the di

rection of a right settlement.

That suggests our answer to the

Commoner's next question—

Is it not the part of wisdom to apply

such remedies as are within our

reach?

If the supposed remedies are in the

right direction, Yes; if in the wrong

direction, No.

It makes no difference how slight

and ineffectual the proposed remedy

may be. If it is in the wrong direc

tion it can but intensify the disease;

if in the right, it will promote a cure.

The disease in this case, of which

trusts are the surface eruptions, is

strangulated competition. A remedy

which ignores the strangulation and

proposes a new, even. though moder

ate kind of constriction, is not a

remedy.

But the Commoner objects that

those who are hostile to Mr. Bryan's

remedy for the trust evil "do not pro

pose any remedy which is complete or

which has a prospect of a speedy trial."

This is true of many objectors. They

do not propose a remedy, because they

don't want a cure. They are among

the microbes; and the disease that is

deadly to the patient is the very life

of the microbe.

But it is not a sufficient answer to

those who do want a cure, that what

they propose is neither complete nor

capable of securing a speedy trial. A

speedy trial is the last thing to be

desired for a remedy that will intensi

fy the disease; and a complete remedy

is, as the Commoner itself will admit,

impossible "until the people are will

ing to accept it;" for a complete reme

dy must be radical, it must go to tie

root and remove the cause of the trust

disease.

The first thing necessary is to dis

tinguish the cause. Mr. Bryan

makes no claim to having done this.

It is to be feared that he has- not tried.

Yet no one can, without distinguish

ing the cause, intelligently propose

a remedy. Diagnosis precedes treat

ment.

Our suggestion is that monopoly

(not mere charters of incorporation,

not watered stock which is an effect

and not a cause, not the trust in its

legal characteristics merely, but pri

mary monopoly) be abolished; that

legal obstructions to nature's store

house, legal obstructions to the right

to make goods, legal obstructions to

the right to sell goods, legal obstruc
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tions to the right to transport andde-

liver goods, legal obstructions to the

right to buy good*—in a word, mo

nopoly obstructions to competition,

the only natural and the only fair

regulator of industry—be repealed.

That is our suggestion regarding

the direction in which to go. It is the

right direction both morally and eco

nomically. So far as concerns the

first step to take, it is of small mo

ment provided it be in this direction.

The first step may be the restoration

tomunicipalities of municipal monop

olies. That would make competition

freer. It may be the restoration of

any state function or national func

tion now in private hands to state and

national control respectively. It

may be the abolition or reduction of

tariff duties, which interfere with

foreign trade. Or it may be, what in

our judgment is nearer at hand than

anything else,- and would be more

quickly effective—the release of

competitive industry from all taxa

tion direct and indirect, on tools,

buildings and products, and the taxa

tion instead of site-value exclusively.

As the Columbus (0.) Press-Post of

August 12 succinctly says:

The power to tax is the power to

destroy. With that power intelligent

ly used, the people oould eliminate

the element oi monopoly grown indus

try, increase the security of all legiti

mate forms of property, and increase

the opportunities for remunerative

employment for both labor and capi

tal.

But as the Press-Post also says:

"Xo one is going to drive the people

to freedom," and "until they gain wis

dom we must expect their blind pro

tests to end in failure." All that an

intelligent and honest statesman can

do is to fight for remedies that public

sentiment does welcome, provided,

and provided only, but positively

provided, that they lead on in the

right direction and not in the wrong

direction.

That most of these remedies must

be adopted locally is true. But great

national policies are not necessarily

subjects for congressional action only.

It is coming to be more clearly seen

that national leaders can render in

estimable national service by making

themselves champions of policies that

can be established only by local action.

Even in congress, though there is

important work to do regarding trusts

in the direction we have indicated, it

must be done by repealing old meas

ures rather than by enacting new

ones. The national[statute books are

full of legislation obstructive of com

petition, a great deal of which the

public would gladly see repealed if

agitations to that end were set on foot.

The most effectively obstructive na

tional statute of this kind is the tariff

law. If that were repealed and a sys

tem of direct taxation substituted,

one strong monopoly prop would be

removed from the support of the

trusts. If it were reduced to a rev

enue basis, .the prop would be great

ly weakened. If only protection for

trust goods were abolisbed, a fine be

ginning w^ould be made. The repeal

of national legislation obstructive to

competition is the kind of congres

sional action to promote, and not laws

in restraint of one of the effects of

obstructive legislation. The latter

would at best be like an attempt to

'Hie up locomotives with pack

thread;" the former would be like

"digging under the walls of the

castle."

VII.

In this review of the Commoner's

article our emphasis has rested upon

political and economic considerations.

But moral principle is primary. We

agree with Mr. Bryan that "there is

no way of judging what is expedient,"

except on the theory that the best prin

ciple is the best policy; and that "we

can: only do what we believeto be right

and accept the consequences." The

case against the trust rests at last,

therefore, upon moral grounds. Laws

restraining non-invasive individual

action are morally wrong. In essence

they legalize personal slavery. Mo

nopoly of land, whether worth little

or much, is morally wrong. In the

degree in which it operates, it divests

men of their indispensable birthright

To propose the repeal of the one andi

the abolition of the other is, conse

quently, to propose a righteous con-

saimmation. Tc proposeeven a single

step in that direction, however short,

is to propose a righteous policy.

When, moreover, such a policy ap

pear?, so evidently as it does with ref

erence to the trusts, to tend toward

the removal of a great burden which

the people are eager to escape, it is

not only morally righteous but polit

ically expedient. Political questions

like the trust question must be de

cided, as Mr. Bryan rightly admon

ished Mr. Watterson with reference

to another moral question in Ameri

can politics, "by the application of

fixed and immutable principles."

NEWS

At the close last week of our report

of the labor controversy in the steel

trade, President Shaffer had issued

his call for a general strike. It was

to begin, unless sooner amicably set

tled by the trust, with the last turn

of work on the 10th. Before the

hour then fixed for making the strike

general, Mr. Shaffer, in behalf of the

strikers, authorized a proposition by

third parties to Mr. Morgan, repre

senting the trust, that the dis

pute be submitted to arbitration. Mr.

Morgan curtly refused, saying"There

is nothing to arbitrate." Mr. Shaffer

is named as authority for this state

ment. The trust refuses to give the

public any information. At the close

of the first full working day after

the general call went into effect, the

12th, it was estimated that 14,000

men had responded. The same esti

mates put the total number on strike

at that time, inclusive of these addi

tional strikers, at 59,000 out. of ap

proximately 200,000employes. These

figures are conservative, probably ex

cessively so. Some mills that had

been closed by the strike in its earlier

stages' were got again into operation

by the trust, and others that had thus

far remained in operation were

stopped in response to the general

call. The balance, however, is re

ported to have been against the strik

ers.

An ominous manifestation—omi

nous to the strikers, but entirely sat

isfactory to the trust—is the refusal

of some lodges of the Amalgamated

association to obey the strike call.

Notable among these are the em

ployes of the Federal Steel company,

one of the constituent, concerns of

the general trust. A vote was taken

on the 11th by two lodges of Amal

gamated men employed by this

branch of the trust at South Chicago.

They are under a labor contract with

the predecessor of their present em

ployer, which has come to their pres
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ent employer as an asset in the proc

ess of the formation of the steel trust.

The question before them, therefore,

seems to be whether they should give

priority to their transferred labor ob

ligations or to the Amalgamated as

sociation of their trade. At any rate

they decided on the 11th, by a vote of

190 to 47 in a membership of 572, to

disobey the strike call. It is under

stood however, that they offer to sup

port the strike" financially. Milwau

kee and1 Jolietemployes of the Federal

company, and Amalgamated men at

East St. Louis, 111., are reported to

have taken similar action. Inconse

quence of these discouraging deci

sions, Michael F. Tighe, assistant sec

retary of the Amalgamated associa

tion, came to Chicago on the 13th,

armed with plenary authority. Im

mediately upon his arrival he called

a meetingof the South Chicago-lodges

for the 14th, to reconsider their in

subordinate action of the 11th. Only

72 members responded. Mr. Tighe

addressed them at length, explaining

that he was not seeking financial aid

in the west, but moral support. A

motion to adjourn without reconsid

ering the vote of the 11th beingmade,

Mr. Tighe warned the lodge, that if

this motion were to earn- fie was au

thorized to revoke their charters. In

the face of his warning the meeting

at once adjourned by unanimous vote,

and the charters were thereupon re

voked. This revocation is subject to

approval by the next annual conven

tion of the Amalgamated association.

But meantime, William C. Davis, dis

trict vice president, who alone has

quit work, is the only union steel

worker in Chicago.

An appeal for financial aid and

moral encouragement was issued on

the 12th by the Amalgamated asso

ciation. It is addressed especially to

members of labor organizations, but

also to the general public. Even be

fore the publication of this appeal,

President Gompers, of the American

Federation of Labor, had announced

that his organization would support

the strikers. He said:

We shall stand by the Amalgamated

association in the present conflict to

the full extent of our power, both

morally and financially. We shall aid

in every lawful way the men on strike

or who may come out on strike to

maintain the workers in thear rights

to organize and secure the extension

of their organization, so that the only

power which stands for their protec

tion and advancement against the av

arice of concentrated wealth may be

perfected and perpetuated.

Several other important strikes,

overshadowed by the greater impor

tance of the steel strike, are in prog

ress in the United States. One of

themisacigarmakers' strike in Tampa

(alluded to editorially at page 274),

which has been checked by the kid

naping and secret imprisonment, by

a local mob, of the strikeleaders. An

other is at its height in San Fran

cisco. This is a fight between the Em

ployers' association and'the organized

teamsters of that city. An agreement

had been made between the or

ganized teamsters and organ

ized employing draymen. It ex

isted down to the time of the re

cent convention of the Epworth

league, when the draymen — both

those who were organized and under

contractual obligations with the

Teamsters' un'ion, and the nonunion

concerns, formed a syndicate to raise

prices for baggagedelivery. In carry

ing out this arrangement a nonunion

delivery company called upon a union

drayman to haul certain baggage for

it. Under its contract with the

Teamsters' union, the union drayman

could not use his teamsters for this

purpose; but he nevertheless ordered

them to do the work. They refused

and were subsequently sustained not

only by their own organization, but

by a majority vote of theorganization

of draymen. At this point the Em

ployers' association of 'San Francisco

stepped in and threatened to boycott

the draymen's organization unless it

would compel its union teamsters to

work for the nonunion concern. In

fluenced by that threat, the dray

men's organization yielded, and the

union drayman ordered his union

teamsters to work for the nonunion

concern. This caused the strike.

Mayor Phelan has' tried to settle it,

but the Employers' association refuses

to recede. One of the other large

strikes is that of the New York gar

ment makers (employes of "sweat

ers"), which we mentioned last

at page 264. It has been partially suc

cessful, more than two-thirds of the

manufacturing concerns having

agreed' to cooperate with the "sweat

ers" in improving the working condi

tions of the strikers. The strike is

still on. So is the machinists' strike,

mentioned last at page 135. Some

concerns have yielded, but others

have not. The storm center at

present is at Chicago, where a large

concern—the Allis-Chalmers plant—

is now trying to make up a working

force by importing workmen from

the East.

No other domestic news calls for

special explanation. Neither is there

any further trustworthy news regard

ing the Venezuela-Colombian situa

tion, reported last week, except that

the United States has ordered war

ships to Panama to protect railroad

communication across the Isthmus,

and that the representative in the

United States of the Colombian in

surgents has warned them to place no

obstacle in the way of Isthmian traf

fic. But there is an unverified re

port, that Gen. Rafael Uribe-

Uribe, the insurrectionary leader in

Colombia, was killed on the 27th, in

battle at San Cristobal, Venezuela,

where he was fighting with the Vene

zuelan troops against an armed inva

sion by the Colombian government.

From South Africa, however, comes

news of a novel plan on the part of

Great Britain for terminating the

stubborn resistance of the Boers. It

is nothing less than a public procla

mation warning all citizens of the

South African republic and the

Orange Free State, that those who

shall not have surrendered by Sep

tember 15 will be banished forever.

Our last reference to this war was

made at page 250. Since that time

the news has been meager and unre

liable, owing to the British military

censorship, which leading London

papers now assert, upon the authority

of clandestine mail advices, has been

misleading. It has indicated, though,

when read intelligently between the

lines, that the British commander is

completely baffled. Although the

war is costing $10,000,000 a week, ac

cording to the latest London reports,

and the reconcentrado camps are

thickly populated, the Boers are still

unsubdued. Consequently the expat

riation proclamation referred toabove

is resorted to. It was published on

the 7th by Lord Kitchener. Eeciting

(1) the annexation of the two repub

lics by Great Britain, and (2) her oc

cupation of their seatsof government,

governmental machinery and princi

pal railways; (3) the capture or sur

render of 35.000 of their citizens, be

ing a great majority; (4) that

those still in arms are only few

in number, without munitions,

devoid of military organization, and

unable to carry on regular war

fare, yet (5) that they make iso

lated attacks upon small Brit-
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ish posts and detachments, thus

(6) keeping up a state of disturbance

and checking the resumption of in

dustry; (?) that Great Britain "is de

termined to put an end to a state of

things which is aimlessly prolonging

bloodshed and destruction and inflict

ing ruin upon a great majority of the

inhabitants who are anxious to live

in peace and earn a livelihood for

themselves and the families; "and

(8) that she "is about to proceed

against those still resisting, and es

pecially against those- persons who,

being in a position of authority, are

responsible for the continuance of

the present state of lawlessness and

are instigating their fellow burghers

to continue their hopeless resistance

to his majesty's government"—after

that preamble, the proclamation pro

ceeds:

All commandants, field cornets and

leaders of armed bands, being- burgh

ers of the late republics and still en

gaged in resisting his majesty's forces,

-whether in the Orange Colony, the

Transvaal or other portions of his maj

esty's South African dominions, and

all members of the late government of

the Orange Free State and Transvaal,

shall, unless they surrender before

September 15, be permanently ban

ished from South Africa. The cost of

the maintenance of the families of all

burghers in .the field who have not sur

rendered by September 15 shall be re-

i-nverable from such burghers and

shall be a charge upon their property,

removable and immovable, in the two

colonies.

This proclamation was preceded by

an astonishing speech by Mr. Cham

berlain in the British house of com

mons. It involved an admission that

Great Britain has been employing

savage 6couts in the war against the

Boers. One of the Boer oommandr-

ants had shot some of these scouts,

armed Kaffirs—enrolled in the Brit

ish service under the command of

Gen. French—who had made a night

attack upon aBoer camp. This shoot

ing was made a subject of explana

tion in parliament. Discussing it

there on the 3d, Mr. Chamberlain de

clared that the British government

has the right to use native soldiers,

and that it had made an unnecessary

sacrifice in not arming kaffirs as bel

ligerents against the Boer republics.

He had already announced in his

speech that Boers who kill natives in

the British military service in South

Africa will themselves be subjected

to the death penalty.

Parliament has rushed through an

appropriation bill, as it would be

called in this country, under "clo

sure," or as we should call it, in par

liamentary phrase, "the previous

question," and in vulgar speech, "gag

rule." The appropriations include

$32,500,000 for the rehabilitation of

the country laid waste by the South

African war. The aggregate sum

voted at the evening session of the

8th, before one o'clock a. m. on the

9th, was $335,000,000. This sum was

lumped in classes and appropriated

by a series of divisions in which the

majority of the ministry was never

less than 100. .

NEWS NOTES.

—A hat manufacturing trus-t is in

process of organization under the laws

of New Jersey.

—For the benefit of farmers, daily

weather bureau reports are to be dis

played on rural delivery postal carts.

—Baron Nordenskiold, the eminent

Swedish explorer, geologist and nat

uralist, died at Stockholm on the 12th,

aged 69.

—An effort is reported to be making

to form a bituminous ooal trust by con

solidating into one corporation all the

bituminous coal interests in the coun

try.

—Francesco Crispi, one of Mazzini's

companions in exile, and long the lib

eral leader in Italian politics, died at

Naples on the 11th. He was 82 years

old.

—The second annual session of the

National Negro Business league, of

which Booker T. Washington is presi

dent, will meet in Handel hall, Chi

cago, on the 21st.

—The American window glass trust

("The American Window Glass com

pany"), the headquarters of which is

at Pittsburg, is reported to be negotiat

ing for the creation of a window glass

trust of the world.

—A negro charged with attempt to

assault a white woman was burned to

death on the 11th by a mob at Way's

Station, Ga., about 25 miles from Sa

vannah. He had not been in the cus

tody of the authorities.

—Reports of the 8th from Brisbane,

Australia, tell of the success of a Ger

man punitive expedition sent to avenge

the massacre of Dr. Menoken and oth

er members of the first German South

sea expedition on the cannibal island

of St. Mathias. A landing made near

the scene of the massacre is said to

have been followed by the killing of 80

natives and the capture of 17.

—Dr. William A. Newell, governor of

New Jersey in the late '50's, but whose

fame rests more securely upon his or

ganization of the coast life saving sys

tem now maintained by every civilized

country, died at tie age of 84, at Allen-

town, N. J., on the 8th. He proposed

the life saving system in congress, dur

ing his first term, in 1S4S. Dr. Newell

died in extreme isolation and pov

erty.

—Under the Crafts "public policy"

la.w of Illinois, which permits an ad

visory referendum on any subject, pe

titions are out in Chicago for the sub

mission of three questions at the mu

nicipal election next spring: (1) Mu

nicipal ownership of street railways;

(2) same as to gas and electric plants;

(3) nominations of candidates for of

fice by direct vote. The petition must

be signed by about 100,000 voters to

make it effective.

—Quo warranto proceedings have

been instituted by the state's attor

ney of Cook county, 111., against the

People's Gas Light & Coke company

of Chicago to divest it of its charter.

This is the charter under which the

'combination of independent com

panies was formed. It is attacked up

on the ground that the legislative act

permitting the consolidation is mis

leading in its title, and, since it relates

to gas companies alone, that it is class

legislation.

—The treasury report of receipts

and expenditures of the federal gov

ernment for the fiscal year beginning

July 1, 1901, shows the following:

Receipts:Tariff $21,263,960 2t

Internal Revenue... 28,33S.ino 511

Miscellaneous 2,718.186 20

$52,320,340 00

Expense:

Civil and Mlsc $12,834,255 98

War 16,017.809 10

Navv 6.143.265 82

Indians..: 1.065.375 93

Pensions 11,601,209 24

Interest 4.655,074.51

$52,307,590 SS

Surplus $12,749 12

—The monthly statement of thetreasury department for July showson hand July 1:

Gold reserve fund $150,000,000 00

Available cash balance 177,368.876 SS

Total ..' $327,368.S76 SS

On hand at close of last fiscal

year, June 30, 1901 326.833.124 02

Increase $536,752 86

MISCELLANY

AMALGAMATE!For The Public.

A long word and a strong: word,

The hammer-clang of steel.

A brave word and a grave word,

The watchword of the leal.

A shout for labor stern and proud,

A cry at ev'ry gate,

The anvil chorus clear and loud—

Amalgamate; Amalgamate!

It blames him and It shames him.Who works not on our side:

It warns him and it scorns himWho could our ranks divide.

Shall labor stin cut labor's throat?Shall freemen shirk and wait?
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No, no, in one triumphant note-

Amalgamate! Amalgamate!

They hear it and they fear it,

The lords of pelf and pow'r.

We cheer it, we revere it;

It grows with every hour.

It means in union there is strength;

It takes a bond of fate;

'Twill weld the world of men, at length-

Amalgamate! Amalgamate!

CARL- J. EICK.

New York, Aug. 7, 1901.

"A PRO-BOER."An extract from a private letter written

from Cambridge, England, July 11.

When D was here not long1 ago

he told me the following from a Bir

mingham paper:

Teacher (after discussing the beauties of

nature and the benefits and blessings of

life, light from the sun, etc., etc.)—Now

can any of you tell me who gave us all

these beautiful things?

One little miss, after a long pause, holds

up her hand.

Teacher—Well, Susie, who was it that

gave us all these blessings?

Susie—Please, miss, it was Mr. Joseph

Chamberlain.

Teacher (gently)—No, Susie, it was not

Mr. Joseph Chamberlain; it was God gave

us all these blessings.

Susie (reproachfully)—Oh, miss! I didn't

know you was a Pro-Boer!

The above is far truer than appears

at first sight.

UN£LE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHN

BULL.

Printed from the Original Manuscript.HE MEANS TO LOOK OUT FORSCHLEY.

Dear John: I have the best navy

in the world—not the biggest, but the

best, pound for pound (not too many

pounds, perhaps), and the boldest

fighters.

Do you mind Paul Jones? "Com

modore Paul Jones," we called him.

You called him "a pirate," John, I

remember; but your boys never

could write fair history, and—let it

go. It don't matter what you call

the man who wins. Call him "pirate,"

call him "caitiff," call him "late to

dinner"," it's no odds to him, and it's

no matter anywhere.

Well, I've a bolder captain than

Paul Jones. Factl It's Schley! Win-

field Scott Schley! I don't mean in

fighting; there couldn't be a bolder

captain than old Paul Jones at fight

ing. But Paul Jones never asked to

be tried by his enemies, that I remem

ber; and Schley did. There's nerve

for you!

When I heard of li, I threw away

my tobacco. "I don't know about

this, Winfield," I said. "It's bold,

but you may carry a thing too far.

I never noticed any love the navy de

partment had for you; and they are

loaded for you—loaded down to the

scuppers with meanness; and if the

whole navy department wasn't as

rotten as a training ship, they'd hurt

ye!"

But he's gone in, and luck to him!

I don't keer so much for his fightin'

record. Any of my captains will

fight. Give them a good ship and

a long cannon and they are as eager

to try it as a boy with his first shot

gun. But this new move tetches me.

If I don't look out for him a little

they'll prove he was 20 miles away

in that battle off the coast.

Say! what'll you take for thosetwo Boer republics ? They are costin'ye a million a day, John! You havecaptured as many Boers now as therewas at first all told, and yet yedassent send any troops home. Don'tyou find 'em a little warm in thehand? And what's this I hear about10,000 of 'em bein' over the borderinto Cape Colony? Ain't that car-ryin' the war into Africa, as theyused to say? Better trade them tome. Think on it.

UNCLE SAM.

A REPUBLICAN SHORTER CATE

CHISM.

Swift, in one of the letters which he

wrote from his Dublin exile to Pope,

spoke ironically of the vacillations and

uncertainties of the cabinet of the day.

He said they ought to issue a cate

chism every four months, in order to

let their bewildered supporters know

what to think and write and speak on

the leading political questions. The

idea is not a bad one for a party doubt

ful about its own changing policies in

changing times; and, while confident

ly expecting the issue of something

official, we humbly volunteer a few

touchstones of republican orthodoxy

to-day:

Question. What is the chief end of

prosperity?

Answer. To glorify the republican

party and keep it in office forever.

Q. To what was the crop failure of

1894 due?

A. To the Wilson tariff and an imbe

cile administration.

Q. What are we to think of the dam

age to crops in 1901?

A. That it is the dispensation of an

all-wise providence, intended to try

our faith and cultivate the grace of pa

tience.

Q. What is a labor union?

A. In presidential years it is a noble

band of workers, seeking the common

good.

Q. What is it in other years?A. A nuisance.

Q. What is a strike?

A. When an election is pending it is

the dignified appeal of laboring men

for the redress of intolerable griev

ances, and Mark Hanna sees that the

employers give it to the men.

Q. Why does he not do it at other

times?

A. He is too busy.

Q. What is reciprocity?

A. It is an arrangement by which

we invite other nations to sell us if

they will buy of us.

Q. What is the protective tariff?

A. The law devised to keep other na

tions from selling to us.

Q. Then is not protection inconsis

tent with reciprocity?

A. No.

Q. Why not?

A. The republican platform says it

is not.

Q. Is there any other reason?

A. There is.

Q. Can you state it?

A. The republican senate refuses to

ratify reciprocity treaties.

Q. Is that for the purpose of keep

ing reciprocity consistent with protec

tion?

A. No. It is for the purpose of keep

ing bogus jewelry and shoddy cloth

from competition.

Q. Then where does reciprocity come

it?

A. It comes in the platform.

Q. What is a platform?

A. It is a formal promise to do cer

tain things if you are elected and do

not change your mind.

Q. If you cannot carry out your own

plans by the help of your own party,

what do you do?

A. Get democrats to assist you.

Q. What are such democrats called?

A. They are called "commercial dem

ocrats."

Q. What is a commercial democrat?

A. He is a politician familiar with

buying and selling.

Q. Do you know what the constitu

tion is?

A. Yes, it is the supreme law of part

of the land.

Q. In what part is it not supreme?

A. Where it does not apply.

Q. How do you know where it ap

plies and where it does not apply?

A. We know that it does not apply

where it would be inconvenient to ap

ply it.

Q. Does it apply to the Philippines?

A. No, because the Filipinos- are bet

ter off without it.

Q. What are we going to do for the

Filipinos?

A. We are going to educate them.
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Q. Does that mean teach them to

read and think?A. It does.

Q. Should we let them read and

study the American Constitution?A. No.

Q. Why not?

A. It would confuse them.

Q. May they read the history of the

republican party?

A. It would be better not. They

might want to add a chapter.

Q. Will the Declaration of Indepen

dence be studied in Philippine schools?

A. No; it would merely disturb them.

Q. May they read the Bible where it

says that God hath made of one blood

all nations of men?

A. No.

Q. Why not?

A. That would disturb us.—New

York Nation.

THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE.

Former Gov. and Congressman New

ell, of New Jersey, whose death

at the age of 84 years is announced,

■will be long remembered as the

founder of the national life-saving

service, the plan of which has been

adopted by almost all civilized na

tions. By securing a trial appropria

tion of $10,000 for an experimental

station during his service in congress

Dr. Newell gave the first impetus to

the •wonderful service which now in

cludes almost all the seacoast of the

United States as well as the shores

of the great lakes.

What the life-saving service means

in this country may be gathered by

the fact that within the last 30 years

the members of the life-saving crews

have been summoned to 11,170 notable

marine disasters, involving a total

property value of $170,000,000. Of this

gTeat amount property to the value

oi $132,000,000 was saved by the ef

forts of the government life savers.

In these 11,170 disasters no less than

85,000 people were involved, of whom 908

lost their lives, 100 of them being lost

in a single wreck in which a vessel

•went down so far out at sea that

the service was practically prevented

from being of much assistance.

That the vast importance of the

service is recognized by congress is

shown by the increase from the ini

tial appropriation of $10,000 which

Dr. Newell secured to that of $1,500,-

000, -which was approximately the cost

of the service during 1900. Beginning

with a single station on the New

Jersey coast, there are now no less

than 265 stations located along the

Atlantic, Pacific and gulf coasts and

the shores of the Great lakes. Of this

number 28 stations are located on

Lake Michigan. As a rule, particu

larly on the more dangerous coasts,

the stations are located five miles

apart, the shores between being reg

ularly patrolled at all hours of the

day and night by coast patrolmen.

The patrolman from each station

travels 2% miles, at which point he

meets the man from the next station,

with whom he exchanges brass tally

checks. At night each patrolman car

ries a so-called Coston light, a torch

from which a bright colored flame

can be ejected to a considerable

height. The instant he discovers a

shipwreck he discharges the torch

as a signal to the sailors that their

plight has been noted and that as

sistance will be brought as quickly

as possible. If the wreck is lo

cated close to shore, within a few

hundred yards, the Lyle gun is

brought into use. This is a peaceful

weapon by means of which a light

line can be shot out to the wreck, a

strong cable being afterwards rigged

up between shore and ship. On this

cable, which is supported at the short

end by a high triangular framework,

the breeches buoy or the life car is

run to and fro until all the people in

danger are safely landed. In the life

car a number of people may be car

ried at the same time, while the

breeches buoy can support but a

single passenger.

Whenever it is possible to do so the

surf boat is also launched as soon as

it can be dragged to the nearest point

on the beach. These boats are now

so built that if overturned by the

breakers they will right and empty

themselves, it being absolutely impos

sible to sink them. As a rule ships

are wrecked on a lee shore, so that

the surf boat is almost always obliged

to put out in the teeth of a strong

wind and is more likely than not to

be capsized. When launched the surf

boat is propelled by six oarsmen and

steered by the captain who stands up

in the stern and handles a long

sweep. Recently small launches pro

pelled by gasoline engines have been

tried at some life-saving stations with

good success.

Under the rules of the life-saving bu

reau its members and employes are

not allowed to accept money or other

gratuities from those whom they may

rescue. The idea is, of course, that

the saving of human life should not

be put on a monetary basis, and that

the surfmen should do their work as

a matter of duty and without hope of

further reward. But the government

has established a method of recog

nizing deeds of special heroism which

has proved highly successful and ben

eficial to the service. Congress has

provided beautiful gold and silver

medals to be awarded to men and

women who display unusual courage

and daring in saving life at sea,

whether they are members of the life-

saving service or not. To win one of

these medals is the highest honor

which a surfman can hope to win,

and its possessor is envied of all his

fellows. The gold medal for life

saving means to the member of the

service what the Victoria cross means

to the British soldier, the medal of

honor to the United States soldier,

or the iron cross to the German. It

marks him as the bravest among

brave men.

Among the recipients of the prized

medals have been at least two boys

who were only ten years old at the

time they distinguished themselves,

and one little girl of ten who at the

risk of her own life rowed a boat out

into the breakers and rescued two

adults from drowning.

Besides the rescuing of passengers

and crews from shipwrecked vessels

and the saving of the ships them

selves, the coast patrolmen do a

great work in the way of warning

ships which have unconsciously or

otherwise got into positions of great

danger. In the year 1899, for in

stance, it appears that 184 vessels

which had got into dangerous waters

were warned of their peril at night

by the burning of danger signals by

the coast guards, while ten ships re

ceived similar warnings in the day

time by the signals of the interna

tional code. In most of these in

stances it is probable that shipwrecks

would have occurred if the warning

had not been given, so that the serv

ice may justly claim that it does a

great work as a preventive agent.

On the seacoast the danger of

wrecks is greatest from September 1

to March 1, while on the great lakes,

of course, navigation is closed during

the winter.

There is probably nowhere in the

world in a similar space a record of

so many examples of splendid cour

age as that contained in the annual

report issued each year by the life-

saving department. In a series of

little paragraphs in small and unat

tractive type is printed the list of

what is modestly called "Services of

Crews." In almost every case the

story is that of heroic perseverance

in the face of great difficulties and of
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lives cheerfully risked that other

•lives may be saved.—Chicago Tribune,

of August 10.

JUDGE TAFT'S TESTIMONY.

One of the main contentions of the

president and h.is imperialistic sup

porters regarding the Philippines has

been that our arms were defending the

"loyal millions" in the islands against

the '"disloyal thousands" who, under

the guidance of a few wicked and am

bitious leaders, were seeking their

own advancement and the overthrow

of law and order. It was further

claimed that the educated and solid

classes were generally in favor of

American rule. Mr. McKinley did not

explain how it came about that "loyal

millions," anxious for the protection

and advantages of United States au

thority, permitted an insignificant

minority of their race to continue a

struggle which meant famine and dis

ease, destruction of property, slaugh

ter of men, and all the well-known

miseries of war, when it was at any

moment within their pdwer, cooperat

ing with the American army of 60,000

men, to bring it to a speedy close.

Then they might at once enjoy all the

blessings of peace and the fruits of

our superior civilization. The admin

istration's claim was absurd to any

one who gave a moment's thought to

the essential facts of the case; but it

seemed to be easily accepted by tie

general public. A people will not suf

fer approximately 50,000 of their num

ber to perish in a war for indepen

dence, or endure such losses to* their

country as the Filipinos had done, if

the great majority of them welcome

the rule of a foreign conqueror. If

they did so they would be acting di

rectly contrary to the conception of

their own interests and wishes which

was attributed to them.

The view which we have always

maintained, on the other hand, in com

mon with all anti-imperialists, was

that the great mass of the Filipino peo

ple were hostile to the domination of

the United States; that they were fired

with a strong and growing sentiment

of nationality, and that this had been

naturally born of the conditions of

their past history, the misrule and op

pression of Spain. Such a sentiment

was not only natural and honorable to

all men under like conditions, but it

had been guided and nourished, so far

as they were concerned, by the past

and recent history of the United States

itself. This fact was proved by the

public expressions of leading Filipinos

and by many of the pronunciamentos

and other public documents issued by

their government. The former

breathed the American spirit of free

and constitutional government, the

latter were closely modeled upon

American political patterns. On the

promises made by the president and

congress to Cuba these Filipino smug

glers for liberty naturally based the

hope that our government would adopt

a similar policy toward them. The

logical guarantee for such a hope was

certainly strong. The United States

was for humanity's sake freeing Cuba

from Spain; in doing so she promised

this island, so near her own shores, all

the essentials of American constitu

tional liberty. In freeing distant is

lands—the Philippines—at the same

moment, could America do less than

grant them the same boon? Surely

even on general principles it wasnot tot

the discredit of Aguinaldoand his as

sociates that they should reason thus

about us, and that they should attrib

ute to "the great North American na

tion" that honesty of purpose and dis

interestedness which we claimed for

ourselves, and which such a represen

tative religious leader as Rev. Dr.

Lyman Abbott had asserted gave us a

glory beyond all other nations. This

may have shown that the Filipinos

were unsophisticated in not suspect

ing the sincerity of these promises to

Cuba. How could they foresee thatwe:

would quickly break them? Some of

us were simple-minded enough not to

foresee it.

To one who studied this subject more

deeply than "the man on the street"

can be expected to do, there was addi-

tional evidence that this view was cor

rect. Whoever has read the remark

able novel of Jose Rizal, patriot and

martyr, called "Noli me Tangere,"

which vividly portrays the social, re

ligious and political conditions in the

islands immediately preceding the

downfall of Spanish power, the truth

in this regard is made still more clear.

Rizal's story deals with a people pass

ing through the pain and travail of na

tionality. To its birth in freedom and

independence they were being led by

their patriotic educated men—that-

small but potent minority, which had

received its education in modern

science and modern political ideas in

the universities of Europe. Of this

class Jose Rizal was the most illus

trious, the most talented, and the most

unfortunate. Scholar, physician, poet,

artist, he was above all the patriot who

willingly sacrificed himself for the

good of his unhappy country. In de-

pisting the deep wrongs of his com

patriots, and in laying the responsibil

ity for those wrongs directly at the

door of those who maintained them

and profited by them, he was well

aware that he courted the fate that

eventually overtook him. But he made

the sacrifice willingly. He struck his

blow from a distance, but he returned

to the spot where he would suffer its

recoil. President McKinley and the

imperialists either have never read

this history, so pathetic and so il

luminating, or they rely on the world's

ignorance of its real facts to give cre

dence to their version of it.

But now another witness out of Mr.

McKinley's own administrative house

hold comes forward to support the

view which we have presented, and to!

contradict that which is the mainstay

of the imperialist position. This wit

ness, whom we quote in conclusion, is

Judge Taf t, the chairman of the presi

dent's Philippine commission. We

quote from Judge Taft's decision in

regard to making Spanish the official

language of the courts of the islands,

as follows:

With deference to the memorialists of the

American bar, I differ utterly from their

conclusion that there Is any antagonism

between the Filipino lawyers, or the edu

cated classes, and the masses. Deeply as

the masses felt upon some features of the

Spanish regime, It seems to me clear that

there would have been no public expres

sion of their feelings and no revolution had

It not been for the educated class of the

Filipinos. It was their guidance, their

bravery, and their sacrifices of life and

property which developed the silent pro

test of the people into forcible resistance.

It seems to me to be blind to the most evi

dent feature of the situation here, not to

see that the masses of the people are large

ly controlled by the educated classes—In

deed, I think, too much so.

We hope the imperialists will reflect

upon these words and upon the fact

that such patriotic members of this

educated class of Filipinos as Mabini

have been sent into exile by the presi

dent of the American republic be

cause they claim that their country

should enjoy that constitutional free

dom by which it used to be our boast

that we enlightened the world. ' A

shameful and withering anomaly sure

ly we are here guilty of! But the great

practical question remains, and soon

er or later the American people must

meet it: Shall we permanently crush

the Filipino sentiment of nationality,

or shall we aid it to work itself out in

accordance with the dictates of moral

right and. American traditions?—City

and State, of Philadelphia.

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.During the past few days all the bigpolice officials have been visiting thecity hall singly and in twos andthrees, and numerous conferences
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hare been held in the mayor's office.

All sorts of rumors have been afloat,

the one most persistent being that

Chief Corner was to be superseded

by some other member of the force.

But the situation has not been

reached.

Following' a conference yesterday

afternoon, at which were present the

mayor, Chief Corner and Capts. Rowe

and Kohler, and Directors Lapp and

Salen, the mystery was explained.

Edwin Kent, keeper of a place on

Hamilton street, was the main sub

ject of consideration at all the con

ferences. When Mr. Johnson be

came mayor and devised a unique

plan of regulating the Tenderloin,

Kent's place was among those placed

under espionage. A policeman was

placed before his door to take the

names and closely scan all visitors.

Others similarly treated eventually

went out of business, but, though

Kent's business was soon ruined, he

stubbornly hung on in the hope that

eventually the ban 'would be raised.

All the while he was bringing political

influence to bear.

Police Capt. Kohler, who had charge

of the first district, was vigorously

prosecuting the work of reform and

was the target for many threats and

much abuse. Finally the case as

sumed such shape that it got to the

mayor, a number of supposedly good

citizens complaining that Kent was

being persecuted by Kohler. Kent

was running a place as "square and

orderly" as any in town, as they

averred. The secret of Kohler's "per

secution,'.' they explained on the

ground that Kent had been an active

Johnson supporter in the last cam

paign, and Kohler, who was one of

the stanchest McKissonites during

the rneteoric reign of the ex-mayor,

was "getting even."

Mayor Johnson quietly had a thor

ough investigation made and received

written reports from his various pri

vate agents. Then began the city

hall conferences. After the one yes

terday Kent appeared at Director Sa

lem's office to hear the mayor's ver

dict. He was conducted to the may

or's private office.

"Mr. Kent," said Mayor Johnson, "I

am perfectly satisfied from the evi

dence that you were the only man in

your neighborhood who was for,

openly and earnestly for me, in the

last campaign. I am also satisfied

that you are not being persecuted be

cause of that fact or for any other

reason. The character of your place

is such that I am satisfied that it is

proper that a policeman should con

stantly stand at your door, and I am

not going to interfere with what is

being done." >

"But what am i to do?" asked

Kent.

"If you will take my advice," the

mayor replied, "you will go out of

business at once," and he turned and

left Kent staring blankly after him.

The outcome of this case is a most

complete vindication of Capt. Kohler

and the statement may be made

without fear of contradiction that he

stands higher with the present ad

ministration than any other man in

the department. Kohler has demon

strated that he thoroughly under

stands his business and will carry out

all orders issued to him without

question. Since he has been in charge

in the First police precinct he has

got the ill-will of the lawless element

and his friends have frequently

feared for his safety. But Kohler

seems to know no fear and goes

about the tough district at all hours.

The methods which are being used

in regulating that section of the city

were dictated by Mayor Johnson,

over the protests of Chief Corner and

Deputy Superintendent Eowe. Capt.

Kohler didn't have much to say, but

the system was new to him, and he

didn't have much faith in the efficien

cy of it.

The mayor decided that there

should be no raids on disreputable

places. "Put a policeman in uniform

at the door of each," he said, "and

have him take the names and ad

dresses of all visitors. At no time, day

or night, must the place be left un-

watched. I don't believe in raids.

These occasional fireworks displays

do not produce any permanent re

sults."

"What do these people care for a po

liceman so long as he doesn't arrest

them?" said Corner and Rowe. "Raids

are the only thing that count with

them."

Within two weeks after the order

was put into effect two places closed

their doors, and in two weeks more

four more sold off their furniture

and went out of business. The police

man in front of Kent's place has

practically killed all the business on

that part of Hamilton street.—Cleve

land Plaindealer of August 7.

The necessary legislation to pave

60 unpaved streets in the city has

been enacted since Johnson was

elected mayor. The steps to get the

assessments for these streets on the

duplicate this fall have also been

taken. There are 100 more streets

that the mayor wants to get on the

duplicate so that the work of im

proving the dirt streets within the

city limits can be started with a rush

next spring.

The city clerk's office force has

been groaning under the load heaved

upon it since the advent of the John

son administration, and it complains

that it cannot do the clerical work

for all the legislation to get these

160 streets on. For that reason the

mayor will ask City Clerk Toland to

put on an extra man in order that

the work can be done in time.—Plain-

dealer of August 10.

Mayor Johnson yesterday vetoed

the Kohl license ordinances. To the

one licensing hucksters the mayor

attached this explanation of his veto:

"As a plan for raising revenue it is

insignificant. The provisions of the

ordinance will not prevent fraud and

its operation will in no wise bring

itinerant merchants or hucksters un

der any better police control or reg

ulation, while its direct effect will be

to license many street merchants

and fake venders that under present

conditions we are able to control.

This will be particularly harmful

during the times of large gatherings,

such as we are about to have in the

city.

"It is in my judgment an attempt

to prevent competition and interfere

with small traders to an extent that

will ultimately raise the price to the

consumer of certain necessities of

life. It is a plan for taxing con

sumption rather than property, for

taxing poverty rather than privilege.

It is one of the tricks, so often re

sorted to by the owners of valuable

property and privileges, to avoid bur

dens which they themselves should

bear.

"While property to the value of

$100,000,000 escapes taxation in this

city, it seems to me worse than folly

to attempt to levy taxes on small

traders."

Of the one licensing circuses and

the like he said:

"As a plan for raising revenue it is

inadequate. This is an attempt to

attack innocent amusement by mak

ing it more expensive, and to the ex

tent that it does this it seems in my

judgment hurtful, for innocent

amusement should be encouraged

rather than prevented. If, on the

other hand, the amusement is of a

character to be harmful, a wiser
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right or wrong, against the 'ole bleasid

world'.' Which so we ought hall for ter

be."

"So we ought," said I.—From "Mrs.

Green," by Evelyne Elsye Rynd. G. P.

Putnam's Sons, Publishers.

"I see by th' papers," remarked

Farmer Josh Plowem, "that them city

fellers air awfully worried f'r fear us

farmers won't git enough help t'

harvest our wheat. We wouldn't hev

no trouble harvestin' th' kind of wheat

a lot o' them city fellers buy an' sell."

—The Commoner.

Griffin—It seems strange that Rus

sia and Japan don't go to war.

Grinkam—It does. Must be they

don't read American newspapers at

all.—Puck.

BOOK NOTICES.

Samuel Seabury. one of the younger

members of the New York bar, whose legal

abilities and public spirit are bringing him

into professional prominence, has put out

a valuable legal monograph on the "Labor

Liaws Relative to the Rate of Wages and

Hours of Labor In the State of New York."

Though a technical review of a technical

subject, Mr. Seabury's pamphlet Is written

in popular style, and can be read with in

terest and to advantage by laymen as well

as lawyers. His address is 43 Cedar street,

New York.

MAGAZINES.

—In the American Federatlonist (Wash

ington, D. C.) for August, Victor Yarros

criticises certain judicial decisions In labor

cases which Identify blacklisting by em

ployers with striking by workmen. Mr.

Yarros argues that the blacklist more near

ly resembles the boycott and is not at all

comparable with the strike.

—Charles T. Lummis's characteristic

magazine, "The Land of Sunshine" (Los

Angeles)—characteristic at once of its ed

itor and of the southern California atmos

phere in which it is written and printed—

has introduced with the July number an

other editorial feature In harmony with

its general character. This is the "Twen

tieth Century West," a department which

Is intended to bear "the message of the

builders of the West," the comparative

handful of inhabitants who. in forming the

institutions of a new land, "different from

any other where the Anglo-Saxon has

made his home," assume "all the responsi

bilities of forefatherhood" to the millions

that are to follow them. Irrigation, colon

ization and cooperation are the three grand

divisions which Mr. Lummis assigns to his

new department. The Land of Sunshine

measures closer than any other established

magazine to radical democratic standards.

THE BEST PORTRAITS

FOR FRAMING

course, to my mind, would be to pro

hibit them altogether.

"It would be an almost intolerable

nuisance if the managers of every lit

tle concert or oher entertainment, fbr

which a small admission fee is charged,

were obliged to secure a license. Many

would be liable to punishment for

violating the ordinance through ignor

ance."

Councilman Kohl will probably at

tempt to have the ordinances passed

over the mayor's vetoes, but he will

fail in both instances. A majority of

the council was opposed to the meas

ures when they passed last Monday,

but voted for them because of the

speech made for them by Police Di

rector Lapp. The mayor had always

treated the measures lightly and Lapp

got the notion that he was not serious

ly opposing them.—Plaindealer of

Aug. 11.

TO THE MEN WHO LOSE.

Here's to the men who lose!

What though their work be e'er so nobly

planned

And watched with zealous care.

No glorious halo crowns their efforts

grand,

Contempt is failure's share.

Here's to the men who lose!

If triumph's easy smile our struggles

great,

Courage Is easy then; •.

The king is he who, after fierce defeat.

Can up and fight again.

Here's to the men who lose!

The ready plaudits of a fawning world

Ring sweet in victor's ears;

The vanquished banners never are un

furled—

For them there sound no cheers.

Here's to the men who lose!

The touchstone of true worth is not suc

cess.

There ls-a higher test-

Though fate may darkly frown, onward

press,

And bravely do one's best.

Here's to the men who lose!

It Is the vanquished's praises that I sing,

And this is the toast I choose:

"A hard-fought failure is a noble thing.

Here's to the men who lose!"

—Unknown Author.

"I shud thing Schley'd thry an' prove

an allybi," Mr. Hennessy suggested,

pleasantly.

"He can't," said Mr. Dooley. "His

frind Sampson's got. that."—F. P.

Dunne.

"It's ju&t the different meanings

with which they use the term that no

one sees," said I, meditatively.

"Bless you," said Mrs. Green, "thait'6

heasy enough. I've 'ad that hall ex

plain' to me. Himperialist means what

we takes we'll 'elp each hotter keep,

and patrot means 'Hi'm for Hinglan',
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