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When the Schley-Sampson contro

versy was referred to a naval court,

we advised (p. 257) that the public pa

tiently await its verdict, and, unless

the verdict appeared from the evi

dence to be manifestly unjust, to ac

cept it as a finality. The verdict has

now been rendered. But it cannot be

wholly accepted as a finality because

the dissenting report of Admiral

Dewey stamps it as being unsupported

in important particulars by the evi

dence.

On the points upon which the court

has divided, we believe the public will

prefer Dewey's judgment to that of

the other admiral and the rear ad

miral who made the majority of the

court and dictated its verdict. This

preference seems to us to be reason

able and just. Not only is Dewey

known to, the public, while the other

members of the court are not. Not

only does he possess the confidence of

the public in his simple good faith,

while they have no standing at all with

the public. Not only ishe notoriously

free from bureaucratic influences,

while they are at least open to suspi

cion. But in addition, Dewey has had

actual and successful experience in

the character of service regarding

which Schley is criticized, while his

associates in the court are totally

without experience of this grade" or

character. That is not their fault.

No accusation is made against them.

It is merely the fact. But it is a fact

of so much importance as to vitiate

their verdict in th is case, in so far as it

conflicts with Dewey's. They might

be as good or better examiners than

Dewey, of a graduating class at An

napolis. But Schley's task was not

of a kind to be circumscribed by text

books, rules of discipline, bureaucrat

ic red tape and naval traditions, nor

his performance one that can be meas

ured by per centages in merit marks.

Of the conduct of Schley at Cienfue-

gos, and as senior officer present

and directing the battle of Santiago,

the judgment of Dewey must

either prevail over the verdict of the

two officers who are without experi-

enceasfleet commanders, or be regard

ed as at least quite discrediting- it.

With most people it will prevail.

They will conclude, fairly enough,

on the faith of Dewey's judgment,

that Schley did his whole duty with

reference to the blockade of Cienfue-

gos and of Santiago, and that it was

not Sampson who commanded at the

battle of Santiago and secured the vic

tory but Schley.

On the other hand, upon those'

points regarding which the court was

unanimous, Dewey's concurrence

gives to the official verdict the char

acter of a competent adjudication;

and for whatever the findings may be

worth with reference to Schley's con

duct in general, the verdict of the

court in these particularsshouldbeso

regarded by the public until overruled

by a reviewing court or shown beyond

reasonable doubt to be at variance with

the evidence.

These unanimous findings are sum

marized in our news columns. An ex

amination of them shows that while

Dewey's minority verdict exoner

ates Schley as to the effectiveness of

his blockade of Cienfuegos and San

tiago, and by giving him the credit

for the Santiago victory, effectually

disposes of Sampson's counter pre

tensions, the unanimous verdict of

the court is nevertheless by no means

free from criticism of Schley's

conduct. What Schley did re

garding the Hodgson correspond

ence is of no moment; whether

he blundered in making the loop

in the face of the enemy which

nearly put one of his own vessels out

of the fight, as well as his opening of

the battle with a wrong battery, is a

question which may be dismissed in

view of the victory, since military

victories are legitimate coverings for

all the military sins involved. The

object in fighting a battle is not to

display correct tactics, but to win.

But some of the unanimous find

ings cannot be 60 lightly treated.

Schley's neglect to ascertain from

the insurgents whether the Span

ish fleet was in Cienfuegos har

bor; his subsequent neglect to

obey the order commanding him

to discover whether it was in San

tiago harbor, and dilatorily turning

toward Key West instead; his neglect

in the latter days of May to effectively

attack the Spanish vessels near the

entrance to Santiago harbor; hisinac-

curate and misleading reports—these

were serious delinquencies. And

with respect to them all, the verdict

is concurred in by Dewey. It is in

these particulars unanimous. Schley

stands convicted, therefore, of de

linquencies which were breaches of

discipline and might have produced,

but fortunately did not produce, dis

astrous results. But he is exonerated

by Dewey, whose judgment carries

more weight than that of the majority,

of inefficiency in accomplishment;

and he is also credited by Dewey with

the final victory.

W. S. Gilbert died too soon. Had

he lived till now he might have out

done Pinafore with a subject made

ready to hand by Ralph M. Easley.

For of all the subjects which Gilbert's

pen developed into comic opera, none

was so richly stored with comic opera

possiblities as is Mr. Easley's Supreme
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Court of Capital and Labor. Noth

ing is lacking, not even the roaring

climax of Marcus A. Hanna as chief

justice. With Capital on the outside

as the lion was, with Labor on the in

side like the reconciled and digestible

lamb, and with Mr. Hanna on top,the

Easley experiment can hardly fail to

succeed—at least in some respects.

It is refreshing to one's democracy

to be assured by so prominent an east

ern Democrat as Edward 31. Shep-

ard, lately the Democratic candidate

for mayor of New York, that munici

pal government is not altogether a

matter of business but presents po

litical as well as business problems.

The phrase, "municipal government

is business not politics,"' has a se

ductive sound, but the sentiment is

utterly false. If municipal govern

ment were business and not politics,

none should vote without a stake in

the city—a financial interest in its

affairs; and strictly the influence of

each vote should be in proportion to

the financial stake of the voter. That

the first of these corollaries to

the business theory of city govern

ment is recognized by advocates of the

theory is evident from the spirit in

which they discuss municipal ques

tions; and sometimes they give them

selves "dead away" in unmistakable

terms. During the recent New York

election, for instance, ex-Mayor

Hewitt, that excessively interesting

type of the un-democratic Democrat,

declared for a financial qualification

for voting at municipal elections as

if it were a generally approved prin

ciple. But this theory is distinctly

repudiated by Mr. Shepard. At Phil

adelphia on the 10th, speaking to the

subject, "The ilunicipal Problem,"

he said:

It has been said that the problems

of municipal government are busi

ness problems simply. This is not

correct. Every municipal problem

is a political problem in the proper,

though not necessarily in the par

tisan, sense of the term. Ours is a

democratic country. Every munici

pal problem is a political one that

must be determined in the light of

popular elections. Since that is the

fact, every detail of municipal ad

ministration depends either directly

or indirectly upon the opinions of

the voters in the community. I

think if we recognize that munici

pal government is a political affair

we will have made some headway in

dealing with this problem. The

populace must in some way be har

nessed to the chariot of political

progress. Without that you may make

headway for a year or two, with

this experiment or that, but you

will lind yourself defeated at the

end.

The necessity for regarding munici

pal government as a political task is

becoming stronger with the drift of

our population, on the one hand, to

ward cities, and the drift, on the

other, of our legislative and judicial

law-making toward centralization of

power in the general government.

The once vital conflict between state

and nation appears to be reviving in

the new form or in a variation rather

of the old feudal form, of a conflict of

city and empire. That is to say, as

the central government overshadows

the state at home and reaches out for

world-wide power abroad, the resist

ance of local independence to. im

perialism becomes concrete in Amer

ican municipalities somewhat as the

protest against feudalism became in

the middle ages concrete in the free

cities of Europe. It is extremely im

portant, then, the more especially as

plutocarcy is so marked a character

istic of the new imperialism, that the

democratic idea of political equality-

be retained unimpaired in our mu

nicipalities. When municipal gov

ernment comes to be regarded as busi

ness and not politics, the sway of plu

tocratic imperialism will be well nigh

complete.

When the state Grange of Penn

sylvania met at Johnstown early this

month it adopted a series of resolu

tions of the utmost importance with

reference to the idea of restraining

trusts by centralizing power over

them in the general government.

Farmers are among the principal suf

ferers from trusts. It is encouraging

therefore to find so representative a

body of their branch of industry as

the Pennsylvania Grange taking an

intelligent stand against making of

this evil an excuse for enormously in

creasing the power of the government

at Washington. The resolutions

are well worth reproduction in full:

Whereas, the march of centraliza

tion in government has already gone

very far; and whereas, the tendency

of power is to drift farther and far

ther away from the people in whose

hands it properly resides; and

whereas, it is now proposed by the

president of the United States in

dealing with trusts to have the fed

eral authority "assume the power

of supervision and regulation over

all corporations doing an interstate

business;" and whereas, since prac

tically all corporations in a sense

are engaged in interstate business,

either in buying or in selling across

state lines, the extension of this

power to the federal government

would reduce the states to the grade

of counties; and whereas, the presi

dent also recommends the erection

of another department of govern

ment to be known as the depart

ment of commerce and industry and

to have jurisdiction over all inter

state business, it is Resolved, that

the Pennsylvania State Granpe views

these steps toward paternalism and

centralization with alarm. It depre

cates the increase of federal offices.

It doubts the wisdom of enlarging

the federal power. It objects to the

policy of removing the people's

business irom the people's own im

mediate control. It particularly

opposes a proposition which might

properly appear in a socialistic pro

gramme; and it resents the erec

tion of a department of government

under which the people of the states

would lose control of the corpora

tions of their own creation and of

industries operating within their

borders and under their protection.

The Pennsylvania Grange adopted

these resolutions with full knowl

edge of their profound significance.

They were not accepted perfunc

torily; they were vigorously discussed.

This fact makes their adoption by a

large vote especially important. It

indicates that the farmers of Pennsyl

vania are not ready to be caught in

imperial traps with anti-trust bait.

For the proposed federal regulation

of trusts is imperial, no matter which

party proposes it. As the foregoing

resolutions say, it would virtually

make the regulation of all business a

federal function.

In support of this method of deal

ing with trusts—a dangerousmethod.
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for which the nature of trusts, when

examined and understood, clearly af

fords no excuse—it is often urged

that it is in harmony with prevailing

tendencies. But that is not a good

reason. There are tendencies and

tendencies. Some are good and some

are bad. It is never enough, there

fore, in order to justify a policy, to

urge that it is in harmony with a

tendency. Xo policy is justifiable un

less it is in harmony with good

tendencies. Bad tendencies must be

controlled and discouraged. Conse

quently, the argument which refers to

tendencies must not only premise the

tendency but also that the tendency-

is good. We agree, of course,—no

body can deny it—that centralization

of power at Washington is a tendency

just now-, a marked and strong tend

ency. But so at some times and in

some places is the bubonic plague.

The crucial question is not whether

the tendency exists, but whether it is

beneficent; and on that question the

advocates of centralization dare not

state their case in explicit and com

prehensive terms. They dare not ad

vocate the principle of concentration.

What they do is to advocate specific

infractions of the principle, such in

fractions as a federal trust law- would

be, and then, by piling one precedent

upon another, they bringdown upon

us the turden of all the evils

and oppressions of the very cen

tralization which they dare not

defend in terms. In addition to

this objection, federal supervision is

precisely what the trust magnates

want and what some of their repre

sentatives advocate. While it is true.

that all advocates of federal control

are not friends of the trusts, yet most

friends of the trusts are advocates of

federal control. This fact deserves

thoughtful consideration, and that is

what it appears to have received from

the Pennsylvania Grange.

The November report of American

exports .and imports is calculated to

make renewed demands upon the in

tellectual agility and statistical dex

terity of the "favorable balance"' ex

perts. This report is for the eleven

months of the current calendar year,

and shows that the excess of exports

—merchandise, gold and silver, all

included.—is $553,407,425. None of

that great outgo comes back to us in

"pure gold," as the lamented Me-

Kinley explained with reference to

our exports in general, for gold is in

cluded. In fact, the exports of gold

alone have exceeded gold imports

thus far during the year by $2,790,-

195; and silver exports are $22,548,-

466 in excess of silver imports. How

then are we enriched by our boasted

exportation also of over 500 millions

more merchandise than we have im

ported ? If our country w-ere getting

equal or greater values back, we

could understand the boast. But it is

getting nothing back. On thecon-trary, it is shipping silver and gold.

If we were paying off our debts, then

we could understand the boast. But

our old excess of imports has been

paid off over and over since the bal

ance shifted, some thirty years ago.

If we were establishing a credit

abroad, then the boast would be ex

plicable. But we are not. The sur

mise that w-e are doing so is no longer

entertained by financial men. The

New- York Herald, for instance, in a

financial review on the 17th of the

stock markets, speaks of "the enor

mous sum which is ow-ing abroad," of

"the enormous foreign borrowing" of

our bankers, of the curious spectacle

of this country "borrowing and de

ferring payment to impoverished Eu

rope,'' and gives warning that "this

foreign money must be repaid some

day." There appears to be noth

ing to show7 for our excessive exports

but a little matter of tourists' ex

penses and some payments for foreign

freights. Will some one kindly rise

up and explain, with veracity as to

facts and common sense as to conclu

sions, what there is in our excessive

exports to boast about and why this

balance is called "favorable"?

Wilbur F. Wakeman. the appraiser

of the port of New York, has had a

surprising experience. Know-ing that

the Bepublican tariff laws are for

"protection"—that is, to discourage

Americans from buying foreign-

made goods when they wish to,—and

that it is the function of his office to

enforce those laws in letter and spirit,

and being withal a conscientious pro

tectionist himself, he enforced the

laws. Not only did he enforce

them strictly against commercial im

porters, thereby seeing to it that com

paratively poor Americans are proper

ly fined for buying foreign-made

goods of American merchants; but

he enforced them also and with

equal severity against rich travelers,

who buy their foreign-made goods on

the other side. Thereupon a howl

rent the air. Not at protection.

Bless you, no! Protection is a bul

wark. But at this enforcement

of protection against the luxurious

classes. Had Mr. Wakeman confined

his attention to steerage passengers,

that would have been different. But

this obtuse protectionist, in his zeal

for the cause, actually invaded the

privacy of the cabin. So his resigna

tion has been demanded. Mr. Wake-

man's reflections' are probably con

fused. At any rate he declines to re

sign.

Mayor Johnson is being attacked

by the Republicans in a new direction.

His administration has been so suc

cessful that they are without hope of

ousting him at the ballot box, so they

are trying to get rid of him by revolu

tionizing the government of the city

and leaving him as-mayor without any

power. Some ten years ago, an act

was passed by the Republican legisla

ture of Ohio which gave to Cleveland

a government on whatis known as the

federal plan—in imitation, that is,

of the federal government of the

United States. The mayor was made

elective and given full administra

tive powers, including the appoint

ment of "directors" of various depart

ments who bear to the mayor in some

measure the relation of the cabinet of

the United States to the president.

This law has been in force ever since.

All the mayors elected under it down

to Johnson's time have been Repub
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licans, or Democrats who train with

the Eepublican machine; but mostly

Eepublicans. No reason, therefore,

has yet appealed to the Eepublicans to

repudiate this law of their own mak

ing. But Johnson has proved to be

that anomaly in modern official life, a.

democratic Democrat; and not only

that, but one who knows how. He is

consequently recognized as dangerous

to those plutocratic interests from

which the Eepublicans get campaign,

funds and to the political service of

which they are pledged. The Eepub

lican attorney general of Ohio, has

therefore brought suit in the su

preme court of the state, composed of

Eepublicans, to declare the Eepub

lican law federalizing the local gov

ernment of Cleveland to be unconsti

tutional.

The ostensible reason is (1) that

the constitution of Ohio forbids spe

cial legislation, and (2) that this law

applies only to Cleveland and there

fore is special legislation. If the

second clause of that contention is

true now, it has been true all these ten

years. It was true when the Eepub

licans enacted the law and it was true,

when they governed the city pursuant

to the law. They seem, therefore, to

regard this law as the traditional

hunter did his gun, the sights of which

were so adjusted that he could fire at

an animal concealed in the bushes, in,

full confidence thathewould hit it if it

were a deer and miss it if it were a

calf. This Eepublican law was, in Ee

publican estimation, to be a law of Ee

publicans and for Eepublicans to be

killed by Eepublicans when Eepub

licans should be defeated at the ballot

box.

A decision favorable to the attorney-

general in this Cleveland case would

have one important result—possibly

two. It would, for one thing, throw,

Mayor Johnson's cabinet appointees

out of office and weight him down

with appointees of the Eepublican

governor. These Eepublican ap

pointees could overrule him in all im

portant matters and make him vir

tually their clerk. In other words,

such a decision would overturn the

election results of last spring in Cleve

land, by making the administration

Eepublican in fact though Demo

cratic in name, when the- people in

tended it to be Democratic in fact as

well as in name. It would be "ripper"

adjudication, to borrow an adjective

which admirably describes a kind of

legislation that has recently become

popular in Eepublican legislatures.

The additional possibility is that this

would in turn make Mayor Johnson

stronger than ever in popular estima

tion, not only in Cuyahoga county

but throughout the state of Ohio.

It is to be regretted that a man who

is usually sojudicially minded as Judge

Phillips, of Cleveland, should have

overstepped the barrier which the

law erects between judge and jury,

and undertaken to administer a re

buke to a jury in a criminal case for

a verdict of acquittal which he did not

approve. If the question of guilt or

innocence had been within his prov

ince, he should have dismissed the

jury and decided the case himself.

Of course it was not within his prov

ince. The law required him to leave

the verdict to a jury, and to be bound

absolutely by its decision if favorable

to the prisoner. But in that case

he had no right to scold the

jury for its verdict, no mat

ter how much he thought the

verdict wrong. If he had reason to

believe the jurors corrupt, he should

have laid the facts before the grand

jury. If he had none, then it was

his duty to be as mute regarding their

performance of a function peculiarto

juries as it was theirs to be mute re

garding his performance of functions

peculiar to judges. If they had re

buked him in open court for his rul

ings or his charge, he would have pun

ished them for contempt. Yet they

would have had as much right to do

that to him as he had to rebuke them.

Probably he would have held them in

contempt had they at once remon

strated with him for invading their

province and rebuking them for their

decision. Yet thev would have been

justified in remonstrating on the

spot; and it is to be hoped that some

juror will sometime be courageous

enough'to do this, respectfully but

firmly, when a judge forgets himself

as Judge Phillips is reported to have

done in the Cleveland case. Some of

the jury in that case are doing the

next best thing. Ten of them have

joined in a written protest in which

they demand that Judge Phillips

either have their action investigated

or retract his unwarranted arraign

ment. In that demand the absurdity

of the judge's action is pointedly indi

cated, by the unanswerable proposi

tion that "if the verdict of the jury is

subject to criticism, then thejury sys

tem is a farce, and the judge might

just as well try the case and render the

decision." The credit for having set

on foot this much needed movement

for vindicating the rights of jurors,

and through them of persons on trial,

against impertinent interference or

criticism by judges, is due to W. B.

Kettringham, editor of the Collin-

wood News, who happened to be one

of the rebuked jurymen.

Bather serious humor was that of

the Chicago street railway company

which, in issuing passes to aldermen

last week, made each pass read: "Pass

So-and-So, employe." While some

aldermen do not object to being street

car employes, the wages beiDg fat and

strictly confidential, none of them

can be expected to relish being so

described on their passes.

At last the long delayed British re

port of the death rate for Octoberin

the South Africa reconcentrado

camps has been published. It is

coupled with the report for Novem

ber. According to these reports the

number of deaths for October was

3,156 and for November 2,807. Of

the 3,156 in October, 2,633 were chil

dren, and of the 2,807 in November.

2,271 were children. The number of

prisoners for these two months was

111,879 in October and 118.255 in No

vember; and the table of reconcentra

do casualties as previously reported
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(p. 486). with the addition noted

above, is as follows:

Rate perTotal year per

prisoners. Deaths. 1000.

June 85,410 777 109

July 93,940 1,412 180

Aug 105,347 1,878 214

Sept M9.41S 2,411 264

Oct 111,879 3,156 336

Nov 118,255 2,807 276

The suspicions heretofore noted that

the October report was being held

back because it probably showed an

increase in the number of deaths is

fairly confirmed.

JOHN SWINTON.

With the death of John Swin.ton

—conventional journalist but uncon-venti onal agitator—there passes away

another pioneer of the modern Amer

ican labor movement.

Swinton stood for no particular

phase of labor agitation, but for labor

agitation in general. Though he

sympathized with trade unionists, he

was not wedded to trade unionism.

Though he had much in common

with socialists, he was not a socialist.

Though he sympathized with anar

chists, he cared nothing for the

philosophy of anarchism. He wel

comed Henry George's teachings, but

he did not espouse them—he did not

even grasp them and probably never

tried to. He neither had nor wanted

a reform programme. So far as his

mind was affirmative at all, it was so

only poetically. Eobust fighter

though he was, as well as poetical in

temperament, he fought as an icono

clast, trusting with the confidence of

the poet that when the bad has been

torn away something good will spring

up in its place. But while he pushed

every programme aside, he encour

aged the makers and promoters of all

programmes. Belonging to no school

of labor agitation, he gave Godspeed

to every school. "Stern old icono

clast" that he was, it appeared to

make little difference to him how the

existing industrial order might be

got rid of, or what order might re

place it. Since nothing could be

worse, as he viewed the matter, the

first thing to do was simply to get rid

of it.

A strenuous rebel against the ex

isting order, he was always ready to

volunteer in a fight with any other

rebel for its overthrow. The same

spirit had animated him in that ear

lier form of the American labor strug

gle known as the anti-slavery con

flict, from which he and the late James

Eedpath and also Wendell Phillips—

so unlike personally but so like in hu

manitarian impulse and rugged'erude-

ness of method—emerged into the

modern labor movement. Slavery was

to him the sum of all iniquities, and

his ideal of an anti-slavery leader was

John Brown, of Ossawatomie. But

Swinton's all-round hero was Victor

Hugo. This great poet and agitator

of France was his model if he had a

model. Had his environment' been

similar to Hugo's, his career would

doubtless have resembled the French

man's. If, like Hugo, he had no pro

gramme as an agitator, like Hugo he

had convictions; and his convictions,

like Hugo's, were on the humani

tarian side. Vague though they

were in outline, in character they

were intense.

A life-long friend of Charles A.

Dana, yet Swinton never swapped

the impulses of his earlier manhood

for gilded flesh pots, as Dana did;

and Dana's loyal friendship for Swin

ton, which ended only with his own

death, testifies to his lingering love

for the democratic aspirations to

which, in common with Swinton, he

had once been devoted.

As a rebel waging guerrilla war

fare upon hoary wrongs, Swinton's

service was doubtless valuable. If he

did no more, at any rate he helped

stir up stagnant respectability. Bet

ter appreciated twenty years ago than

now, he may be still better appreci

ated in the future. Though his use

fulness was limited by the negative

character of his crusading, he leaves

behind him nevertheless a record for

moral courage which is badly needed

in these days when records of brute

bravery are held up to young men as

worthy examples.

NEWS

The verdict in the naval court of

inquiry, organized in August last to re

port upon the conduct of Rear Ad

miral (then Commodore) Schley in

Cuban waters during the Spanish war,

has been rendered. Upon several

questions at issue the court is divided.

Admiral Dewey, the president, having

made special findings at variance with

some of the findings of the official ver

dict.

This court was appointed at the re

quest of Rear Admiral Schley himself

(p. 250), his conduct having been, as

he asserted in a letter of July

22 to the navy department,

scurrilously impugned by the re

cently issued third volume- of

Maclay's history of the navy, the first

two volumes of which were then usedf

as a text book at the naval academy.

As at first announced, the court con

sisted of Admiral Dewey, president,

Rear Admiral Lewis A. Kimberly and

Rear Admiral E. K. Benham(p. 265);

but Admiral Kimberly having asked

to be excused. Rear Admiral Henry

L. Howison was appointed in his stead

(p. 280); and Admiral Howison being

deposed for his bias (372), the final

appointment (pp. 375-76) was of Rear

Admiral Francis M. Ramsay. The

court as organized consisted, there

fore, of Dewey, Benham and Ram

say. Its verdict, accompanied by Ad

miral Dewey's dissenting report, was

made public on the 13th.

A comparison of these two docu

ments with the official directions of

the department (p. 265), under which

the court acted, yields the following

result as to eight of the inquiries pro

pounded, namely (1) Schley's conduct

in the Santiago campaign; (2) his

movements off Cienfuegos; (3) the

reasons for his going from thereto Santiago; (4) the movements

of the flying squadron off Santiago; (5)

Schley's disobedience of department

orders; (6) the question of coaling the

flying squadron; (7) the question of

destroying the Spanish cruiser Colon

at the entrance to Santiago harbor in

May, 1898; (8) and the question of

withdrawing the flying squadron from

Santiago harbor to a distance at sea

at night:

Regarding1 the second inquiry,

Schley did not proceed with the ut

most dispatch to Cienfuegos and

blockade that port as close as pos

sible, as he should have done. And

no efforts were made by him "to

communicate with the insurgents to

discover whether the Spanish squad

ron was in the harbor of Cienfuegos,

prior to the morning of May 24," al

though he should have endeavored to

do so on May 23 "at the place des

ignated" in the memorandum deliv

ered to him at 8:15 a. m. of that date,

Regarding the first, fourth, fifth

and sixth inquiries, that he did not

proceed from Cienfuegos to Santiago
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•with all dispatch, nor dispose his ves

sels with a view to intercepting the

enemy in any attempt to pass him, as

he should have done; but that he re

duced his speed to allow a disabled

vessel of his squadron to remain with

it. That upon arriving at a point 22

miles south of Santiago, he changed his

•course to the westward for Key West;

and that upon receiving orders 14 hours

later to ascertain whether the Span

ish fleet was in Santiago harbor (the

department having been informed

that it wasi), and if so to see that it did

not leave without a decisive action, he

disobeyed the order for alleged lack

of coal, although at that time his

squadron was abundantly supplied

with coal and the sea was in such con

dition as to enable him to take on coal

from his collier. That he made no ef

fort to ascertain whether the Spanish

squadron was in the harbor of Santi

ago, but left the harbor entirely un

guarded from May 26 at five p. m. un

til May 28 at about six p. m.

Eegarding the first and seventh in

quiries, that he established a blockade

of Santiago harbor at six p. m. on the

28th. But that he made no attempt on

May 29 and 30 to capture or destroy

the Spanish vessels at anchor near the

exit from the harbor, as he should have

done; nor did he do his utmost to cap

ture or destroy Spanish vessels which

he attacked on the 31st.

And regarding the first and eighth

inquiries that he did not during the

blockade withdraw at night from the

entrance to Santiago to a distance at

sea. But that his conduct in connec

tion with the events of the Santiago

campaign prior to June 1, 1898, was

characterized by vacillation, dilatori-

ness and lack of enterprise, and that

his official reports regarding the coal

supply and the coaling facilities of the

flying squadron were inaccurate and

misleading, although his conduct dur

ing the battle of July 3 was self-pos

sessed and he encouraged, in his own

person, his subordinate officers and

men to fight courageously.

On the foregoing points Admiral

Dewey dissents in some particulars,

though not in all. He reports as his

opinion in opposition to the official

verdict—

Regarding the second inquiry, that

Schley's passage from Key West to

Cienfuegos was made "with all possible

dispatch. Commodore Sohley having in

view the importance of arriving off

Cienfuegos with as much coal as possi

ble in the ships' bunkers;" and that

4'the blockade of Cienfuegos was ef

fective." Also that "in permitting the

(British) steamer Adula to enter the

port of Cienfuegos" Schley "expected

to obtain information concerning the

Spanish squadron from her when she

came out."

Regarding the first and fourth in

quiries, that the passage from Cienfue

gos to a point about 22 miles south of

Santiago was made with as much dis

patch as was possible while keeping

the squadron a unit; that the blockade

of Santiago was effective; and that

"Commodore Schley was the senior offi

cer of our squadron off Santiago when

the Spanish squadron attempted to es

cape on the morning of July 3, 1898,"

and being in absolute command "is

entitled to the credit due to such

commanding officer for the glorious

victory which resulted in the total de

struction of the Spanish ships."

As to (9) Schley's turning move

ment during the naval battle of July

3, 1898; and (10) the propriety of his

conduct in connection with a contro

versy with Lieut. Commander Hodg

son, navigator of the Brooklyn, the

official verdict finds:

Regarding the ninth inquiry, that

"by, commencing the engagement on

July 3 with the port battery and turn

ing the Brooklyn around with port

helm, Commodore Schley caused her

to lose distance and position with the

Spanish vessels—especially with the

Viscaya and Colon; and that the turn

of the Brooklyn to starboard, made to

avoid getting her into dangerous

proximity to the Spanish vessels, to

ward the Texas caused that vessel to

stop and back her engines to avoid pos

sible collision.

And regarding the tenth inquiry,

that he did injustice to Lieut. Com

mander Hodgson in publishing only

a portion of the correspondence

which passed between them.

Xo dissent is made by Admiral

Dewey to these findings, except as dis

sent may be inferred from his opinion

as quoted in the preceding para

graph.

The result of the inquiry may,

therefore be fairly summed up as fol

lows:

1. That Schley was dilatory in pro

ceeding to Cienfuegos, is found by

Benham and Ramsay and not by

Dewey.

2. That he neglected to endeavor to

communicate with the insurgents at

Cienfuegos until the 24th of May, al

though advised to do so by orders re

ceived early on the 23d, is sustained

unanimously.

3. That he did not proceed with dis

patch to Santiago is sustained unani

mously; except that Dewey credits him

with as much dispatch as was con

sistent with keeping his squadron a

unit until he reached a point 22 miles

south of Santiago.

4. That he disobeyed department

orders in refusing promptly to re

verse his home voyage and recon

noitre Santiago harbor, is found

unanimously.

5. That he left Santiago harbor un

guarded from May 26, when ordered

to invest it, until May 28th, is found

unanimlously; except that Admiral

Dewey credits him with making the

blockade effective when begun, and

this the official verdict does not dis

pute.

6. That he was derelict with refer

ence to the Spanish vessels on May

29th, 30th and 31st is found unanimous

ly-

7. That in general he was vacillating,

dilatory and lacking in enterprise is

found by Ramsay and Benham, and in-

ferentially not agreed to by Dewey.

8. That his coal reports were inac

curate and misleading is found unani

mously.

9. That his conduct in the naval bat

tle qf July 3 was self-possessed and

courageous and encouraging to his

subordinates is found unanimously.

10. That he made a tactical error in

opening the battle and in turning from

the enemy toward. the Texas during the

battle, is found unanimously.

11. That he was unjust to Lieut.

Commander Hodgson is found unani

mously.

12. That he is entitled to the ereo:t

of the victor}- off Santiago is not founc

by Ramsay and Benham, but is found

by Dewey.

At the request of Admiral Schley.

Secretary Long has suspended action

on the findings of the court until ob

jections filed on the 18th can becon-

sidered. These objections are 31 in

number. Those which are directly rel

evant to the verdict are substantial!}'

as follows:

(1) Evidence as to proceeding wi:h

dispatch to Cienfuegos was restricted

by the court, and the only evidence

allowed was contrary to the finding:

(2) no place for communicating with

the insurgents was designated in the

memorandum received May 23; (3) the

aforesaid memorandum was sent with

reference to an entirely different pur

pose; (4) a close blockade of Cien

fuegos was proved to have been main

tained; (5) it was positively proved

that the Adula was allowed to enter

upon promise to corae out within 24

hours with information as to presence

of Spanish fleet; (6) it was proved tha;

Schley's squadron was ordered to re

main off Cienfuegos. whether Spanish

fleet was there or not; (11. 14 and 15)

proof as to coaling possibilities over

whelmingly contradicts the verdic::

(12) verdict ignores the overwhelming

proof that Capt. Sigsbee reported to

Schley that the Spanish fleet was no:

in Santiago harbor; (16 and 18) in con

demning Schley with reference to his

attacks on Spanish vessels in Santiago

harbor on May 29. 30 and 31, the ver

dict ignores the proven fact that he

was only reconnoitering and that hi*
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orders forbade an attack which might

expose him dangerously to land bat

teries; (17) the verdict disregards the

inquiry as to the character of the San

tiago blockade; (19) verdict does not

state whether the loop movement at

the battle was from personal coward

ice or wise naval discretion; (20) the

verdict as to error of opening the bat

tle with the port battery, ignores the

proven fact that nothing else could be

done without turning from the enemy,

and in holding that it caused the Brook

lyn to lose distance and position it

disregards all the evidence in behalf

of Schley; (21) the verdict does not

show whether the alleged danger to

the Texas of collision with the Brook

lyn in the loop movement was real

or imaginary, and the overwhelming

testimony shows that there was no

actual danger; (24) the general finding

of vacillation, etc., could have been

arrived at only by ignoring all the tes

timony on both sides which was favor

able to Schley; (26) the verdict does

not determine, as the first inquiry re

quired, who was in command at the

battle; (29) "the majority of the

court, in the opinion and report of

facts rendered, have selected the testi

mony of a few hostile witnesses, and

upon that testimony have based the

said opinion and report of facts, dis

carding all the other testimony in the

case, without making the slightest

reference to it."

Otherwise the vote was

party lines.

divided byThe most important proceeding of

the week in the lower house of con

gress is its action with reference to a

tariff system for the Philippine

islands. This subject was mentioned

last week (p. 568), a measure having

then been adopted by the Republican

majority of the committee of ways

and means. The Democratic mi

nority of the committee subsequent

ly came in with a minority report de

nouncing the bill as having been pre

pared by the secretary of war and as

another step in the policy of imperial

colonialism. The debate in commit

tee of the whole began on the 17th

and continued until the 18th, when

the committee rose, pursuant to the

special rule adopted for the occasion,

and reported thebill to the house with

a recommendation that it pass. By

the same special rule the previous

■question was considered as having

been moved and adopted, and the bill

was forthwith passed without debate

or amendent bv the vote of 163 to 128.

Two Republicans — Littlefield of

Maine and McCall of Massachusetts—

voted with the Democrats against the

bill; and three Democrats voted for it

■with the Republicans, namely, Davey,

Broussard and Robinson of Louisiana.

In the senate on the day preceding

the beginning of the Philippine de

bate in the lower house, the Hay-

Pauncefote treaty (p. 567) was acted

upon and ratified by the vote of 72

to 6.

Outside of congress a prominent

item of news relates to a movement

from which its promoters expect an

end to the "conflict between labor and

capital." The movement was start

ed by the National Civic Federation,

of which Ralph M. Easley is secretary.

This body called a conference for con

sultation for the purpose of devising

means to solve the labor problem as

between organized laborers and their

employers. The conference met at

New York on the 17th, and after an

interchange of opinions appointed a

court or board of arbitration, to be

composed of three groups representa

tive respectfully of "capital," "labor"

and the "public." It is to be a perma

nent board or court, and to have au

thority by mutual consent to settle

labor disputes of national importance.

The names of the persons selected

as the first members of this board are

as follows:

To Represent Capital.—Marcus A.

Hanna, United States senator;

Charles M. Schwab, president of the

United States Steel corporation; S.

R. Calloway, president of the Ameri

can Locomotive company; Charles A.

Moore, president of the American

Tool company; John D. Rockefeller,

Jr., Standard Oil company; H. H.

Vreeland, president of the Metropol

itan street railway; Lewis Nixon,

owner of the Crescent shipyard, Eliz-

abethport, N. J.; James A. Chambers,

president of the American Glass com

pany, Pittsburg; William H. Pfahler,

president of the National Stove Man

ufacturers' association, Philadelphia;

Julius Kruttschnitt, assistant to the

president of the Southern Pacific rail

road; E. P. Ripley, president of the

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe rail

road, and Marcus M. Marks, president

of the National Association of Cloth

ing Manufacturers.

To Represent Labor.—Samuel Gom-

pers, president of the American Fed

eration of Labor; John Mitchell, pres

ident of the United Mine Workers of

America; Frank P. Sargent, grand

master of the Brotherhood of Loco

motive Firemen; Theodore P. Shaffer,

president of the Amalgamated Asso

ciation of Iron, Steel and Tin Work

ers; James J. Duncan, first vice

president of the American Federa

tion of Labor; Daniel J. Keefe, pres

ident of the International Associa

tion of Longshoremen; Martin Fox,

president of the Iron Molders of

America; James E. Lynch, president

of the International Typographical

union; E. E. Clark, grand conductor

of the Association of Railway Con

ductors; Henry White, secretary of

the Garment Workers of America;

Walter MacArthur, editor of the Coast

Seamen's Journal of San Francisco,

and James O'Connell, president of the

International Association of Machin

ists.

' To Represent the Public.—Grover

Cleveland, former president of the

United States; Cornelius N. Bliss, for

mer secretary of the interior; Charles

Francis Adams, president of the

Union Pacific railroad; Bishop Henry

C. Potter, of New York; Archbishop

John Ireland, of St. Paul; Charles W.

Eliot, president of Harvard univer

sity; Franklin MacVeagh, wholesale

grocer, of Chicago; James H. Eckels,

bank president, Chicago; John J. Mc-

Cook, lawyer; John G. Milburn, law

yer, of Buffalo; Charles J. Bonaparte,

of Baltimore, and Oscar Straus, mer

chant and former minister to Turkey.

Secretar3r of the commission, Ralph

M. Easley, of the National Civic Fed

eration.

At a secret meeting of this board on

the 18th Senator Hanna was chosen

chairman, and a plan of organization

for the committee was formulated.

The board is to be known as "The In

dustrial Department of the National

Civic Federation,'"' and is in general to

act as a pacificator in labor conflicts,

but is not to consider abstract indus

trial problems.

More promising of permanent use

fulness, however, is the success of an

experiment which demonstrates the

possibility of wireless telegraphy

across the ocean. The experiment

was made by Marconi, the inventor

of wireless telegraphy. Raising a

kite and standing by an instrument on.

Signal Hill, near St. Johns, New

foundland, on the 11th, Marconi re

ceived what he asserts to be a tele

graphic signal agreed upon between

himself and his assistants in Eng

land, and made at Poldhu, Cornwall,

England, 1,800 miles away. It was

repeated on the 12th. Each day the

signals were received only when the

kite was at a great height. Subse

quent experiments in Newfoundland

have been prevented by legal proceed

ings. The Anglo-American Tele

graph company has notified Marconi

that it possesses the exclusive monop

oly of the telegraph business in New

foundland, and that he must cease

his experiments and remove his appa-
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ratus or an injunction will be applied

for.

Crossing over to England we find

the people there in the midst of an ex

traordinary political excitement. It

is peculiarly significant of the weari

ness of the British public with the

Boer war, which, officially ended over

a year ago when the parliamentary

elections were carried upon the

strength of the British victory over

the Boers, has since been a heavier

burden to Great Britain than before.

The occasion of this popular demon

stration was a speech at Chesterfield

on the 16th, by Lord Rosebery, whose

relations to British politics can only

be described as those of a tory-imperi

alist Liberal with a record but with

out a party. In this speech Lord Rose

bery outlined and defended the fol

lowing policy, offering to lead the

country in realizingit:

Prosecution of the war, but repeal

of Lord Kitchener's proclamation of

last September (see p. 298); recogni

tion of Kruger and consideration of

proposals for peace offered by the

Boers; liberal amnesty for the Boers

with civil rights to all taking the oath;

liberal appropriation for rebuilding

Boer homes and restocking farms;

reorganization of the war office; in

creased efficiency of the navy; a na

tional educational system; energetic

inquiry into commerce and industry;

new parliamentary election.

The policy outlined above with ref

erence to the war is in conflict not

only with that of the ministry, but also

with that of the Liberal party, and it

is inferred that Rosebery is scheming

the organization of a new party.

Meanwhile the British public has

been somewhat encouraged by reports

from South Africa. It is stated that

the Rand mines are to be operated

again, that uitlanders in large num

bers are about to return to the min

ing region, and that Lord Kitchener

has been meeting with military suc-

ees-ses. Regarding the latter state

ment, Kitchener himself announced

on the 15th the capture by Gen. Bruce

Hamilton of Viljoen's laager, and on

the 17th the capture of Kretzinger, a

Boer commander who has figured,

prominently in connection with the

Boer invasion of Cape Colony. It

was he who for months evaded seven

British columns that were pursuing

him in this region. When taken he

was suffering severely from wounds.

The British reports for October

and November on the reconcentrado

camps, are to the effect that in Octo

ber the deaths were 3,156 out of 111,-

879 prisoners, and in November 2.807

out of 118,255 prisoners. The total

number of deaths, from June 1 to No

vember 30, is 13,941—at the rate of

253 per 1,000 per year. It is now re

ported from London that the recon

centrado policy of the British is to be

abandoned.

NEWS NOTES.

—Gov. William Gregory, of Rhode

Island, died on the 16th at the age

of 52.

—Ernest H. Crosby has become one

of the editors of "Whim," an uncon

ventional but serious monthly pub

lished at Newark, N. J.

—The post office at Kaskaskia, the

first capital of Illinois, has been abol

ished. In that once flourishing town

there are now only five families.

—The annual meeting of the Fed

eration of Labor, in session at Scran-

ton, as stated last week (p. 569), has

reelected Samuel Gompers as pres

ident. .

■—President Roosevelt has appointed

Henry C. Payne, of Wisconsin, a street

car magnate of Milwaukee, as post

master general, in place of Charles E.

Smith, who has resigned.

—Somewhat lurid reports have come

in during the week, of a probable war

between Chili and Argentina over a

boundary dispute, but there has been

no outbreak of hostilities and an am^

icable adjustment is probable.

—The appointment of P. C. Knox,

whose nomination for attorney gen

eral of the United States was referred

(p. 569) by the senate to the judiciary

committee, upon charges preferred by

the Anti-Trust league, was confirmed

on the 16th by the vote of 43 to 7.

—Roscoe Conkling Bruce, son of the

late United States Senator Bruce, and

the brilliant Negro student atHarvard,

was given the oratorical honors of his

class on the 16th by a vote of 269 to 100,

the minority candidate being one of

the most promising speakers of the

university.

—The Norwegian odelsthing (one of

the houses of parliament of Norway),

which has under consideration a new

penal code, has decided to abolish capi

tal punishment. On.ly a small minor

ity voted for its retention. No execu

tion has taken place in Norway for 22

years, and crime is reported as stead

ily decreasing.

—The Monthly Summary for Oc

tober, issued by the bureau of statis

tics of the treasury department, con

tains a comprehensive review, by O.

P. Austin, chief of the bureau, of the

colonial administrations of the world

from 1800 to 1900. The work appears

to be thoroughly indexed and in allrespects valuable for reference.

—The monthly statement of thetreasury department for Novembershows on hand November 30:

Gold reserve fund $150,000,000 00

Available cash balance 167,010.664 94

Total $317,010,664 94

On hand at close o£ last fiscal

year, June 30, 1901 326,833,124 02

Decrease $ 9,822,159 03

—A bill to grant the voting right to

women is to be introduced into the

Ohio legislature during its coming ses

sion. It will be backed by a monster

petition, secured under the direction

of Mrs. Louisa Southworth, of Cleve

land, to which over 50,000 signatures

have already been appended. Many of

the signers are men, Mayor Tom L.

Johnson being one of them.

■—The statistics of exports and im

ports of the United States for the 11

months ending November 30, 1901, as

given by the November treasury

sheet, are as follows (M standing

for merchandise, G for gold and S

for silver) :

Exports. Imports. Balance.

M.... $1,328, 493,371 $800,424,607 $528,068,764 exp

G.... 52,598.9128 49.S08.733 2,790.195 exp

S .... 50,914,827 28.366,361 22.54S.466 exp

$1,432,007,126 $878,599,701 $553,407,425 exp

—Arrangements are reported be

tween the Ohio Single Tax league (J.

B. Vining, secretary, 76 Harriet street,

Cleveland) and the Kansas City Aus

tralasian Tax Committee, for raising

$500 each, by voluntary subscriptions,

for the printing of an edition of 100.-

000 copies of Senator Bucklin's famous

tax report, made to the senate of Col

orado, and upon the basis of which the

people of that state are to vote next

fall upon a constitutional amendment

allowing county home rule or local op

tion in taxation.

—Santiago Iglesias, president of the

Federation of Workmen of Porto Rico

(part of the American Federation of

Labor), was convicted- at San Juan on

the 11th of organizing a labor asso

ciation and conspiring to raise the

price of labor. He has been sentenced

in consequence to imprisonment for

three years, four months and eight

days. The conspiracy consisted in

agreeing to raise wages to correspond

to the rise in prices consequent upon

the change of currency from Spanish

pesos to American dollars.

—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 $104.82S.695 93

Internal revenue.. 119.369.403 94Miscellaneous 13,499,518 33

$237,697,638 !0

Expense:

Civil and mlsc $47.250.2SS 69

War 60.633.410 03

Navy 28.775.74693

Indians 4.45S.932 66

Pensions 59,190.430 66 .

Interest 14.609.879 22

$204,818.68 i»

Surplus $32,878,930 Oa
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IN OONGEESS.

Tbis report Is an abstract of Ibe Congressional

Record, the official report of congressional proceed

ings. It Includes all matters of general Interest,

and closes with the last issue of tbe Record at hand

upon going to pi ess. Page references are to the

pages of Vol. 35 of that publication.

Washington, Dec. 10 to 16, 1901.

The senate resumed proceedings on the

10th, but Its proceedings were unimportant.

The bills introduced on subjects of general

interest were—No. 1,450, Chinese exclusion

(p. 167); 1,552, presidential assassination

(p. 199); 1,572, Nicaragua canal (p. 200).

Nothing was done on the 11th beyond the

introduction of bills, the only one on a sub

ject of general Interest being a joint reso

lution, No. 17, for amendment to the con

stitution so as to change inauguration day

from March 4 to the last Thursday of

April (p. 241).

On the 12th Senator Mason spoke on the

adulteration of food products (p. 251), and

Mr. Tillman offered a resolution (p. 251)

with reference to favoritism in the pun

ishment of convicted bank officers. The

adjournment was to the 16th.

Bouse.

Having adjourned on the 6th until the 10th,

the House reassembled on the latter day.

It received from the president the report

of the Isthmian Canal commission (p. 206),

and in committee of the whole consid

ered a message to refer the various

parts of the president's general message

to various committees (p. 206). Only Mr.

Grow (p. 207) spoke, however, his speech

being devoted to the question of leg

islation for the Philippines. When he

had closed, minority discussion and amend

ments were cut off by the previous ques

tion (p. 210), and the references as proposed

by the ways and means committee were

made. This business disposed of, the House

adjourned, out of respect to the late Sen

ator Kyle, to the 13th. The bills of general

Interest introduced were — No. 4,326, rev

enues for Philippines; 4,326, army; 4,329,

trusts (p. 213); 4,333, national pardon board;

4,343, Hawaiian currency; 4,347, funding

treasury notes Into bonds; 4,348, additional

revenues; 4,350, presidential assassination;

4,360, anarchist immigration; 4,361, federal

jurisdiction over state corporations; 4,362,

free postal delivery; 4,370. paper money

(p. 214); 4,385, immigration; 4,387, land

grant to Alaska railroad; 4,406, frauds in

congressional elections; 4,564, ship subsidy

(p. 215); 4.572, lynching; 4,576, constitution

al amendment; 4.678, bimetallism; 4,581,

trusts; 4,613, oleomargarine (p. 216); J. r.

65, defining treason; J. r. 68, polygamy; J. r.

70, income tax; j. r. 73, income and succes

sion taxes (p. 217).

Reassembling on the 13th, pursuant to

the adjournment of the 10th, the house

in committee of the whole ordered a ref

erence (p. 257) of house bill 5,833, being the

substitute of the ways and means commit

tee for house bill 4,325, on revenues for

the Philippines; and further ordered (p.

257) that the bill be considered on the Nth

and 18th In committee of the whole, and

that at the close of the debate in com

mittee, but not later than four o'clock on

the 18th, the committee rise and report

the bill back to the house and that the

previous question be considered as there

upon ordered. The house adjourned to the

17th. Bills introduced on subjects of gen

eral Interest were as- follows: No. 6,797,

convict labor goods; 5,798, convict labor

goods; 5.817, immigration (p. 260); 6,823

public lands in Porto Rico; 5.824, presiden

tial assassination; 6.S33, (from ways and

means committee), revenue for the Philip

pines; 6,271, presidential assassination

(p. 261); 6,320, convict labor: j. r. 7«,

constitutional amendment; j. r. 77, con

stitutional amendment; j. r. 79, telegraph

ownership (p. 262); house resolution 51,

Inquiry Into refusal of governors to sur

render fugitives from Justice (p. 263).

"No, I'm not very well impressed

with the house," said the prospective

tenant. "The yard is frightfully

small; there's hardly room for a sin

gle flower bed."

"Think so?" replied the agent; "but

—er—mightn't you use folding flower

beds?"—Philadelphia Press.

MISCELLANY

THE PROBLEM.

For The Public.How much we have done for the woes of

the poor,Whose bare contemplation we scarce can

endure,—

The weariness, want and anxiety whichRack the kind souls of even the mon

strously rich.Sweet Charity! greatest and highest and

bestOf the eternal three by Christ's legate

confessed,What a comfort beneath thy broad skirts

to conceal-

Along with our sins—the compassions we

feel,

And enjoy, at a price we can so well af

ford,Of duty well done the delightful reward.

But what is this harrowing statement we

hear

That breaks to our hope what was prom

ised our ear?

Can it be the almsgiving we gladly hire

done

Makes two paupers or more, while reliev

ing but one?

We have heard this before from the med

dlesome crank

Who would level society down to one rank,

Who would snatch the reward from su

perior skill,

And the motive of progress would ruth

lessly kill.

But now our own experts take up the same

tone,

And Charity's helplessness loudly bemoan.

Even saying our gifts she but vainly con

sumes

In sweeping back misery's tide with her

brooms.

What, what can be done in such heart

rending plight?

Shall poverty's prisoners perish outright?

No! we never will cease while our Incomes

pour In,

To pay for the battle with want and with

sin.

Ye preachers and teachers and writers

galore.

Statesmen and economists, come to the

fore!

On you does this difficult duty devolveOf reading the riddle our souls yearn to

solve.

Whose solving alone can our safety In

sure,

The problem of permanent help for the

poor.

Dead silence at first; then there comes to

the ear

A babel of counsels confusing to hear;Religious revivals, home missions, trade

schools,

Sound temperance Instruction, good cook

ery rules,

And many more things than find room in

this verse;

But all now In use, and our case growing

worse!

Ah! what Is this voice which comes up

from the rear?

Compared with the rest it rings startllng-

Iy clear:

"O world, broken-hearted at poverty's

wall,

Blind, and led by the sightless, how can

ye but fall?

What is God's cure for poverty? Ask your

selves this;

Be sure that no better—no other—exists.

While authorities drone, and experts delve

In holes,

Look ye out on the world, look ye In on

your souls;

See the earth made for all—-naught in na

ture more plain;

Make man free to its use, or all else Is In

vain.

From the slough of despond, where ye

flounder in doubt,

On quackery ladders hope not to climb out;

Te must suffer with plagues as did Egypt

of yore

As long as God's children are fenced from

God's store.And the one help for poverty under the

stars,

Having found the right way, Is to let down

the bars!"

O Liberty! long to our poor race denied,

By lip-service insulted, by power defied,

Through what lessons of woe will men

finally learn

The fetters of privilege nobly to spurn,

And with clarified vision their salvation

see,-

O mother of peace and of plenty, in thee!

JAY HAWKINS.

Haskell Flats, N. Y.

AN OPEN LETTER TO SENATOR

BURROUGHS.For the Public.Hon. J. C. Burroughs, Senate Cham

ber, Washington, D. C.—Honored Sir:

Permit me to tender you some sug

gestions that may prove helpful in

the matter of your bill, now in proc

ess of construction, as the press in

forms us, having for its object the

establishment of a bureau of inspec

tion to seek for marks of anarchism

in immigrants.

As to the physical stigmata I can

render you no assistance, as all sci

entists know them, and doubtless the

officers who will find places under

your bill will be scientists who can

not be deceived. But there are cer

tain intellectual stigmata whereof

your measure should take cognizance.

The test should be applied in the

form of a series of questions, and

the nature of the answers may be ac

cepted as an infallible indication as

to whether the subject of the inquiry

is an archist or an anarchist, and of

course we must all be of one or the

other of these classes.

We must not guard against an

archists only, but also against those

who may logically be deemed on the

anarchistic road.

I beg to submit a series of ques

tions, an affirmative answer to anyone of which may be accepted as suf

ficient proof that the respondent is

not to be included among the respect

able classes, and is, therefore, on the
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high road to anarchism, if not al

ready contaminated by the heresy.

1. Do you agree with Macaulay that

•"the evils of liberty are to be rem

edied only by more liberty?"

2. Do you believe that the earth

was made for all mankind?

3. Do you believe that a child born

into this world who is doomed to pay

rent for the privilege of using and

occupying what he needs of the

earth's surface has been unjustly dis

inherited?

4. Do you agree with Thomas Jef

ferson that "that is the best govern

ment that governs least?"

5. Do you agree with Eugene V.

Debs that "while there is misery at

the bottom there will be no security

at the top?"

6. Do you believe that it is pos

sible for a workingman to entertain

any intelligent opinion on any sub

ject that he does not get from, his

master or his landlord?

7. Do you believe any of the stuff

attributed to Jesus of Xazareth in

Matthew v. and vi.?

Of course I realize that your meth

od of applying the physical test is

more scientific, and the learned men

who will seek for the marks of an

archism can scarcely be deceived in

*view of the many ascertained stig

mata that science has discovered.

Nevertheless my suggestion may be

of some value in sifting out those

who are in the incipient stages, whose

stigmata are therefore not sufficient

ly developed to attract the notice of

the savants employed by the govern

ment.

Assuring you of my sympathy for

your noble endeavors to keep out all

who entertain opinions that may

prove dangerous to our class,

Yours admiringly,

HERMAN KUEHN.

70 Dearborn St., Chicago, Dec. 16, 1901.

GUERRILLA WAR.

Portions of a letter written by Sir Wil

liam Harcourt to the London Times, re

printed here from the Times Weekly Edi

tion Supplement of November 16.

What has been the fatal feature of

this unhappy war from the beginning

to the present moment is the invincible

ignorance of those responsible for it,

both at home and in South Africa, of

the conditions they had to deal with,

both physical and moral. Of their ac

quaintance with the physical condi

tions of the war they were about to

wage the preparations they made for

it are sufficient indication. But the

most inexcusable of all the blunders

which have brought us to the present

situation has been the moral and in

tellectual obliquity of vision which has

blinded those who have brought about

and conducted the war to the real char

acter and spirit of their opponents. . .

The government ignored the terrible

nature of the enterprise which is un

dertaken by those who set about to

subjugate a brave and a free people.

And yet the lesson is written large in

the pages of history from the days of

the Persian king, of Philip of Spadn

with the Indies, of Xapoleon at the

head of countless legions. It is one

which it is incredible that a British

government should not have learned,

especially as under evil counsellors,

120 years ago, the same thing was at

tempted on our own race. It is still

more deplorable that the British gov

ernment should seem to have forgotten

the issues of that ill-omened contest,

which for many years was as enthusi

astically applauded as that in which we

are now engaged. But at least those

who profess to call themselves liberals

cherish with pride the memorable pro

test against that ruinous policy which

found a voice in the thunder of Cha

tham's "mother tongue," in the fervor

of Fox, and the wisdom of Burke.

They, too, in their day were assailed by

ministerial slander and popular clamor

as pro-Americans, as traitors, as ene

mies of their country, and friends of its

foes. But they knew the truth, they

spoke it, and their record remains for

the instruction and imitation of those

who come after them. . . .

Of course Mr. Chamberlain is for

more and more violence—as Dr. Watts

says, "it is his nature to." Like many

penitents, he confesses only his vir

tues. He candidly admits that he has

weaknesses; they are—too much cour

tesy to his opponents at home and too

great leniency to his foes abroad.

These foibles he promises to correct.

Xo! We shall not, with Mr. Cham^

berlain, take refuge in the precedents

of Poland or of Hungary. I trust we

shall take counsel of our record and

the example of, I fear we must say,

better men and better times. When it

is proposed to deal out "greater sever

ities" to what are called "guerrilla

bands," I will show that the English

government and their noble military

chief, the duke of Wellington, insisted

that these guerrillas were entitled to

exactly the same treatment as the

combatants in the organized battal

ions of the great military powers. The

Partidas of Spain in the Peninsular

war were the exact counterparts of

the Boer guerrillas to-day. The his

tory of the guerrilla warfare in the Pe

ninsula and their valiant chiefs is por

trayed with graphic eloquence by

Southey in his history of the Penin

sular War and the way in which they

"held the fort" from 1809 to 1512

against all the marshals of France.

Southey relates that he derived his in

formation from a personal acquaint

ance with Mina, the Botha or the De

Wet of that famous drama. The story

is well worth reading to-day. Let me

record what were the opinions of the

duke of Wellington on guerrilla war

fare. On August 9, 1809, he writes:

The guerrillas should be employed on the

enemies' communications. The plan of

operations I should recommend for the

Spanish nation is one generally of defense.

They should avoid general actions, but

should take advantage of the strong posts

in their country to defend themselves and

harass the enemy.

Later on, after the defeat of the

Spanish armies and an contemplation

of his own retirement to Portugal, the

duke writes, December 21, 1810: "We

cannot beat the French army out of the

peninsula; we must give occupation to

as large a part of it as we can, and leave

the war in Spain to the guerrillas." The

war was accordingly left in the main

to the guerrillas, and it was owing to

their maintenance of the contest dur

ing 1S10 and 1811 that the later opera

tions of Wellington in his advance be

came possible. . .

I do not believe that at this moment

what the nation desiresis the announce

ment of fresh severities. It wishes to

hear a spirit of conciliation and a real

attempt at peace. Peace will never

come through the channels in which

the conduct of the war has up to this

time run. The temper and the tongue

of Mr. Chamberlain are admirable in

struments for the promotion and ex

asperation of war. They are employed

without remorse for inflaming passion

and aggravating prejudice at a gen

eral election. He has the happy knack

of irritating for no purpose by bitter

taunts each and all the nations of Eu

rope; he insults and maligns his op

ponents at home; and by futile menace

and actual severities he stiffens the re

sistance of the eneiny in the field. This

is not the statesmanship that makes

for peace. A declaration from him that

what he intends is equal rights for

the British and the Boers gains no

credit, but is regarded by them as a

cruel mockery. They look to the bully

ing tone in which British ascendancy

and Dutch subjection predominates the

colonial office and the Cape; and they

believe that the performance of the

promises thus held out will practically

rest in the hands of the authors of tEe

Raid, who are the dominant factors in

South African policy.

We have the confession of Lord Mil-

ner that as it has been and is now con



The Public 587

ducted "in a formal sense this war may

never cease." Those who desire that

by a spirit of conciliation on reason

able terms it may cease now and for

ever must look for that end in other

paths and by other men.

ROOSEVELT ON VESTED WRONG.

Roosevelt got off a lot of good things

in his message that were never appre

ciated.

"Now he's going to be satirical," said

Mrs. Dillingham. "He never says any

thing nice about the republicans but

that he follows it with something that

he thinks is real smart. If you say any

thing mean about the president I

shall never speak to you again."

However, I wasn't going to say any

thing nasty about Roosevelt. I admire

him. He does things. He is not

ashamed to be a tory. If he was he

wouldn't be a tory. He is a positive

sort of a man.

"Go on," said Mrs. Dillingham, with

warning. "Be just as mean as you

please."

His message had a lot of good

things that were not appreciated, and

I am going to be absolutely respect

ful. Cross my heart and hope to die.

"If j'ou think it is so clever," she said,

"it would be a pity not to let you

say it."

He said in one place that a fellow

couldn't make a fortune in legitimate

business without conferring on society

vastly greater benefits than what he

reaped for himself.

lie's right. He's dead right. I agree

with him exactly. No better test of

the justice of social arrangement could

be devised than that. If a man heaps

up a fortune without benefiting' soci

ety, he didn't get it in legitimate busi

ness.

For example, there is a man who

never did a tap of work. His father

never did a tap of work. His grand

father the same. His great-grandfa

ther left a fortune of $1,000,000, some

of which was earned and some was

stolen, but so long as it was stolen

honestly that doesn't matter. This

man confers no benefit on society, nor

his father before him nor his grand

father before him. Yet he has $100,-

O00.O00.

One million dollars was left to his

grandfather. The other $99,000,000 was

not got bv- any legitimate business.

Thrift? He wastes more every year

than his grandfather had in all. They

have always spent more than the in

come of what the old man left them.

A gift? Of course it is a gift. It is

given them by the people who earn

what they enjoy.

It was never got in legitimate busi

ness.

"He means the Astors," she said. "He

is always harping on the Astors."

Mrs. Dillingham has a few of my

hobbies definitely located.

By the same token when I get started

on one of my hobbies I am not easily

dismounted.

Roosevelt says further that in the

arid states the only right to water is

the right to use, the only right that

should be recognized.

According to that if a man claims to

own the water by which alone the next

man's farm may be made fruitful, the

claim doesn't count. It doesn't mat

ter how many deeds he has nor how

many dead-and-forgotten men gave

him title to the water. His claim to

it need not be recognized. The only

right is the right to use it.

One of these days, Roosevelt says,

people will recognize that the commu

nity has no more right to give away

water privileges than to give away mu

nicipal franchises for public utilities.

Some of the states already recognize,

he says, that the state must have per

petual ownership of water rights.

Claims to the contrary, he says, must

give way to the paramount claims of

the whole people.

The doctrine of private ownership of

water, he says, cannot prevail without

working enduring wrong.

He's right. He's dead right. So long

as you allow private ownership of

water in arid regions, no man can keep

his own.

"I'll take half your crop, if you

please—or if you don't please—it's all

one."

"What for?" says the other fellow,

"I raised it, I planted it, I tended it,

I harvested it. What for must I give

you half of it?"

"I furnished the water—give me

half your crop."

"You—why, the water fell from

heaven. You never touched it."

Roosevelt says such an absurd claim

need not be recognized. If it is not to

be recognized, it may be ignored. That

is to say, if anybody claims such a

right, we take it away from him.

That's in regard to water. The

reason he holds that is because the man

who controls the water owns the land.

The man who owns the land owns the

man who lives on it. He must pay

blackmail to the owner of the water

before he can get his living.

He's right. He's dead right. The

same thing exactlv is true of the own-ership of land. The man who owns

the land can make theother fellow pay

him tribute before he gets himself a

living. He has to pay the landlord half

his crop for the privilege of living on

his land.

According to Roosevelt's reasoning,

nothing but perpetual state ownership

is tolerable. We are not to recognize

any right but the right to use.

The railroads control a man's earn

ings as much as irrigation ditches do.

The man who owns the railroad can

take all but a bare living and let the

farmer have what's left. Some rail

roads have done this.

According to Roosevelt the commu

nity has not the right to give that

power to any private citizen. Perpet

ual state ownership of the railroad mo

nopoly is the only tolerable arrange

ment, v

No claims to private rights over an

other man's earnings need be recog

nized. Men can't establish homes, he

says, when such rights of exacting trib

ute are held over them.

He's right. He's dead right.

No fortune is legitimately earned,

he says, unless the fellow gives so

ciety more than he takes from society.

Private ownership of the means of sub

sistence, he says is intolerable and its

claims need not be recognized.

Now have I said anything mean?

"No more than usual," she gracious

ly admitted.

Well. I could. I could insist that

Roosevelt should try to apply some of

these truths he has uttered. Of course,

that wouldn't be fair.

It would break up the republican

party.—John Stone Pardee, in The Ar

gus, of Red Wing, Minn.

AMERICAN IDEALS.Portions of a speech delivered by Hon.

John P. Altgeld before the Good Govern

ment club of the University of Michigan at

Ann Arbor, December 14, 1901.

A century and a quarter ago there

was established on this continent, not

simply a new government, not simply

an independent government, not sim

ply a government free from the polit

ical control of foreign powers, but

there was established a new theory of

government. A new principle. The

principle of the equulity of men before

the law. The principle that govern

ments derive their just powers from

the consent of the governed.

It was a. government based upon lib

erty, based upon foundations of free

dom. It was a recognition of the idea
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that man is capable of self-govern

ment. A promulgation of the idea that

when the oppressive hand of power is

taken off the mind of man, he will as

pire to higher things and will struggle

to attain higher conditions.

It was a protest against the institu

tions that had prevailed in the by-gone

centuries. It in substance said that

the theories of government and the

practice of repression that had pre

vailed in all the centuries of the past

had proven to be failures; that instead

of leading mankind to a higher and

nobler civilization they seemed by

their repressive measures to push the

human race down to an ever lower and

lower level of life.

These free institutions thus estab

lished in this country were themselves

the product or crystallization of the

ideas that had long prevailed in Amer

ica, and to a limited extent on the

other side of the Atlantic. Never be

fore had a government embodied in its

fundamental law such lofty senti

ments and such high ideals. It was in

deed a new departure. It was indeed

the morning of a new time.

The hand of repression once re

moved the intellect of man leaped for

ward in all fields of human effort. Man

being permitted to pursue the bent of

his own mind so long as he did not in

jure his neighbor, drew new inspira

tion and went forth with new ardor,

with new courage and with a higher

purpose. The world went forward in

invention, in discovery, in literature, in

art, in the sciences, in politics, in gov

ernment and even in military affairs.

Men not only studied the heavens, but

stole from nature her secrets and ap

plied them to their use.

It was this new life, fhis new energy

born of freedom, that made the won

derful nineteenth century—a century

that did more for human progress,

more for the elevation of the human

race, more for the development of the

earth than all of the centuries that

had gone before. Should human prog

ress end, the nineteenth century will

stand in history forever as the child of

liberty, the child that was born in the

manger of human rights, and for that

reason proved a benediction to man

kind.

As we now look back beyond the

nineteenth century, we find that wher

ever there is a green oasis in the great

desert waste of the past, there was a

partial recognition of the principles

of democracy, a partial understanding

of republican institutions. We find

that the nations of the pastgrew great

only in proportion as they recognized

human rights, and that the process of

retrogression began and their glory

departed when they proved recreant

to the principles of democracy.

The intellectual activity that is born

of freedom made Greece glorious;

made Rome great; made some medieval

European cities famous; has given

England her power in the world and

has placed America at the front of

modern civilization. It is this intellec

tual activity drawing its inspiration

from freedom that has spanned the

continents with railroads; that has

narrowed the Atlantic to a week's

journey, that has brought the differ

ent parts of the earth together, that

has built cities and given its progress

to the world. . . .

Early in the century, after we be

gan to reap the harvest that came

from the intellectual activity that

followed the declaration of independ

ence, the world became possessed al

most of a mania to manufacture, to

make inventions, to build railroads,

to build telegraph lines, to build

steamships, to develop countries, to

export goods, to make something—■to make money. It became the ab

sorbing thought with all classes, and

this continued for many years, not

only in our country but in a modi

fied form in other lands. In time

these ideas produced the commercial

ism that we see to-day. For ideas

ultimately crystallize into things that

have length, breadth and thickness;

lofty ideas elevate a people, sordid

ideas degrade and destroy it.

We find that the harvest is disap

pointing. True, in a material way

the achievements have been far be

yond what the wildest imagination

had hoped for, and in a material

sense the commercial ideas have add

ed to the world's comforts, and if the

achievements were made incidental

to the progress of man, then indeed

they could not be too highly valued.

But we discover that this commercial

momentum has carried us to a point

where commercialism in itself has be

come an object and man is made in

cidental; material development has

become an object instead of a means

to an end, and the human hands that

are to make it are looked upon mere

ly as so many machines, so many

means to an end. We discover that

commercialism has no soul, and it

has no sentiment, it cannot under

stand high ideals, it does not know

of any high standards, it can see

nothing but a dollar mark. It does

not look towards the heavens, it is

constantly looking toward the earth.

We find that instead of its build

ing character, making broad, strong,

noble men and women with high

standards, high ideals and an appre

ciation of the rights of their fellow-

men, commercialism tends to make

men narrow. It dries up the more

tender and more noble qualities of

the soul and makes men fierce money-

getters. Twenty-five years of such

a life has a tendency to destroy

everything that distinguishes man

from the brute creation. . . .

Looking at it more closely, we find

that it is disappointing even to the

men who succeed. As a rule they are

neither loving nor lovable men. It

would be preposterous to say that

as a rule they are examples of the

highest moral and intellectual devel

opment. A man whose whole life is

concentrated and absorbed in the get

ting of money does not furnish an

example for the young men of the

land to emulate. And what good do

the millions do him? He cannot

sleep in more than one bed at a time;

if he eats more than three meals a

day he must pay the penalty; if he

dissipates in any other way, de

struction and death overtake him.

As a rule his house decays and his

family goes down without waiting

for the scriptural third generation.

We notice further that this com

mercialism tends to prevent the de

velopment of statesmen in our land.

It does not want men who possess

sturdy character and lofty independ

ence and who will be guided by great

principles of justice. It wants con

veniences. It demands men who

will do its bidding, demands men who

are willing to betray their constitu

ents while pretending to serve them.

I need not tell you that such a man

can never become great.

We all admire the captains of in

dustry, great railroad men, great man

ufacturers and great merchants.

They stand in place of the generals

of the past; but they have no right

to strangle free institutions. They

did not make this continent. They

did not make the fertile soil. They

made neither the climate nor the sun

shine. We are not indebted to them

for the fact that our country is peo

pled by the most remarkable race the

world has seen. A people educated

and enterprising, and possessing

power of consumption as well as of

production which no man can esti

mate. These great captains sat down

by the wayside of commerce and

waxed rich and many of them used

the government to exploit the peo
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pie. But it was the labor of the

men and the women that were build

ing houses, cultivating' fields, slaving

in factories, operating railroads,

teaching school and doing the coun

try's work that made it possible for

these captains of industry to amass

their gigantic fortunes. Early in its

history commercialism was a creative

force, but now it has changed in

character and it simply grabs what

other people have created.

I believe that the men and the wom

en who in tears and in sorrow have

worked and have waited, have plant

ed and have watered, have sown and

have watched and were not permit

ted to reap will sit nearer the head

of the table at the great banquet of

destiny than will the men who sim

ply gathered the harvests.

Out of this commercialism has

grown the spirit of imperialism that

we have seen rise in Germany, in

Russia, in England, in America.

There is a temporary resurrection of

medieval conditions based on the

doctrine that might gives right,

based on the doctrine that a domi

nant people have a right to eat the

substance of a weaker people. No

permanent good ever came to man

kind from that doctrine, and the ex

perience of the world in the past

warrants us in saying that no perma

nent good will come to mankind

from that doctrine in the future. It

is at variance with the laws of hu

man development; it rests on. a

foundation of injustice and wrong,

it can be carried out only by brute

force and instead of aiding progress

it retards progress and debases man;

it degrades alike the victor and the

vanquished, the oppressor and the

oppressed—the man that wields the

lash and the slave upon whose back

it falls.

It is this spirit that is responsible

for the war in South Africa and for

the outrage's that are being perpe

trated there, and is responsible for

the war in the Philippines. . . .

The world is not going backward.

Viewed from headland to headland

the march of the human race is up

ward. True, every forward movement

seems to be followed by a short re

actionary step. The waves of the

rising tide of civilization roll far up

the bank, and they roll back again,

but the next wave that comes will

roll further up than the last, and I

believe that the world is on the

threshold of a new development, of

a new industrial, economic and so

cial existence based upon justice.

The commercialism of which we are

now reaping the harvest will pass

away, it will be seen by and by that

it was only a link in the great chain

of human progress creating industrial

conditions which paved the way to

other and" further development. . . .

As religious freedom gave the world

a new birth—as political freedom

gave it a new development, so indus

trial freedom and social justice will

lead mankind to the highest plain

of human felicity. But if we would

be harbingers of the new time we

must not pull down our altars.

We must protect the rights of the

citizen, we must maintain American

standards, we must uphold the right

of assembly, and we must preserve

free speech and a free press. We

are not ready to admit that the fa

thers were wrong—we are not ready

to apologize for their immortal work

—and we will not consent to hide

their graves. All of our greatness

was born of liberty, even our com

mercialism was rocked in the cradle

of democracy, and we cannot stran

gle the mother without destroying

her children.

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.

A MEASURE PROPOSED BY THE NEW

HEALTH OFFICE.

If the present plan of Health Offi

cer Friedrich goes through, individ

uals who are so unfortunate as to

forget themselves and expectorate

while in a street car will be public

ly shamed, and then if they become

angry they will be arrested.

But now arrests are rarely made

under the ordinance which covers

spitting upon the floors of street cars.

This is not because the act is not

noticed, but because the conductor

has not the power of making any ar

rest. The only recourse the con

ductor has is to apply to the guilty

person himself for his name. The

guilty party either refuses to give

his name at all or else gives a ficti

tious one. Accordingly, unless an of

ficer happens to be an the car, the

conductor is powerless.

Realizing all this. Dr. Friedrich has

decided to urge a plan which is start

ling in its uniqueness as far as west

ern cities are concerned, but which is

said to now be in operation in effete

Boston with a very marked degree of

success.

The officials of the street railways

in this city will be asked to furnish

conductors with an abundant supply

of flaming colored tickets. Upon

these tickets the plan is to have print

ed in bold letters the salient points

of the anti-spitting ordinance.

Then, according to the plan, the

conductors, armed with these "em

blems of shame," will fairly lie in

wait upon thear cars for those who

disobey the laws of politeness along

with the city ordinance. If any in

dividual expectorates and comes un

der the eye of the conductor the lat

ter, according to the plan, will be

supposed to pursue tactics as follows:

He must approach the luckless man

with politeness, but with much gusto.

The principal object desired being

that the self-made victim should gain

as much unpleasant notoriety as pos

sible, the conductor will be coached

to attract everybody's attention.

Then he must slowly present the in

dividual with one of the tickets and

make his retreat.

Dr. Friedrich believes that if a man

is compelled to go through such an

experience once he will never run the

risk of going through it again. In

other words, the belief is that the

introduction of the Boston system

into Cleveland will serve as a means

of effectually stopping a great nui

sance.

In presenting the plan to the rail

way officials Dr. Friedrich may sug

gest that some small but appropriate

expression be printed upon the ticket

in addition to the city ordinance. The

object of this is to make the humilia

tion of those caught as complete as

possible.—Plain Dealer of Decem

ber 8.

WHAT WILL THE OHIO LEGISLA

TURE DO IN THE MATTER

OF TAXATION?

The bitterness and jealousy, which

are bound to be the harvest of the fac

tional fight among the republicans,

may mean much to the Johnson forces.

It may mean republican votes for their

tax bills. It is more likely, however,

that it won't. Any bill aimed at the

railroads hits Foraker just as hard

as it hits Hanna, and against such a

measure they will probably be united.

There will be some tax bills adopted

without doubt, but they will probably

be republican measures. The one that

the most noise is being made about is

Gov. Nash's eleventh hour campaign

cry to separate state from county

taxes. Representative Price voiced the

sentiments of a majority of the repub

licans, when he said to-night: "I don't

know anything about Johnson's tax

schemes, but anything that Johnson

wants is a good thing to let alone.

There'll be some tax legislation this
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winter, a".l right, and we're the people

who'll conduct it."

Mr. Price knows what Hanna and

Foraker want on the subject, and so do

most of the Republican members of

the house and senate, but what they

don't know is what Johnson wants.

If they could introduce some sort of a

proposition that, on its face, looked

like a good thing for the people, and it

were defeated by Democratic votes,

the effect would be bad for Johnson,

politically. Unquestionably some such

dodge as this would be tried in a min

ute, if it wexe known that Johnson

would oppose the bill.

It's that uncertainty, however, that

will make the Republicans chary of

offering any sort of a reinedj' for the

tax evil that is really a remedy. If

they should, by chance, it goes without

saying that Mayor Johnson will jump

right in and support it. The credit for

any real good tax legislation that may

be enacted this winter is bound to go

to Mayor Johnson, whether it is in

spired by Republicans or Democrats.

That's what the Republicans are afraid

of, and that is why the name Johnson

has the same effect on some of them

that a match has on a powder maga

zine.

Two years ago the Republicans in

troduced an anti-trust bill. Of course

it was never intended that it should be

passed, and those back of it relied on

the Democrats to vote against it and

defeat it. They figured that the Dem

ocrats were short-sighted enough to

do that for fear the Republicans would

get a lot of credit out of it. But the

Democrats stood ready to vote for it

to a man, and the Republicans didn't

dare bring the measure up for passage.

—Staff Correspondence from Colum

bus, O., to Plain Dealer of December 8.

A THREE-CENT FARE ORDINANCE.

An ordinance opening the way for a

three-cent street car system in Cleve

land was introduced into the city coun

cil last night by Frederick Howe. It

is an innocent-looking measure and on

its face doesn't seem to mean much.

Mr. Howe is not the author of it.

It is a stupendous scheme and there

are men with all kinds of money and

practical brains back of it, according

to mjsterious hints thrown out. The

ordinance came as a complete surprise

to all the members of the council, ex

cept the one who introduced it, and it

immediately set them talking. They

all jumped to the conclusion that

Mayor Johnson had inspired it.

"Are you back of this?" the major

■was asked.

"I read the ordinance a few min

utes before it was introduced," he an

swered, innocently.

"You don't answer the question."

"What's the question?"

i It was repeated.

"I know what the ordinance says,"

he said, in an absent-minded way.

"How long have you known about

it?"

"Say, that was funny about that

measure to add those 21 men to the

police force, wasn't it? And, do you

know—" began the mayor. Efforts.io

get him to talk about the ordinance

were in vain, but some information was

secured from other sources which go

to indicate that the mayor's guiding

hand is back of the scheme.

The ordinance directs the city clerk

to advertise for bids for the construc

tion and maintenance of a street rail

way system in Cleveland. The speci

fications are to provide that no bid be

considered that does not provide for

a three-cent cash fare and universal

transfers. No franchise is to be given

for more than 20 years, and at any time

the city is to have the right to pur

chase the system at whatever price

may be agreed upon by the city and

the ow.ners of the road, or by arbitra

tors in case they fail to agree.

It can be authoritatively stated in

connection with this plan that it does

not contemplate anything short of a

system that will cover the entire city.

The old companies may come in and bid

for the contract. That 20-years fran

chise may be a sufficient bait when it

is remembered that some of their im

portant franchises expire in 1905 or

thereabouts. Unless these franchises

were renewed they would be demoral

ized.

It has been intimated that straw bids,

w-ould be thrown at the city to dash the

scheme. That will be provided against

in the specifications. The ordinance in

troduced last night left a blank where

it came to fixing the amounts of the

certified checks that must accompany

the bids. That amount will be made

very large and the specifications will

be so drafted that anyone making a

spurious bid may lose his check.

Those who are back of the matter

expect that a desperate fight will be

made by the local street railway inter

ests to prevent the passage of the or

dinance in the city council. They would

not be surprised if they did not get it

passed until next spring after the 11

new councilmen were elected. Mr.

Howe believes that any member of the

present council who votes against it

will waste his time asking the people

to return him to that legislative body.

If the ordinance does not pass before

next spring every new man who is a

candidate may be called upon to pledge

himself for it.—Plain Dealer of Dec. 10.

A new three-cent fare ordinance will

be presented Monday afternoon when

the council committees to which

Howe's ordinance was referred, and

the board of control, meet in joint ses

sion to consider that measure. The new

ordinance will come from Mayor John

son. It will be radically different from

the one now pending in the council as

to details, though it may not present

any striking change as to the main fea

tures of Mr. Howe's measure. At this

meeting there will be 12 councilmen

and all the members of the board of

control. It is not unlikely that some

railroad attorneys will be on hand to

listen if not to talk.

Mayor Johnson is familiar with all

the possible routes that could be given

to a new company and he may tell the

council committees what they are.

Two crosstown lines are involved, a

line to Glenville, a line to Wade park

and one farther south, a line to Brook

lyn, one to Newburg and one to Lake-

wood. One of the West Side lines cross

es the viaduct and the other does not,

being elevated, however, so as to admit

of a passage across the flats in a great

deal less time than by the w-ay of the

viaduct. Every conncilmanic district,

if not every ward in the city, will be

traversed by these proposed lines.

Another point of considerable mo

ment is that the tracks of the old com

panies will not be used to any appre

ciable extent, except in the down-town

and other free territory. It is a fact

known to few people, perhaps, that all

the track on Wade Park avenue is free

territory.—Plain Dealer of Dec. 15.

A righteous minority has in it the

promise and the potency of a victorious-

majority.—Selected.

Optimist—So you have nothing to

be thankful for?

Pessimist—Not a deuced thing!

Optimist—Well, such an habitual

kicker as you ought to be thankful

for that.—Puck.

"Child," said the businesslike ma

tron acting as leader of the visiting

committee, turning to the dirty-faced

little girl chewing'gum in one corner

of the room in the tenement house,

"wouldn't you like to live in a better

part of town than this?"

"No, ma'am," said the dirty-faced lit

tle girl, "but when I get bigger I'm go-

in' slummin' through your part o' town

some day."—Chicago Tribune.
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THE RACE THAT CAN'T GOVERN

ITSELF.

For The Public.

We'll suppose there's a nation

(Anomalous nation)

That's not fit to govern itself;

Not a site could be finer

For trading with China,

And not fit to govern itself ;

So your cousin (who's klng'd by a Guelph)

Cries: "Alas! It can't govern Itself !

In your pity and kindness,

Oh, cherish its blindness.

And take up Its burdens yourself."

Then you wrestle and pray,

And you weep night and day

For this race that can't govern itself ;

And you reach out a hand,

Oh, so noble and grand!

And you lovingly grab it yourself;

For it's not fit to govern itself;

So you buy It—souls, bodies and pelf>

And Its trade can all go

In your pockets, you know;

For it's not lit to govern itself.

Tou will notice, I speak

Of a nation that's weak,

And that, therefore, can't govern itself;

In addition to which,

If it chance to be rich,

Why, of course it can't govern itself.

If It will strive to govern itself.

All your own legislation you shelf,

While you thoot that race down,

White, black, yellow or brown,

Which has dared to misgovern itself.

BERTRAND SHADWELL.

Wu Ting-fang, the Chinese minister

to Washington, was exploring an art

gallery there, when he saw a portrait

of Li Hung Chang. "It does not look

like him," said the oriental diplomat.

"But it is only a three-quarters view,"

urged an artist who stood near. "It

does not look three-quarters like

him," retorted Minister Wu, as he

passed on.—Chicago Chronicle.

BOOK NOTICES,

"Who Are the Criminals" (The Abbey

Press, 114 Fifth Ave., New York), is an. ex

cellent febrifuge for President Roosevelt's

message. It comes from the pen of Henry

George. Jr., and while very brief Is full of

hopeful suggestions. In writing It Mr.

George evidently had in mind fhe local

Pharisaism that flourishes in New York,

which sums up all local ungodliness in the

vices of the impoverished masses and the

crude depredations of their politicians.

But there is that in the book which makes

it always and everywhere vital. It Identifies

as the criminals to be first considered In an

examination of civic disease everywhere,

not "the housebreaker, the unfortunate

women who walk the streets and the police

officials who take blood-money," but the

artistocrats of privilege. The book is vig

orous and clear In style and stirring In its

appeals to common sense and Justice.

PERIODICALS.

—The Socialist Spirit for December (Chi

cago: Franklin H. Wentworth, Ashland

Block. Price f>0 cents a year; 5 centsa copy)

replies to Archbishop Corrigan's attack

upon socialism.

—The principal papers in the Internation

al Socialist Review for December (Chica

go: Charles H. Kerr & Co.. 66 Fifth Ave.)

are by W. H. Noyes and Bolton Hall, the

former on the Negro problem and the

latter on common aims of the single tax

and socialism.

—The New Age, a democratic review of

politics, religion and literature (London;

1 and 2 Took s court. Furnival St., London,

E. C. Price per annum 6s. 6d.), is running

a serial history by Mary A. M. Marks,

which is especially Interesting to American

readers. It is an account of how England

lost America—an English version, written

in democratic spirit, of the causes and re

sults of the American revolution.

—The Free Trade Almanac for 1902 (BoT-ton: American Free Trade League, Tre-

mont Building. Price 5 cents) is the first

l&sue of an annual which will prove useful

as an almanac and instructive as a messen

ger of commercial freedom. It presents

an inviting appearance typographically. An

edition ot WO.OOO copies has Deen printed

and orders for 100 copies or more are so

licited for the> purpose of securing the bene

fit of a wide reading.

—In typographical appearance the Christ

mas number of The Mirror (St. Louis:

William Marion Reedy, editor and pro

prietor. Price 10 cents) is a model. With

out a single picture or blotch of color to

disfigure Its 72 pages, It is so neat in type,

so ciean in Its creamy white paper and Jet

black Ink, and so admirably arranged ed

itorially, that It invites reading with all

the cordial cheerfulness of the Christmas

season. The contents are varied in kind

and acceptability, depending largely in

the latter particular upon the opinions and

prejudices of readers. While Mr. Reedy's

editorials, characteristically acute and

bright, will please President Roosevelt's

friends better than anybody else, the

large number of short stories will interest

all who enjoy vigorous literature of that

kind. Among the more serious contrlbu-

lions is a review of the year in Wall street,

by Francis A. Huter. There is also a his

torical essay on the Louisiana purchase.

Whidden Graham contributes a little fable

with a timely moral ; and Tom L. Johnson's

unique career Is considered by Louis F.

Post in "A Personal Study In Civic Ethics."

Interpersed among these and many other

articles In this collection of Christmas

thought and story, are several contribu

tions of excellent verse. This Christmas Is

sue of The Mirror is altogether a fine exam

ple of what a Christmas issue of a critical

and literary weekly, as distinguished from

a pictorial periodical, ought to be.

ATTORNEYS.

Chicago.

H
ARRIS F. WILLIAMS.

ATTOU-NEY AT LAW,

806 Chamber of Commerce Building,

CHICAGO.

Walter a. i.a ntz. t. G. McKllioott

Telephone Central 2264.

T ANTZ & McELLIGOTT.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW,

1026-1030 Unity Bulldlnif, VJ Dearborn St., Chicago.

riHARLES II. ROBERTS,

ATTORNEY AT LAW,

ESTATES, CLAIMS, PATENTS,

614 Roanoke Building. Chicago.

Cleveland.

CAMUEL 110ERFLER,

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR,

501 American Trust Bldg. Cleveland. O.

Houston.

EWING & RING,

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS,

HOUSTON, TEXAS.

Presley K. Ewlng. Henry F. Ring.

New York.

F
RED. CYRUS LEUBUSCHER.

COUNSELOR AT LAW,

BENNETT BLDO.

99 Nassan St., Borough of Manhattan.

Tel. Call, 1363 Cortlandt. Rooms 1011-1016.

NEW TORK.

THE TRUTH

ABOUT THE

TRUSTS

Moody's M anual of

Corporation Securities,

19 0 1 E, d i t i o n ,

gives more practical information

regarding corporate industry in

this country than all the essays,

treatises, reports of investigating

committees, hearings of indus

trial commissions, gropings of

college professors, journalistic

misstatements of facts, or any

other literature of the "trust

problem" which has appeared

in a decade. The book is an

encyclopaedia of American

industrial progress

Price, bound in cloth,$7.50 per copy-

In flexible leather

$10.00 per copy

For sale by leading booksellers, or will

be sent prepaid by the publishers

JOHN MOODY & CO.

35 Nassau Street, New York City

CIiflHEflCE S. fcArtfSOW

WILL LECTURE ON

"Free Speech and Free Press"

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 22. at 3 P.M.

17th FLOOR OF THE MASONIC TEMPLE

I M'KK THE AUSPICES OF Til K

HENRY GEORGE ASSOCIATION

Excessive Exports

Do Not Enrich Us

For a comprehensive and intelligibly

arranged collection of

FIGURES AND FACTS

get a copy of A. C. Austin's

pamphlet :

TheAustMaas Debate

PRICE, 20 CENTS.Address: ANDREW C. AUSTIN,

HUDSON, SOUTH DAKOTA.
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TFollowlnK Is the advertisement In the New Tork

journal that attracted so much attention recently.]

NEW YORK JUL" UNA I.. SUNDAY, DKCJ5MBKK

8, 1901.

SUPPRESSED BY

U. S. POST OFFICE.

Wilshire's

Magazine
AN ILLUSTRATED MONTHLY.

" Let the Nation Own

the Trusts."

For advocating the above solution of the Trust

Problem, Wilshire's Magazine, formerly pub

lished in New York, is suppressed by the Post-

office, under the specious plea that it merely

advertised *'\Vilshire." My petition to Presi

dent Roosevelt to investigate the extraordinary

ruling of his appointee in the Postoffice is de

nied a direct answer, and I am referred for re

dress to the same appointee of whom I have

complained. In order to obtain the liberty of a

free press I am banished to a foreign country.

Hereafter Wilshire's Magazine will be published

in Toronto, Canada.

. Lost to Americans,

Right of Free Press

Right of Petition

 

H. GAYLORD WII^HIRE,

Banished to Canada.

WILSHIRE'S MAGAZINE is an illustrated

moathlv, price 10 cents, for sale now and forever

at ALL'NEWS-STANns. Order your newsman

to get it from the American News Co., return

able. Subscription $1 per year. Six months'

trial for 25 cents. Will send it THREE MONTHS

FREE by Canadian Post if you agree to take it

the balance of the year, provided you are entire

ly satisfied. I take the risk. My loss, and not

even a little kick if you don't like it after a fair

and free trial. Drop a postal for free sample to

H. GAYLORD WIL5HIRE,

Editor Wilshire's Magazine, Toronto, Canada!
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POTASH
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^MANUFACTURED6VGUARANTEED

BY

i.WH.Priesmeyer,
^ESTABLISHED 1NST.L0UIS

1873.
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The Public
Subscription, One Dollar a Year.

Free of postage In United States, Canada and Mexico.

Elsewhere, postage extra, at the rate of one cent pet

week. Payment of subscription Is acknowledged up

:othe date In the address label on the wrapper.Single copies, five cents each.

Published weekly byTHE PUBLIC PUBLISHING COMPANY.1501 Schiller Bldg., Chicago. 111.

Post-office address:

THE PUBLIC. Box 687. Chicago. ID.

T> ZKPH & CO.,

OPTICIANS,

Room 2ti. 52 State Street,

Eves Examined Free. CHICAGO

THE MEMORIAL EDITION OF THE WORKS OF

^HENRY GEORGE,^
INCLUDING LIFE, BY HIS SON, HENRY GEORGE, Jr.

Ten octavo volumes, printed on fine deckel-edg-e paper, with 24

photogravure portraits and illustrations. Limited to 500 Sets, §25.00 net.

Express charges prepaid.

Separate volumes in regular edition sent postpaid as follows :

Our Land and Land Policy, • . . $2.50 Protection or Free Trade, . . $1.00

The Science of Political Economy, . 2.S0 A Perplexed Philosopher, . . 1.00

Progress and Poverty 1.00 Social Problems, 1.00

The Land Question, Property in Land and Condition of Labor, • $1.00

Complete Works, $10.00. Express charges prepaid.

By HENRY GEORGE, Jr. Life of Henry George,

Library Edition, $2.50, postpaid.

Popular Edition, $1.65, postpaid.

Who Are the Criminals, cloth 30 cents, postpaid.

By Louis F. Post. THE SINGLE TAX. BY JOHN S. CROSBY,THE FUNCTIONS OFGOVERNMENT.Paper 30 cents, postpaid.Paper 25 cents, postpaid.

All remittances should be sent by post office order or express order,

except for books listed under $1.00, in which case stamps will be accepted.

EDWIN HAMMOND, 397 Bedford Avenue, BROOKLYN, N. Y.
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FREE.

 

PRICE
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It will pay you

to Bend for our Cata
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This guaranteed

CENTURY MF'G CO.

Harness, etc.
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of the world.
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