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With a swiftness hardly in accord

with judicial deliberation, the secre

tary of the navy has approved the ma

jority report of the court of inquiry

in the Schley case, overruling Dewey's

minority report in so far as it differs

from that of the majority and rebuk

ing Dewey for giving to Schley the

credit for the naval victory of San

tiago. The color of partisanship is

thus heightened, and the apparently

predestined result of the inquiry

made officially complete.

Had the Schley matter been re

ferred to an unbiased court, its unani

mous decision ought to have been and

doubtless would have been generally

acquiesced in. But the circumstances

now fairly indicate that the court was

"packed" against Schley; and that

Dewey's presence upon it was de

signed only to conceal the "pack

ing." It seems to have been in

tended merely to inspire public con

fidence in the deliberations of the

court, and to secure for its conclusions

that public respect which the names

of the two bureau admirals who com

posed the majority could not, but

which Dewey's name could, command.

In consequence, the whole controver

sy is as unsettled in the public mind

to-day as it was before the court of

inquiry organized.

Even Dewey's concurrence with the

bureau admirals, on disputed points

involving Schley's record, begins to

lose its force as public opinion admits

the reasonable suspicion that he was

embarrassed by the partisan rulings

of his associates, against which he

could oppose only one vote to two. It

is not difficult to conceive that in

these circumstances'—knowing also

as he must that their votes were in

harmony with department sentiment

while his distinctly jarred upon it—

Dewey may have neglected to express

in his minority reporthis dissent upon

every point of dissent. If that was

the case, the majority and the minor

ity reports taken together show him

to have concurred in criticising

Schley upon points regarding which

he did not intend to criticise. This

theory regarding Dewey's minority re

port may not be true. But it is prob

able under the circumstances, and the

probability destroys the value of the

adverse majority report in those re

spects in which it was apparently

unanimous, as completely as in those

regarding which Dewey specifically

dissents.

The secretary of the navy was un

able, it appears, when writing his de

cision, to resist the temptation to in

dulge in a bit of disingenuousness.

Regarding Dewey's recorded conclu

sion that Schley was in command at

the battle of Santiago and is entitled

to the credit for the victory, a subject

upon which the other members of the

court expressed no opinion, the secre

tary decided that "the conduct of the

court in making no finding and ren

dering no opinion on those questions

is approved." But not satisfied with

this conclusion, heslipped in a reason,

saying: "Indeed, it could with pro

priety take no other course, evidence

on these questions during the inquiry

having been excluded by the court."

That has an exceedingly judicial

sound. It implies that the whole

court, Dewey included, had agreed to

ignore those points. If that implica

tion is true, Dewey is in the posi

tion of having recorded a conclusion

upon questions which he himself had

agreed were not in the case. And this

is the position the secretary has evi

dently aimed to put him in. But is

it probable that Dewey would have

recorded a conclusion upon those

questions as part of his verdict if

during the trial, he had agreed with

his associates to ignore them? There

is a slang term for men who do that

sort of thing. It is "chump." Isn't it

really much more probable that Dewey

was overruled on these questions, dur

ing the trial as well as in the verdict,

by the two bureaucrats who composed

the regular and reliable majority of

the court? Yet, if that is so, the sec

retary is guilty of having allowed his

judicial scales to get out of balance.

He has, upon that supposition, re

buked Dewey for not allowing the

majority of the court, who could

silence him during the trial, to silence

him also in the decision; and has done

it in such a way as to imply that

Dewey's finding was inconsistent

with his own previous rulings. This

reasonable supposition, should it

prove to be the truth, would be addi

tional evidence of the unfair inten

tions of the department, in creating

the Schley court of inquiry. It would

go still further to show that in sand

wiching Dewey between two bureau

admirals, the purpose was to secure

for the court's decisions the benefit of

his name without allowing him to in

fluence its action.

Thougb the majority report" con

demns Schley, and the secretary of the

navy approves it, no fair-minded man,

cognizant of the circumstance of the

trial, will condemn Schley for that

reason. Department records may

have settled the question finally for

department purposes, but to the pub

lic the whole question is still open.

And before this greater tribunal,

Schley's case is strengthened rather

than weakened by the secretary's ac

tion.

Incidental to the Schley case is the
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double reprimand of Gen. Miles, ad

ministered officially by the secretary

of war under the president's' orders

and unofficially but characteristically

by the president himself in a personal

interview. Of the official reprimand

we do not venture to speak. Presum

ably it was regular in form; and clear

ly it was deserved, according to the

rules of military discipline which for

bid military servants from expressing

praise or censure of other military

servants. Gen. Miles had commented

upon the verdict in the Schley case by!

saying in a public interview that he

thought Dewey's summing up of the

matter would be indorsed by the pa

triotic people of the United States,

and that he had no sympathy with the

efforts to destroy the honor of Schley.

But while the official reprimand of

Miles may have been just, under the

rules of military discipline, there is

something sadly shocking about the

personal reprimand by the president.

and lieutenant general in the military

service of the United States.According to the report of the Chi

cago Tribune, the leading adminis

tration paper of the west, the presi

dent—received the lieutenant general com

manding- the army in one of the win

dow seats of the president's office, and

flayed him alive for the interview he

gave out at Cincinnati. The president

went at his work with the impetuosity

characteristic of him, and was so much

in earnest, and felt that Gen. Miles was

so much to blame, that he made no at

tempt to conceal the matter. On the

contrary, it appears to be true that

Gen. Miles was humiliated by having

the scathing rebuke heard by many

other people. According to common re

port it was more severe than the of

ficial letter of censure signed by Sec

retary Root, but which is understood

to have been practically dictated by

the president himself.

Such conduct may become an officer,

even one of the highest rank, but it

does not become a gentleman of any

rank. And when it proceeds from a

military superior to his military sub

ordinate, who is1 denied the ordinary

human right of replying in kind, 'it is

cowardly. These rules are of univer

sal application. They hold good all

the way up from master and servant

in private life to commander-in-chief

Moreover, the fact that the repri

mand in this case came from a su

perior to a subordinate in military

station, cannot wholly obliterate the

further fact that the superior in sta

tion was a young man of very limited

military service, while the subordinate

he thus brutally reprimanded was a

gray-haired veteran of 40 years' serv

ice, who had risen from the ranks

through the terrible ordeal of tie

civil war and a series of ordeals even

more trying in the Indian country aft

er the civil war. This consideration

alone, had there been no other, should!

have shielded Gen. Miles from the

humiliation of the insulting interview

recorded above, though his offense

had been ten times greater than the

breach of military etiquette for which

he was berated. For that offense, a

formal written reprimand from the

department, much milder than the

one that came from the department,

would have been severe enough pun

ishment, without the added indignity

of a tongue-lashing at the White

House.

If Gen. Chaffee isn't more careful

he will get the deadly reputation at

Washington of the unfortunate paT-rot which talked too much. His ob

servations regarding the patriotism

of the Filipinos, made in reviewing a

number of court-martial decisions

received at Washington from the

Philippines last week, is exasperating-

ly out of harmony with the whole the

ory of the American invasion of the

Philippines and the destruction by

American arms of the Filipino re

public. All along have the Ameri

can people been assured that this in

vasion was not only in the interest of

the Filipinos as a whole, but that it

was in. accordance with the real

desires of all but a few ambi

tious agitators. And now Gen. Chaf

fee, who is upon the ground and whose

testimony has at least the force of an

admission by an adverse witness, reck

lessly discredits- these soothing as

surances. He testifies that the whole

Filipino people are bitterly hostile

to the American occupation. "His

tory affords no parallel," he says, re

ferring to the Filipinos, "of a whole

people thus practically turning war

traitors." That is a refreshing con

fession. It discloses the fact that the

difficulties of conquering the "little

brown men" are attributable not

merely to a few agitators, but to the

universal sentiment of the subjugat

ed inhabitants.

In one respect Gen. Chaffee is mis

taken. He says that "history affords

no parallel." No parallel to what?

To "a whole people thus practically

turning war traitors?" War traitors

to whom? To foreign invaders. But

history is rich in such parallels. The

trouble with Gen. Chaffee is that he

is misled by words. This action of "a

whole people" in revolt against a for

eign invader he calls' treason; where

as history always calls such, revolts

patriotism. Let Gen. Chaffee substi

tute "devoted patriots" for "war

traitors," and he will find historical

parallels in abundance.

The announcement this week of

the hanging in the Philippines of a

brother of Sixto Lopez, ought to

awaken the American people to some

realization of the official infamies

that are being perpetrated in those

far-off islands in their name. The re

ported charge against the young man

was that of holding"treasonablecom-

munication with the insurgents."

Think of it! His own countrymen, his

own friends, his own neighbors, his

own compatriots by ties of blood as

well as love of country—these were

"insurgents" and "enemies" with

whom he must not hold patriotic com

munication, in his and their own coun

try, against the military interest of

an alien invader whose armies have

come ten thousand miles over sea to

"regulate their lives and do them

good"! And for so communicating

with them, he is ignominiously

hanged. Is there no righteous wrath

left in the American people that thev

sanction, though only by silence, such

an outrage upon what they used to
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consider sacred. Have they so com

pletely forgotten the spirit of Hal-

leck's once popular tribute to the

struggling Greeks—who struck for

their altars and their fires, for the

green graves of their sires, for God

and their native land—that they are

deliberately willing to be turned met

aphorically into marauding Turks?

Nor is the hanging of this man all.

To forestall any tendency of American

sentiment to revolt at this return, in

worse form, to the barbarities which

Spain practiced against Philippine

"traitors," the report of the hanging

is accompanied by an absurdly false

story to the effect that Lopez caused

a wholesade murder and plundering

of Spanish prisoners in the year 1898.

Are our people to be hoodwinked in

this amateur fashion ? Have they be

come a nation of fools as well as a na

tion of world power pirates?

John Barrett has been calming the

fears of our neighbors to the south.

Noticing the alacrity with which the

American government assumes the

white man's burden of governing "in

ferior peoples," these Latin-Ameri

cans had taken it into their heads to

wonder what would happen if Uncle

Sam were to get into the notion that

they also are "inferior peoples" and

accordingly set about assuming the

burden of governing them. But Mr.

Barrett appeared before the Pan-

American conference in Mexico and

assured the assembled delegates that

"the Pan-American policy of the

United States shall ever be corollary

of the golden rule." Our inferior

neighbors—they must be inferior;

they can't even understand English

speech—should not be so easily paci

fied. "We have all heard of the back

woodsman who explained that out his

way they didn't have any law except

the golden rule, and if a man broke

that, "why, plague take him," they

hanged him! This simple polity

fairly represents the American con

ception of golden rule government

that has prevailed for the past three

years; and there is a possibility that

we may feel called upon to so inter

pret it to the restless republic south

of the Rio Grande. We are almost

certain to if we keep on growing in

imperialistic grace and developing

our cock-sure knowledge of the duties

which Providence has coupled with

our destinies.

While Mr. Charles M. Schwab was

in attendance at a dinner of the Chi

cago Bankers' club he indulged him

self and his hosts in a little play upon

words, jocosely intended to entertain

them and incidentally designed to

fool workingmen. Saidhe:

Many people imagine that the bonds

of the United States Steel company are

a first mortgage on its great proper

ties. They are not. If you give the

subject a moment's thought you will

see that the first great mortgage is

that which is owed to labor. The

United States Steel corporation pays

to labor $150,000,000 a year, equivalent

to a mortgage debt of $3,000,000,000 on

the property.

Commenting upon that sapient re

mark a local paper gravely and approv

ingly observes: "We doubt if organ

ized labor has ever taken this view of

the bonds of the great steel company."

For the sake of the intelligence of or

ganized labor, we should hope not. A

mortgage which cannot be foreclosed,

under which the mortgagee gets noth

ing except as he works for it, and not

withstanding which he may be put

wholly out of the transaction at the

will of the mortgagor—such a mort

gage, though it may be "good enough

for workingmen," is not what would

be regarded in financial circles as gilt-

edge security.

"Government by injunction" **a«

never more succinctly yet distinctly

explained than by Judge Tuley, of

Chicago, in a recent speech, when he

said:

The use made in 1894 and often since

of the writ of injunction in quelling

labor strikes is a substitute for a

trial by jury. Since that time those

who wish to suppress disorder or vio

lence or trespassers in connection

with a strike, or to break such strike,

rush to the United States court, and

sue out a writ of injunction, which

in its prohibitory clauses is only lim

ited by the ingenuity of the counsel

drawing the bill in chancery.

The judge, without hearing the de

fendant, commands—that is decrees—

what he shall or shall not do In ad-

va«ce, and without a hearing enforces

the performance of the commands of

the writ; then brings the defendant

before him, tries him without a jury,

adjudges him guilty of a violation of

the commands of the writ formulated

by the judge himself, in the absence

of the defendant, and sentences him

to punishment not defined by law but

resting in the breast of such judge.

Not only does the amount of punish

ment rest in the breast of the judge,

but even the place where the imprison

ment shall be inflicted rests in the

breast of the judge. Is not such a

proceeding by the judge government

by injunction and a substitute for

trial by jury?

It is to be regretted that the Mc-

Kinley national memorial committee

has decided to appeal to congress in

stead of the public for the expenses of

a McKinley monument at Washing

ton. Since Mr. McKinley's admirers

name him as a president who was es

pecially beloved by the people, a

memorial fund strictly voluntary

would be peculiarly appropriate.

Congressional appropriations for

these purposes are in their nature per

functory. They testify to nothing

but official recognition. Public men

who are disliked as well as those who

are loved, come in for this sort of

honor, and that does not seem quite

right. Those who have been loved

should be honored by those who loved

them. It was bad enough to cast a

shadow over Mr. McKinley's memory

by coercing contributions from work

ingmen through the heads of large

establishments. It is worse, if pos

sible, to abandon the public subscrip

tion and fall back upon congress. As

tributes of affection, coerciveand per

functory contributions are about

equally incongruous.

Ex-Congressman Warner, after a

study of the new ship subsidy bill, con

cludes that it is as bad as the old one,

which became so odious that its

friends were obliged to desert it.

And why should it not be as bad.

Hasn't it tne same sponsors anfl tne

same purpose? The only improve

ment to have been reasonably expect

ed would be in its external dress and
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not in its internal character-

mask and not in its substance.

-in itsSECOND GLASS MAIL PBIVILEGES.

The American postal service is a fa

vorite and favorable illustration with

our socialistic friends. It is charac

terized by them as being, so far as it

goes, a practical application of their

programme. This characterization

is commonly accepted by an

archists, but they dispute the social

istic contention that the system is

desirable. They insist that it is upon

the whole inferior to the service that

would spring up if the government

placed no obstructions in the way of

private enterprise in postal matters.

We accept neither of these con

clusions fully. On the one hand, we

regard the American postal service in

some respects as superior to any which

private enterprise would supply. But,

on the other hand, whether good or

bad, it is not as a whole an example of

socialism. Some postal functions are

essentially monopolistic. Under no

circumstances would they admit of

free competition. They must, there

fore, of necessity be either govern

mental monopolies or private mo

nopolies; and inasmuch as govern

mental monopoly, however bad, is

preferable to private monopoly, these

functions of the postal service ought

to be undertaken by the government.

Such undertaking is not socialistic. It

is simply an adoption of the least of

two evils, in circumstances in which

free competition is impossible;

whereas the socialistic programme

contemplates governmental under

takings in the industrial field not as

an unavoidable alternative where free

competition is lacking, but for the

express purpose of evading or alto

gether abolishing the competitive

principle.

Yet there is one respect in which

the American postal system is unde

niably socialistic. We allude to the

bureaucratic character of its manage

ment. And in this respect there is

nothing about it to boast of. Who

ever comes in contact with the sys

tem only as the sender or receiver of

a letter, which, for the mere cost of

two cents is carried to the farthest

hinterlands of this vast North Ameri

can continent, or for a few cents more

is delivered to obscure individuals at

the uttermost corners of the earth;

whoever has observed the fidelity and

ingenuity with which illegible or er

roneous addresses are interpreted and

the letters of the humblest thus sent

on to their true destination; or who

ever knows the postal system chiefly

through good natured and obliging

clerks or carriers in cities, or the

neighborly postmasters of villages—

to such as these the system may well

appear to be almost ideal; and when

they hear of the agitation for penny

postage, they may be pardoned for

thinking and boasting of it as a system

rapidly developingto perfection. But

it is different, very different, when

you come in contact with the postal

service in its bureaucratic aspects.

I.

The most notable bureaucratic

features of the .system are those that

relate to "second class" mail priv

ileges.

Mail matter is by law put into four

classes, with reference, primarily, to

rates of postage; and the regular issues

of periodical publications are assigned

to the second class. The act of con

gress defining second class mail mat

ter is very simple. It consists of pub

lications—

(1) Issued at regular intervals at

least four times a year, and bearing

dates and consecutive numbers; (2)

issued from known offices of publica

tion; (3) formed of printed sheets

without bindings such as distinguish

periodicals from books; (4) having for

their purpose the dissemination of in

formation of a public character or be

ing devoted to literature, the sciences,

arts or some special industry; (5) hav

ing a legitimate list of subscribers;

and, (6) not designed primarily for ad

vertising purposes or for free circula

tion, or for circulation at nominal

rates.

Such matter is admitted to the mails

from the publishing offices at the

rate of one cent a pound and without

stamps.

Upon the basis of this definition a

body of wonderful rules has grown

up in the postal department, as the

result of bureaucratic interpretations

promulgated from the bureau known

as the "office of the third assistant

postmaster general." For illustration,

the phrase "legitimate list of subscrib

ers," is mysteriously discovered by

this bureau to mean approximately

"50 per cent, of the number of copies

issued and circulated by mail or other

wise." Furthermore, subscribers are

those and only those who voluntarily

seek to subscribe and who pay with

their own money; provided, however,

that this ruling is not intended to in

terfere with genuine cases in which

one person subscribes for a limited

number of copies for another. Other

rulings declare that publications

which assert that they are furnished

to subscribers at no profit are circu

lated at "nominal rates," and must

therefore be excluded from second

class privileges. These citations are

but suggestive of how the whole body

of rulings throws the door wide open

for bureaucratic annoyances, fa

voritism and oppression. In fact, the

right to second class privileges has

come, through these bureau rulings,

to be almost nothing more than a mat

ter of unrestrained discretion on the

part of the post office department.

To these rulings, already carried

to the extent of departmental usurpa

tion, one has recently been added

which so far outdoes the others as to

defyconservativecharacterization. It

so interprets the law as noted in the

sixth clause numbered above, which

makes an exception of publications

designed primarily for advertising

purposes, as to enable the postal de

partment to exclude from second class

rights any periodical which the de

partment chooses to regard as prin

cipally intended to advertise the per

sonality or ideas of the editor or pub

lisher apart from his position as editor

or publisher. It is quite unnecessary

to say that the paper regarding which

this extraordinary bureau-ruling has

been made was not a popular publica

tion. It was a socialistic periodical—

"The Challenge," formerly published

at Los Angeles, but now domiciled in

Toronto, where it describes itself as

having been "suppressed by United

States post office," and as being "now

published under protection of King

Edward VII."

II.

The Challenge was manifestly de

signed to propagate the doctrine of

socialism. It was printed in a typo

graphical style much affected by week

ly periodicals just now, and wasiD ap

pearance altogether a handsome week

ly paper of the conventional sort. Its

contents were principally editorials
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and essays, with some advertising,

not much, the reading matter being

devoted to expositions and exploita

tions of socialism.

In at least one respect the paper

seemed to us to be offensive to good,

taste. The editor, H. Gaylord Wil

shire, had the habit of issuing chal

lenges through his columns to famous

persons to debate socialism with him.

He challenged Mr. Bryan, for one, and

made much for socialism and for

the Challenge editor as a social

istic agitator, of Bryan's silence,

his foolish assumption being that by

ignoring the challenge Bryan con

fessed inability to contend in debate

with a socialist. Mr. Wilshire ap

peared to think that by thus chal

lenging prominent public men to de

bate socialism with him, and exploit-'

ing the fact when ignored by them, he

was using the paper to advertise and

promote the cause of socialism. In

other words, he adapted the methods

of the Barnum style of promoting pri

vate business to the agitation of a

public question—socialism. Not that

this was the only way in which the

Challenge sought to promote that

cause. In many respects it was an ex

cellent and dignified representative

of socialism. Nor was this Barnum-

ism the primary design of the paper.

It was simply one of the ways which

Wilshire adopted to further the

cause with which he was allied and for

which his paper s^ood.

We repeat that all this was in bad

taste according to our standards; and

it was done in the service of a cause

to which we are not devoted. But

we cannot regard good taste, even by

our standards, nor the legitimacy of a

cause, even by our tests, as a proper

criterion for determining what is and

what is not second class mail matter.

The only proper test is the law.

As the paper did not appear upon

the surface to contravene the law of

second class matter, the announce

ment of its exclusion from the second

class privilege came as a surprise to

all who knew anything about its jour

nalistic character. It seemed that if

this paper could be excluded every

other radical paper might be excluded

also, and in good timeprobably would

be. The very natural conclusion pre

vailed among those who were inter

ested at all, that the postal bureau

had at any rate begun a crusade

against socialist papers.

This conclusion was confirmed

when it appeared that at about the

same time, proceedings had been

taken by the bureau to embarrass the

Appeal to Beason, another socialistic

periodical, published at Girard, Kan.

According to this paper, the second

class bureau at Washington ordered

the postmaster at Girard to refuse pa

pers in bundles to one address, as sec

ond class matter. Upon being in

formed of that order, the publisher of

the Appeal to Reason ordered bundles

of several publications to be sent from

the publication offices, each bundle to

one address in Girard. These papers

were the Kansas City Journal, the St.

Louis Globe-Democrat and the Chi

cago Inter Ocean—all Eepublican.

The bundles were sent by mail sec

ond class for one cent a pound paid

at the mailing office. They passed

through their respective post offices

without interruption, and were not

detained until they arrived at Girard,

where the postmaster had received

the special orders already men

tioned, which he innocently supposed

to be applicable to all papers. He

accordingly demanded of the ad

dressee postage at eight cents a pound.

Thereupon the addressee complained

to, the Kansas City Journal of this ex

action of extra postage for its second

class shipment, and soon afterwards

the order to the Girard postmaster

was rescinded.

This act was quickly followed, how

ever, by an order from the second

class bureau questioning the legiti

macy of the Appeal to Beason's sub

scription list, but the issue thus raised

has not yet been decided.

We are unable to vouch for the

truth of this story. It is the story of

the paper itself. But if true, it indi

cates as clearly as actions ever indicate

intentions, that the real motive of the

postal bureau for embarrassing the

Appeal to Reason was not any sup

posed violation by it of the postal laws,

but the objectionable public policy it

stands for and seeks to propagate.

Reason's experience, we have some di

rect and positive information.

When Wilshire's Challenge, after

being accorded second class privileges

for over six months, properly as it

seemed upon the surface, was subject

ed by the postal bureau to a withdraw

al of those privileges, Wilshire issued

an extra number, October 12, 1901,

distributing it outside of second class

rates, in which he explained his diffi

culty. Having shifted his place of

publication from Los Angeles to New

York he applied for a corresponding

transfer of second class privileges.

The application was denied in a letter

of September 27, 1901, from Edwin

C. Madden, third assistant postmas

ter general at New York. This letter

placed the exclusion on the general

ground that Wilshire's publication did

not come within the law requiring sec

ond class publications to—

be originated and published for the

dissemination of information of a pub

lic character, or dev6ted to literature,

the sciences, arts, or some special in

dustry, and having a legitimate list

of subscribers; provided, however,

that nothing herein contained shall be

so construed as to admit to the sec

ond-class rate regular publications

designed primarily for advertising

purposes, or for free circulation, or

for circulation at nominal rates.

With reference, however, to the in

terference with Wilshire's paper, the

story of which we have interrupted

for the purpose of throwing upon that

case the side light of the Appeal to

No specific reason for the exclusion

was given. It was' impossible to tell

from the letter of the third assistant

postmaster general whether the

publication had been held to be one

not for the dissemination of infor

mation of a public character, and not

devoted to literature, the sciences,

arts, or some special industry; or

whether its list of subscribers had been

held to be not legitimate; or whether

it had been held to be designed pri

marily for advertising purposes; or

whether it had been designed for free

circulation; or whether it had been

designed for circulation at nominal

rates; or whether it had offended in

two or more or all of these particulars.

To destroy a propertyrightin that off

hand and indifferent way should be

enough in itself to condemn the guilty

official.

Four days after that letter,

according to Mr. Wilshire's own per

sonal story, he had an interview

with the "third assistant postmaster

general who had dealt so cavalierly
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with his property rights. We quote

Wilshire's story in his own words:

The New York office did not know

why Challenge was refused entry, as

it had been entered regularly at Los

Angeles, and it was in reality simply

a transfer. They thought, however,

as did I, that the decision was based

upon a disbelief in the legitimacy of a

30,000 circulation. I had such volumes

of proof on this point, such as the orig

inal letters inclosing cash for subscrip

tions, etc., that I knew any such ob

jection could be easily met. However,

much to my surprise, Mr. Madden did

not raise the question of circulation,.

That was tacitly admitted bona fide.

In fact, it was only a very few months

ago, many will remember, that he sent

out blanks of inquiry to my sub

scribers, asking if they paid for Chal

lenge or if they got it free. The re

plies soon convinced him that I had

few dead-heads. Free circulation is

not allowed by the post office. No, the

circulation was not questioned. Chal

lenge was excluded because it was al

leged to be "designed primarily for

advertising purposes." Now, up to to

day I had thought, and so had nearly

everyone else, that a paper "designed

primarily for advertising" meant ad

vertising some concrete, material

thing, like, say Armour's Hams or

Carter's Pills; but Mr. Madden has en

larged the scope of postal law so that

"ideas" are included. In other words,

he said that apparently Challenge was

simply a publication issued to adver

tise and sell Wilshire's ideas and boom

his lecturing tour, and, as such, he

thought it should be excluded. "Chal

lenge is manifestly designed primarily

for advertising," said Mr. Madden,

"and the mere fact that what you sell

happens to be your own ideas instead

of your own soap does not let you es

cape."

This explanation was absolutely in

comprehensible to us upon any other

theory than that it reported Mr. Wil

shire's interview with Mr. Madden in

correctly. We accordingly addressed

the post office department upon

the subject, in what was intended for

a courteous inquiry about a matter

of public importance. The unsatis

factory character of the reply which

came after long delay makes, it im

portant, perhaps, to quote our letter

to the postmaster general in full. It

was dated November 9, and following

the formal address it read1:

We are in receipt of an issue of

"Challenge," a weekly paper dated at

New York, October 12. 1901, and pub

lished by H. Gaylord Wilshire, in which

it is stated editorially that your de

partment has denied second-class

postal privileges to the "Challenge" for

the reason that it is designed primarily

for advertising purposes, being "sim

ply a publication issued to advertise

and sell Wilshire's ideas and boom his

lecturing tour." Will you kindly ad

vise us whether this explanation of

what you mean in that case by adver

tising purposes is true; and, if not,

what is the department's specific rea

son for the exclusion? We are in no

wise connected with Mr. Wilshire nor

interested in his paper; neither are

we in sympathy either with his ideas

or his characteristic mode of propagat

ing them. But for purposes of com

ment in our columns upon a matter

of such vital interest to journalism and

the public we wish to be authoritative

ly advised of the exact point which

your department has decided in this

case. Trusting that you will not re

gard this inquiry as improper,.and will

oblige us with the information request

ed, I am, very respectfully, yours.

Our inquiry was either intentional

ly ignored or accidentally overlooked

for. three weeks. Thcanswer bears

date December 2d, and evidently came

in response, not to the original letter,

but to a reminder dated November

27, in which we advised the post

master general that no reply to the

letter to him of November 9th had

been received. In that reminder,

after describing our first letter, we

wrote:

No reiply. has yet been received. I am

not willing to infer that a courteous in

quiry of your department would be

intentionally ignored, and therefore

suppose that my letter may have been

( i accidentally overlooked. Unless there

are reasons for refusing the informa

tion asked, will you kindly oblige me

with it.

Following is the body of the reply,

dated December 2. and signed by Ed

win C. Madden, third assistant post

master general:

The postmaster general has re

ferred to this office your letter of the

9th ult., requesting to be informed

whether the reasons given in "The

Challenge," dated October 12, 1901, for

the exclusion of that paper from the

second-class of mail matter, are true

reasons for the action referred to. In

reply, I have to invite attention to the

enclosed copy of a letter addressed to

Mr.' Wilshire on October 23th last.

It will be observed that the ques

tions propounded in our letter to the

postmaster general are evaded, unless

an answer to them maybe spelled out

from the letter of October 29 to Mr.

Wilshire, of which a copy was in

closed. As this inclosure does not

deny Wilshire's assertion, quoted

above and quoted also in our letter

to the postmaster general, namely,

that the reason given by Mr. Madden

for excluding the Challenge was that

it was designed primarily for adver

tising purposes because it was "simply

a publication issued to advertise and

sell Wilshire's ideas and boom his lec

ture tour," and as it contains no refer

ence at all to Wilshire's version of the

interview with Mr. Madden, we deem

it only fair to accept Wilshire's ver

sion in full as correct. But criticism

of the department rests' not on that

version alone. The reason stated in

the inclosure itself is hardly less ab

surd, and no less oppressive in its ev

ident purpose, than the one quoted bv

Wilshire.

The bureau letter to Mr. Wilshire

of October 29th, of which that inclos

ure is a copy, is as follows:

Your several letters written to this

office with relation to the classifica

tion of "Challenge" since your visit to

the department have been considered

carefully, as have also the renewed

application for entry of the publica

tion to the second-class of mail mat

ter, under the act of March 3, 1879, and

the copies of the paper submitted

therewith. The resultant conclusion

is affirmative of the ruling of Septem

ber 27th, last, and denial of the appli

cation referred to, on the ground that

the publication is designed primarily

for advertising purposes, and within

the prohibition of law, which reads

as follows:

"Provided, however, That nothing herein

contained shall be so construed as to admit

to the- second-class rate regular* publica

tions designed primarily for advertising

purposes, or for free circulation at nom

inal rates."—Act of March S, 1879. Sec 11

20 Stat. 369.

The question whether a publication

is "primarily designed for advertising

purposes" is one of fact to be deter

mined in each case from the evidence.

The word "primarily" is intended to

indicate the chief or principal object

of the publication, and not its first ob

ject in any sense of time. The use of

the phrase, as applied to a publication,

means one primarily intended for ad

vertising purposes, and, for fair infer

ence, not one the design or intention

oj which is that it should be used in

cidentally for advertising purposes. A

cursory reading of the various issues

of "The Challenge" issued since its

publication at Ne.w York is convincing

that its main purpose is to advertise

yourself outside of your position as

its editor and publisher. Under the

caption, "Free Ads. for Wilshire." ap

pearing in the issue for October 12.

1901, such a purpose is clearly apparent.

The character of a publication is* de



The Public 599

termined as well from its reading mat

ter as from its display advertisements.

It is hardily necessary for mie to state

here that the post office department

has no concern with the political views

advanced in a publication seeking or

enjoying second-class rates, and that

it does not discriminate between them

for any reasons other than those fixed

by the laws relating to second-class

matter.

The deposit of postage at the third-

class rate over the pound rate, received

from you by the postmaster at New

York, will be returned. The ground

for this unusual action is that the

"Challenge" in its presen» character

has been accepted as second-class mat

ter for some .period of time at Los An

geles, Cal., and this was justification

for your assuming that with like char

acter it would be accepted at New York

for entry to the second-class. The fail

ure to bring its advertising character

to the attention of the department by

the postmaster at Los Angeles is con

sidered as contributory to your loss

if the postage at the third-class rate

were retained. The decision, there

fore, is regarded as due you in equity.

The postmaster at New York will be

advised.

The official reason, then, for regard

ing the Challenge as designed pri

marily for advertising purposes and

so for denying it the mailing rights

that are common to all legitimate peri

odicals, is because the postal depart

ment believes that the main purpose

of the paper was to advertise the ed

itor and publisher, this intention be

ing inferred from a "cursory reading"

of its various issues, and one editorial

entitled "Free Ads. for Wilshire."

What this "free ad." article may

have been we do not know. Nor is it

important. Whatever it was, a single

editorial could not fairly stamp the

paper as a mere advertising medium.

It was probably one of those Barnum-

istic editorials of Wilshire's, in which

he frequently gloated over attacks up

on his mountebank ways as operating

to promote the circulation of his paper

and to advance the cause of socialism.Considered with reference to the un

mistakable character of the Challenge

the ruling of the postal department

in Wilshire's case amounts to a de

cision that a paper which incidental

ly endeavors to promote a public

policy by exploiting its editor as an ex

ponent or advocate of that policy, is

designed primarily for advertising

purposes and is not entitled therefore

to second class mail privileges.

It even goes the length of putting

a bar upon the publication of ideas.

For the department, while asserting

that the purpose of the Challenge was

to advertise Wilshire outside of his

position as editor, does not assert that

this advertising related to his occupa

tion as a national banker, as a bill

poster, as a soap maker, as a

general lecturer or entertainer, or in

any other mercantile or business re

lationship. The most favorable con

struction of the ruling is that it holds

Wikhire to have used' the paper to ad

vertise himself as a lecturer on social

ism, in the non-mercantile sense of

being a promoter or agitator of that

policy. But who can fairly say that

this is advertising within themeaning

of the postal law? To give that law

a reasonable interpretation, advertis

ing must be held to mean commercial

advertising; advertising, that is, ftr

the promotion of the sale of services

or merchandise.

To hold that the editor of a reform

paper is an advertiser, and that his

paper exists primarily for advertising

purposes, because he editorially ex

ploits his personal work as a promoter

of the reform for which his paper

stands, is to get close to the verge of

the ridiculous. Apply the rule to a

religious paper, which exploits the

sermons of its reverend editor, and the

absurdity becomes apparent.

III.

Whether this action of the postal

department indicates a postal bureau-

crusade against socialistic publica

tions we do not, of course, pretend to

say with any positiveness. We have

gone thus minutely and at length into

the most prominent instance of such

exclusion in order that our readers

may be equipped to draw their own

inferences, so far as that case throws

light upon the subject. Our own sus

picion is that this exclusion is not

part of a bureaucratic conspiracy

against socialistic papers; but that it

is a phase of a bureaucratic conspiracy

in favor of thegreat railroad ring, and

that socialistic papers, along with all

other reform papers, which are not

exceedingly circumspect, excessively

cautious to keep far within the limits

of second class postal requirements,

are incidentally preferred to all other

publications for bureaucratic disci

pline.

The second class privilege is the

postal black beast of the railroad

ring. By producing a deficit of postal

revenues, second class matter being

carried at a loss, it menaces this ring

with public exposure and a termina

tion of the enormously excessive rates

the postal department pays for rail

road transportation. This is the rea

son congress is constantly importuned

to cut down second class privileges, in

suchmanner as to embarrass'smalland

young papers while not bothering the

old and- powerful ones. It may pos

sibly explain, also, why a railroad fire

man is at the head of the second

class bureau, which has recently ex

cluded from the mails, without con

gressional action, publications that

the department has vainly asked con

gress to exclude upon the theory that

it was beyond the authority of the de

partment under existing law.

The second class controversy is an

old one, which President Boosevelt

has revived in his recent message. In

that state paperhe said:

The full measure of postal progress

which might be realized has long been

hampered and obstructed by the

heavy burden imposed on the govern

ment through the intrenched and well

understood abuses which have grown

up in connection with second-class

mail matter. The extent of this bur

den appears when it is stated that,

while the second class matter makes

nearly three-fifths of the weight of all

the mail, it paid for the last fiscal

year -only $4,224,445 of the aggregate

postal revenue of $111,631,193. If the

pound rate of postage, which pro

duces the large loss thus entailed and

which was fixed by the congress with

the purpose of encouraging the dis

semination of public information,

were limited to the legitimate news

papers and periodicals actually con

templated by the law, no just excep-_tion could be taken. That expense

would be the recognized and accepted

cost of a liberal public policy delib

erately adopted for a justifiable end.

But much of the matter which en

joys the privileged rate is wholly

outside of the intent of the law and

has secured admission only through

an evasion of its requirements or

through lax construction. The pro

portion of such wrongly included

matter is estimated by postal experts

to be one-half of the whole volume

of second class mail. If it be only

one-third or one-quarter, the magni

tude of the burden is apparent. The

post office department has now un

dertaken to remove the abuses so far
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as is possible by a stricter applica

tion of the law, and it should be sus

tained in. its effort.

But not a word in the message

about excessive railroad rates. While

commending such construction of the

second class law as threatens every pa

per without a political "pull" with the

virtually discretionary judgment and

possible bias of the third assistant

postmaster general, on economic

grounds at that, the president has

nothing to say against the greater

abuse of railroad transportation rates.

Yet this abuse is quite as manifest as

the other, the only difference being

that it is fostered by the department

while that is curtailed.

In a very careful examination made

in 1897 by Finley Acker, a well-known

resident of Philadelphia, for the Na

tional Board of Trade, of which he was

president, Mr. Acker exposed this rail

road abuse. His facts have never

been disproved nor his conclusions re

futed, and similar conditions still

exist. His investigation was not made

with reference to second class matter,

but with reference to the possibilities

of one-cent instead of two-cent post

age. Mr. Acker found that in 1890

the railroad charges to express com

panies were less than six-tenths1 of a

cent a pound as against 6 and 58-100

cents paid in 1897 for mail matter.

This comparison is inconclusive, for

the average length of haul, which is

328 miles for mail matter, had to be

assumed for express companies to be

the same distance. It was admitted

also that in some respects express car

riage is not so expensive to the rail

road companies as mail carriage,

though in other respects it is less so.

In a comparison, however, of mail

transportation with passenger trans

portation (which is more expensive

to the railroads than mail transporta

tion) Mr. Acker found that the pas

senger fare in 1896 for an average

haul of 328 miles, being the average

haul of mail matter, was $6.67; or, al

lowing 150 pounds for passenger and

50 for baggage, at the rate of &J cents

a pound for a haul of 328 miles, where

as the rate paid by the government for

mail matter was 6£ cents — nearly

twice as much. Apart from these

evidently excessive rates' for hauling,

Mr. Acker furthermore reported

that the government pays the

railroads annual rentals for mail cars

which are from 1£ to twice the actu

al cost of the cars. That is, although

these mail cars cost only from $2,500

to $4,000 to build, the railroads get

in rentals from the post office depart

ment $6,250 for each car each year.

As it is not our purpose to go fully

into the details of the excessive rail

road charges for transporting mail

matter, these general results of Mr.

Acker's investigation will serve for

the present. They indicate sufficient

ly that the postal deficit is not wholly

due to abuses of the second class priv

ileges, but that department favors

to railroads are chargeable with it to

no inconsiderable degree. They

serve also to suggest a motive for the

expenditure of so much official en-,

ergy upon second class abuse, and

for the manifest disposition through

department rulings to make second

class privileges difficult of acquire

ment, especially by persons who use

them for the dissemination of ideas

which are not popular within the

precincts of the second class postal

bureau and in the directors' rooms of

railways.

IV.

Regarding second class privileges

considered by themselves, the whole

system is wrong. They are in practice

privileges to be passed upon by a de

partment bureau; they should be

rights to be had promptly upon ap

plication at any post office. The con

trolling question should be one of

pounds and ounces and not one of bu

reaucratic red tape.

We do not mean by this that pub

lishers should be allowed to use the

mails at a loss to the government.

Publishers should have no greater

rights than other business concerns.

That they now have is wrong. What

we mean is that the second class right

should not raise a question of exceed

ingly low postal rate, certainly not of

unremunerative rates. It should be a

question principally of convenience

in mailing.

If second class matter does fairly

cost some eight cents a pound for

transmission, as the department as

serts, then let the government charge

that much for it. Let publishers, all

publishers, pay eight cents a pound.

If this were done the government

| would be at no loss on account of sec

ond class matter, and need draw no

fine bureaucratic distinctions, capable

in application of favoritism on one

hand and of oppression on the other.

The only needed distinction would be

that second class matter should con

sist of any kind of periodical publica

tions w-hich are mailed in bulk at reg

ular intervals.

So long as1 the present second class

system prevails, the department can

favor particular publications while

suppressing others. Those which

escape discipline will be disposed to

disregard excessive cost of mail trans

portation, provided they bear none

of it, and to be indifferent to the fate

and rights of publications which are

denied second-classprivileges. Those

that come under the shadow of the

bureau's displeasure must go down.

They cannot pay higher postal rates

than favored competitors and sur

vive; and they cannot assume the bur

den of sticking a stamp on every copy

All that would be changed by putting

every periodical publication, regard

less of its character in other respects,

into the second class, and fixing sec

ond class postage at a remunerative

rate. Invidious discriminations would

then be impossible; and if the second

class rates were kept high by exorbi

tant railroad charges, the whole press

of the country would get upon the

trail of the railroad ring. The true

reform, therefore, of the second class

system, is not to restrict its benefits to

publications selected by a bureau

clerk, or even by a cabinet officer; it is

to charge a remunerative rate of post

age and open the conveniences of sec

ond class matter to all periodicals, re

gardless of the fine distinctions which

make the second class privilege now

so much a matter of bureaucratic fa

voritism.

NEWS

So far as official action can end it,

the Schley controversy has been end

ed by the approval by the secretary

of the navy, sancitioned by the presi

dent, of the majority report of the

court of inquiry, of which Admiral

Dewey was president.

The substance of this majority re

port, of Dewey's minority report, and
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of the objections to the majority re

port which Rear Admiral Schley laid

before the department, was given in

these columns (pp. 581-583) last

week. Subsequently, on the 20th,

Rear Admiral Sampson filed with the

department a formal protest against

so much of Admiral Dewey's minor

ity report as declared that Schley was

in supreme command at the naval

battle of Santiago. Schley's appli

cation for a copy of this protest was

denied. Also on the 20th the judge

advocate filed his reply to Schley's

objections. The case was now for the

first time fully before the secretary for

final action. On the following day,

the 21st, the secretary dissolved the

court and rendered his decision. It

was as follows:

The department has read the testi

mony in this case; the arguments of

counsel at the trial; the court's find

ings of fact, opinion, and recommenda

tion; the individual memorandum of

the presiding member; the statement

of exceptions to the said findings and

opinion by the applicant; the reply

to said statement by the judge advo

cate of the court and his assistant, and

the brief this day submitted by coun

sel for Rear Admiral Sampson travers

ing the "presiding member's view as to

who was in command at the battle

of Santiago. And after careful con

sideration the findings of fact and the

opinion of the full court are approved.

As to the points on which the presid

ing member differs from the majority

of the court, the opinion of the ma

jority is approved. As to the further

expression of his views by the same

member with regard to the questions

of command on the morning of July 3,

1898, and of the title to credit for the

ensuing victory, the cond.uct of the

court in making no finding and ren

dering no opinion on those questions

is approved—indeed, it could with pro

priety take no other course, evi

dence on these questions during

the inquiry having been excluded

by the court. The department ap

proves the recommendation of the

court that no further proceedings be

had in the premises. The department

records its appreciation of the arduous

labors of the whole court.

In connection with the Schley con

troversy, one over Gen. Miles has

arisen. When the decisions in the

Schley case were made public, Miles

allowed the Associated Press to tele

graph over the country an interview

in which he said:

I am willing to take the judgment of

Admiral Dewey in the matter. He has

been a commander of a fleet, and as

such has known the anxieties and re

sponsibilities which rest on a man un

der these circumstances. He was in

strumental in the destruction of one

Spanish fleet, and knows and realizes

the feelings that encompass an officer

under such conditions. I think Dewey

has summed up the matter in a clear

and concise manner, and I believe his

conclusions will be indorsed by the

patriotic people of the United States.

I have no sympathy with the efforts

which have been made to destroy the

honor of an officer under such circum

stances.

As the army regulations prohibit—

deliberations or discussions among

military men conveying praise or cen

sure or any mark of approbation to

ward others in the military service—

the secretary of war officially asked

Gen. Miles on the 19th for a writ

ten explanation of his interview. The

general, in a letter of the 20th, re

plied:

My observations, as substantially re

ported, had no reference to the ac

tion, pending or otherwise, of a co

ordinate branch of the service. They

were merely my personal views, based

upon matters set forth in various pub

lications which had been given to the

world and concerning which I con

ceive there was no impropriety in ex

pressing an opinion the same as any

other citizen upon a matter of such

public interest. My observations were

in no sense intended as a criticism of

any action taken by a coordinate

branch of the service, and the state

ment that I had no sympathy with

any efforts tending to disparage a dis

tinguished and gallant officer likewise

had no such reference.

In a further explanation on the 21st

he wrote:

For several years a distinguished

and gallant officer has been assailed

by parties who have endeavored to

write him and other high officials

down, until finally he appealed against

such assaults to a coordinate branch

of the government. That coordinate

branch of the government granted

him a court of inquiry, and, as I under

stand it, they unanimously exonerated

him from such epithets as coward, pol

troon, etc., a-nd their opinions were

given to the public for the informa

tion of all citizens. When I said that

I had' no sympathy with those who had

endeavored to destroy the reputation

of a high officer, who, like all other

officers, regards his honor more sacred

than life, I had in mind and referred

to those assaults against which the

admiral had appealed for protection

and justification, and certainly not to

a coordinate branch of the govern

ment.

The matter culminated on the 21st in

an official reprimand by the secretary

of war, the essential parts of which are

as follows:

By direction of the president I com

municate to you his conclusions upon

your course in the interview to which

your attention was called by my letter

of the 19th inst. Your explanation of

the public statement made by you is

not satisfactory. [Here follows a

lengthy discussion of the military pro

prieties in the matter, in the course

of which the army regulation noted

above is quoted.] It is of no conse

quence on whose side your opinion

was, or what it was. You had no busi

ness in the controversy and no right,

holding the high office which you did,

to express any opinion. Your conduct

was in violation of the regulations

above cited and the rules of official

propriety; and you are justly liable

to censure, which I now express. [Here

comes the signature of the secretary

of war, followed by the following

postscript]: P. S.—Your second let

ter of explanation, dated to-day, re

ceived since the above was written,

does not change the case. The neces

sity for repeated explanations but il

lustrates the importance of the rule

which you have violated.

In addition to the foregoing depart

ment reprimand' President Roosevelt

personally and impetuously rebuked

Gen. Miles in conversation at the

White House on the 21st.

Another outcome of the Schley in

vestigation relates to Edgar S. Mac-

lay, the naval historian whose third

volume of the history of the Ameri

can navy made against Schley the

charges of cowardice, on the basis of

which Schley demanded the court of

inquiry. Maclay is a civil service em

ploye in the navy yard at Brooklyn,

and upon the rendering of the verdict

of the court removing from Schley

the stigma of cowardice. President

Roosevelt demanded his resigna

tion; but Maclay declined to resign,

insisting that as a civil service employe

he cannot be removed without an op

portunity to be heard in his own de

fense upon charges of violating civil

service rules, and on the 24th Presi

dent Roosevelt peremptorily ordered

his discharge. Maclay declares his

intention of appealing to the civil

service commission and if necessary

to the courts.

The disturbed situation in Venezu

ela (referred to at pages 330, 344, 362

and 376, and fully explained at page

312), has assumed a new phase. For

some time President Castro has sus

pected a conspiracy in his own party

to overthrow him; and on the 22d of

November he caused the arrest of

Ramon GuerTa, the minister of war,

who had recently been elected second

vice president, together with a num
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ber of Guerra's partisans. After this

there was no Venezuelan news of im

portance until December 21, when it

was announced from Curacoa that the

long-rthreatened revolution, evident

ly the fruit of the suspected con

spiracy, had begun on the 19th, under

the leadership of Gen. Luciano Men-

doza, president-elect of the state of

Carabobo. Another uprising was re

ported at the same time from Val

encia. In consequence of this new re

volt the American battleship, Indi

ana, was on the 21st sent to Curacoa

for the protection of American inter

ests. Further complications' are

caused by the probable interference

of Germany. A railway loan author

ized by the Venezuelan congress in

1896 has come into the hands of Ger

man subjects, to the amount of $15,-

000,000; and as the interest is long

past due, Germany threatens to send!

out warships, and, taking possession

of Venezuelan custom houses, forcibly

to collect the debt. President Castro

disregards this threat, believing the

United States will defend the Monroe

doctrine to the extent of forbidding

European occupation of Venezuelan

ports. But the United States, while

concerned over the possibility of an

extended occupation, concedes the

right of Germany to collect the debt

in this way. It is believed to be in

sympathy with the revolution against

Castro, upon the success of which it

hopes to see the German claims paid

and the question of an infraction of

the Monroe doctrine avoided. There

are suspicions also that this sympathy

is due in some measure to. an expecta

tion that theasphalt question (vol.iii.,

pp. 662, 705) will be dealt with more in

harmony with the Washington idea

by a newVenezuelan government than

it has been bv Castro's.

The encouragement which the Brit

ish were observed last week to have

received from the seat of warin South

Africa has not been strengthened

since. On the contrary, the fighting

reported this week ha? been severe

and the results not encouraging.

These reports are exclusively, of

course, from British sources. On the

23d Lord Kitchener reported five dif

ferent engagements, in four of which

the British loss in killed and wounded

was upward of 100, the casualties in

one of the engagements not being yet

known. It is inferred from the gen

eral character of these reports that

De Wet is forcing the fighting. One

of the reported engagements was an

attack on the 18th by De Wet at Lano--

berg, in which the fighting lasted sev

eral hours, De Wet being finally driv

en off. On the 19th the Boers at

tacked the British post at Eland-

Spruit, but were driven off after a

sharp and deadly fight. On the 20th

a British attack upon a Boer force in

the eastern part of the Transvaal re

sulted in a hard fight; and on the

same day, in the neighborhood of

Beginderyn a British party engaged

in searching farms was attacked by

Boers and suffered severe but as yet

unreported losses. On the same day

the hottest battle of all was fought.

It occurred at Tofelkop, in the Orange

Free State, between Botha and a

British colonel of the name of Dam-

ant. In the early part of the struggle

the Boers got possession of the sum

mit of a hill which both forces were

trying to take, but after two hours

of fighting were driven from it,

whereupon they dispersed. In this

engagement the British loss was 32

killed and 40 wounded, Col. Damant

being among the latter. On the 24th

the British attacked a Boer camp in

the Pietersburg district and captured

60 prisoners.

Large numbers of troops are being

sent out to South Africa by the Brit

ish. During holiday week the aggre

gate number leaving England and

the colonies will not fall short of 15,-

000. Dispatches of the 25th tell of

the effective use by the British of a

corps of Boer scouts who have offered

their services against their country

men.

NEWS NOTES.

—The danger of war between Chili

and Argentina, noted last week, has

been averted, temporarily at least,

by the signing of a protocol on the

25th between representatives of the

two countries.

—In the free lecture course under

the auspices' of the Daughters of the

Revolution, at the Fine Arts building,

Chicago, the subject for Friday even

ing, December 27, is "Realism in Art,

a Study in Colors," the lecturer being

Margaret Warren Springer.

—Xyman J. Gage, secretary of the

treasury, has informally resigned, the

resignation to take effect March 1. His

place was first offered by the president

to Gov. Crane, of Massachusetts, who

declined. It was then offered to Gov.

Shaw, of Iowa, who was announced

on the 25th as having accepted.

—As the result of recent experi

ments by Dr. Frederick G. Novy and

Prof. Paul C. Freer, at the bacterio

logical laboratory of the University of

Michigan, the discovery was authori

tatively announced, on the 22d, of an

absolute antiseptic fur all intestinal

diseases, such as dysentery, typhoid

fever and cholera.

—Jennie C. Croley, familiar to the

American reading public as "Jennie

June," died at New York on the 23d,

of heart failure, aged 71 years. She

>vas a founder and the second presi

dent, Alice Cary being the first, of

Sorosia, the. original Woman's club,

organized in 1868. She was also instru

mental in organizing the Federation

of Women's Clubs.

—The Building Material Trades coun

cil of ChioagOfcin which 43 unions, with

an aggregate membership of 15,000,

are federated, has decided by a ref

erendum vote of 1,249 to 530, 20 unions

voting, to hold special meetings here

after for political discussion. This is

a revolution in trade union methods,

it being a universal rule to taboo po

litical discussion.

—Dr. A. D. Houghton, recently de

posed from the faculty of Hahnemann

medical college,' of Chicago, claims to

have re-created from the chemical ele

ments of disintegrated protaplasm,

living cells that display all the func

tions of organic life for two weeks or

more. The one thing lacking in these

cells, he says, is the power of repro

duction;' but when he can develop that

power in them he will be able to make

animals to order.

IN CONGRESS.

This report la an abstract of the 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 press. Page references are to toe

pages of Vol. 35 of that publication.

Washington, Dec. 16 to 19, 1901.

Senate.

Reassembling on the adjourned day. the

16th. the senate transacted routine busi

ness, of no generaj irUerest. A brief debate

occurred, however (p. 2S4), on the propriety

of continuing the ancient farce of executive

sessions, after which the senate went into

executive session for six hours. While in

executive session it ratified the Hay-

Pauncefote treaty (p. 338) by the vote of

72 to 6. The bills introduced relating to

general subjects were as follows: No. 1791,

foreign trade; 1792, navigation (p. 281);

j. r. 20, woman's suffrage amendment (p.

282). Senator Vest's anarchy resolution of

E>ecember 4. which was referred to the

judiciary committee to-day, is printed in

full at page 284.

On the 17th nothing of an important pub

lic chaTacter was done; but the following

bills of public Interest were Introduced:

No. 1812, registration of transporters (p.

292); 1891, immigrants and anarchists (p.

293); 1921, Hawaiian coinage and currency

(p. 294); J. r. 26, authorizing invitation to

king of Siam to visit the United States as

the guest of the nation.

No business of general interest was

transacted on the 18th, and the only im

portant general bills introduced were: No.

2030, industrial education; 2031, industrial

education (p. 336).

On the 19th house bill No. 6833, for tem

porary revenues for Philippines, came up

to the senate, when it was read twice by its

title and referred to the committee on the

Philippines. Nothing else of general inter

est was done, except that the following"

bills on subjects of general interest were

Introduced: No. 2099, trial and punishment

in contempt cases (p. 401); 2164, standard of

wages for women employes of the govern

ment (p. 402). Pursuant to resolution of
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both houses adjournment was taken to

January 6, 1902.

House.

Pursuant to Its adjournment on the 13th,

the house reassembled on the 17th, and pro

ceeded (p. 298) to the consideration In com

mittee of the whole, Mr. Hepburn in the

chair, of house bill No. 6833, for temporary

revenues for the Philippines, as reported by

the majority of the committee on ways and

means. General leave to print undeliv

ered speeches for five days was- granted.

Late in the afternoon the committee rose

and reported the work unfinished, and

thereupon, at 4:88, the house adjourned for

the day. The bills of general interest in

troduced were: No. 6521!, trusts; 6524, Chi

nese exclusion; 6525, Chinese exclusion (p.

318); 6660, penny postage (p. 314); 16678. gen

eral postal improvement; J. r. 89, Schley

case; J. r. 90, ditto; J. r. 91, ditto; J. r. 92,

ditto; j. r. 94, ditto; cone. r. 13, ditto; r. 67,

ditto; r. 60, ditto; r. 61, ditto.

After routine business on the 18th, the

house went again into committee of the

whole and resumed consideration of the

Philippines revenue bill (house bill 6833).

When the committee rose it reported the

bill favorably and it passed to the third

reading. In behalf of the Democrats Mr.

Richardson thereupon moved to recommit

the bill to the ways and means committee,

with Instructions "to report a bill reduc

ing the tariff laws and internal revenue

laws now in force in other portlo"ns of the

United States to a revenue basis and apply

the same to all portions of the United

States, including the Philippine islands, to

be in effect in said islands until order has

been restored there and the Filipinos per

mitted, with the aid of the United States,

to establish a stable and Independent gov

ernment." Debate on this motion was Sup

pressed by an order for- the-pfevious ques

tion, and it was rejected by 173 to 131:

whereupon the bLll was passed by 166 to

128. Among the Republicans voting In the

negative was Charles E. Llttlefleld, of

Maine, whose speech Is published at page

379. The following bills and Joint resolu

tions of general Interest were introduced:

No. 7199, presidential protection; 7213, pay of

letter carriers (p. 370); J. r. 97, Invitation to

king of Slam (p. 371).

On the 19th it was ordered by unanimous

consent that house bill 3110, for the con

struction of an isthmian canal, be the spe

cial order for January 7, and so continue

from day to day until disposed of, the bill

to be considered In committee of the whole.

No limit for the debate was fixed, nor time

prescribed for a vote (p. 412). There was

no other business of general Interest. The

following bills on general subjects were

introduced: No. 7479, rank of vice admiral;

7480, industrial education (p. 414); 7481, in

dustrial education; j. r. 98, constitutional

amendment (416). Pursuant to resolution

of- both houses, the house adjourned to

Jariuary 6, 1902.

MISCELLANY

THE UNIVERSAL POVERTY.

For The Public.

My childhood cradled amid wealth's fond

comfort,

My manhood passing on my domain fair,

The art and fashion of my noble dwelling

Of beauty quaint and rare;

In books and travel learned, skilled In

sporting,

By friends beloved, by all men sought

with pride,

In quiet hours with my loved ones gathered

At our warm hearthstone side;

Am I pain-free and nothing know of sad

ness?

Within my soul no grim, dark sorrows

stand?

My portals wide have barred their stately

entrance

To Poverty's fell band?

Such painless life, my brothers, is but

seeming;

The heavy burdens under which ye groan,

From want, and stunted minds, and hearts

ungrowing,

These sorrows are my own.

It is not all, that through the highways

passing,

Tour faces pinched and worn with hun

gers deep

Make prints upon my heart and brain that

haunt me

In waking hours and sleep;

Nor Is it all, that in the downy softness

Of my warm bed, mine ears are filled

again

With piteous cry of little children's wall

ing,

Till I, too, moan with pain;

But I do starve within me from your starv

ing.

Tour spirits stunted with the body's

strife;

For humankind is one divine-made being,

Fed by th' Eternal Life;

And flowing rich from God, and strong, and

healthful,

It waxeth poor within your souls un-

grown,

And feebly coming on, it brings but weak

ness

To all hearts, from your own.

For lack of skillful brain, now dwarfed

within you.

Of human love that never came to birth—

The love your hearts alone could have be

gotten—

Stunted is all the earth.

t

The world is poor and feeble, wanting man

hood.

Your manhood, that with ruthless hand

she slays;

When will she learn to cease from this mad

slaughter,

For which her life she pays?

When will she justice yield to all her chil

dren?

Then, every heart free-grown, from eachmay roll

Some wave of Life's great joy and inspira

tion

To every human soul.

JANE DEARBORN MILLS.

HOW WE LOVE THE FILIPINOS.

Do we tax the Filipinos?

We do tax the Filipinos.

Which way do we tax the Filipinos?

We tax the Filipinos "both ways,

coming and going. We fix the tariff on

ourgoods going to the Filipinosand Fil

ipino goods coming to us. In this way

we save the Filipinos much time and

annoyance.

Do we love the Filipinos?

You bet we love the Filipinos. We

will give them a nice Christmas gift of

independence with a lovely string tied

to it. Also a nice tariff bill.—Toledo

Bee.

REMEDIES FOR ANARCHY MUST

NOT CONTRAVENE JUSTICE.

Legislators who betray the common

wealth, judges who poison the foun

tains of justice, municipal authorities

which come to terms with crime, all

these are regular contributors to the

campaign fund of anarchy.

A government like ours is always

slow to move, and often awkward in

its motions, but it can be trusted to

find effective remedy for conditions

like this. But these remedies, in order

to be effective, must not invade the

sense of justice, which is universal, nor

the traditions of civil liberty which

we have inherited from our fathers.

The bill of rights, written in the Eng

lish language, stands for too many cen

turies of sacrifice, too many battlefields

sanctified by blood, too many hopes of

mankind reaching toward the ages to

come, to be mutilated in the leasf, in

order to meet the case of a handful of

miscreants whose names nobody can

pronounce.—Senator Dolliver, of Iowa,

in Chicago, Sept. 22, 1901.

"THE COMMONER" ON OHIO POLI

TICS.

If the Ohio campaign has served no

other purpose, it has given the Dem

ocrats of Ohio an insight into Mr. Mc

Lean's views and plans. The Inquirer,

which reflects his sentiments, recently

contained the following: "A kindly

commentator says that Col. Kilbourne

made as good a race as could have

been expected under the circum

stances. Perhaps so. Not much was

expected." The Democratic papers of

Ohio are now calling attention to the

fact that Mr. McLean Aid not feel any

interest in Mr. Kilbourne's election.

He was interested in securing a re

pudiation of the Kansas City platform

because he thought it would help the

reorganizing element to get control of

the party. The adoption of the Tom

Johnson planks, however, made the

platform about as odious to him as the

Kansas City platform would have been,

and having no love for Mr. Kilbourne

he did not take interest enough in the

election to return to Ohio to vote. Mr.

Kilbourne and Tom Johnson are grow

ing factors in Ohio politics and neither

one of them is in harmony with Mc

Lean's machine methods. At present

the Kilbourne men and the Johnson

men together control the state organ

ization in Ohio. In future fights it

ought to be possible to combine the

national principles entertained by the

Kansas City platform with the state

policies urged by the Johnson Dem

ocrats and the clean politics advocated

by the Kilbourne democrats, and thus

put the Democratic party of Ohio in

good fighting trim.—The Commoner of

December 20.

You can find almost any kind of a

boy, except the one whose sympathies

in a fight between a cat and dog are

with the cat.—Atchison Globe.
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"ORDER" MORE PRECIOUS THAN

JUSTICE.

Drastic legislation against an

archists will be a feature of the present

session. All the big men who are anx

ious to pose as friends of "order" are

rushing to the front with revolution

ary suggestions for the suppression

of one of the symptoms of social dis

ease. No statesman is heard of who

offers a constitutional remedy. Even

the president, it is said, will preach the

gospel of suppression. It is assumed

by all these great men that "order" is

more precious and more easily se

cured than justice. Yet our fathers

did not think so. They did not hesi

tate to plunge the country into dis

order for the sake of a principle. They

defied the constituted authorities, they

assaulted the king's representatives,

they threw a cargo of tea into Boston

harbor, they unfurled the flag of re

volt and they waged a war for seven

long years in assertion of their right

to disregard order where it involved

injustice. This is the point which our

anarchistic friends of order ignore.

They will not admit that they deny

that there is any social injustice which

breeds social disease and such mani

festations of it as we have lately wit

nessed. It will be easy to pass laws

for the suppression of anarchy. But

these laws will not suppress it. They

will only serve to intensify the fright

ful conditions which are breeding it.

They will serve only to push the coun

try farther along toward a despotism

of pelf. And the inspiration of this

legislation is not a love of liberty and

a hatred of wrong; it comes from those

who are profiting by wrong and who

are in deadly fear of the plain people

who are their victims. The drag-nets

to be thrown out are not to catch the

red anarchist alone. He is not the oc

casion of fear. The people to be

caught are those who dissent from

things as they are and who protest

in orderly wa3"s against robbery and

injustice.—Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat

of December 3.

ON THE WAY TO NAZARETH.It was many years after the cruci

fixion, when an aged Judean, while

walking along the highway near Naza

reth, saw coming toward him a youth

ful Galilean. The aged man held in his

hands a scroll, which he read as he

walked.

As the twain drew nigh to each other

the Galilean sainted the Judean and

accosted him. "What readest thou?"

he asked, in a gentle tone.

"The Law," replied the other.

"Hast seen the Gosipel?" inquired

the Galilean.

"Aye!" he answered in a trembling

voice, "but that is not for me. I am

Iscariot!"

"And art thou," spake the Galilean,

"the Judas of that name who betrayed

the Christ?"

" 'Twas I!" he cried, in agony and

with distorted visage, as he gazed at

the Galilean. "But who art thou?"

"Thy friend," replied' the other.

"I have no friend on earth or in

heaven," said Judas. "When I read

the Law I am affrighted, and when

I pray to the One God I see Him frown.

I am Iscariot!"

"Thy friend I am, dear Judas. Look

on me."

The Galilean's voice was gracious as

he spoke, but Judas shook as smitten

to the soul. He flung himself at the

feet of the Galilean, who had called

him friend, and kissed them.

"The Gospel is for thee, dear Judas,"

said the friend, as Judas lay uipon the

ground, in tears.

"Nay,' nay," said. Judas. "I bartered

off my soul and I 9old my master, Him

who was diivine. 'Twas said I hanged

myself, and it is true, but I did not

die, though hanged."

"And yet, dear Judas, know His Gos

pel is for thee," said the other with

firm voice to the aged Judean, sunk in

despair.

"By what authority speakest thou?"

asked Iscariot, as he looked into the

Galilean's face. "Speakest thou for

Peter, John, or other brethren, lost,

though yet alive; the men whom oncel

loved only less deeply than I loved

the Christ? Who art thou?" cried the

aged Judean, "and whence thy au

thority?""The authority, dear Judas, of Him

who was crucified, and who spoke the

words, 'No one who cometh to Me shall

be cast out.' "

"Those words are not for me,"

wailed Iscariot.

"Aye, for thee each word, dear Ju

das, and for thee, alike the last cry of

the Christ, that all might be forgiven.

I speak for Him."

"But who art thou?" exclaimed

Iscariot once again, as he saw that

love illumined the face of the Galilean

who stood before him.

"It was I who spoke the words while

on the cross, and here I speak them

once again to thee."

"The Christ?" asked Judas. "He

whom once I loved, whom I betrayed,

for whose loss I wept these weary

years, and for whose betrayal I'll lave

my heart in tears till death?"

"Thy sins, dear Judas," softly spoke

the Galilean, "are forgiven. To-day

thou shalt be with Me in Paradise."

—John Swinton.

WHY MARK HANNA CAN'T SETTLE

THE LABOR PROBLEM.

So Mark Hanna has made a point

in the great labor meeting, acording

to the newspaper accounts. He de

clared that he wants no better monu

ment than to have it understood that

he has done something to settle the

war between American labor and

American capital. Hanna does not

see that along the lines which his

whole life has been lived there is no

settlement. There is an irrepressible

conflict. It is impossible for him to

understand that the struggle will

never end till there is a fundamental

change such as he will never con

sent to. It is all like those who tried

to make peace over the slavery

question by compromises while slav

ery itself was left untouched.

The wage slavery to-day is even

worse in many of its aspects than the

black slavery before the war. So

long as it is for the interest of trusts

and great combines of capital to

grind the face of the poor and ob

tain the labor of men for less than

it is worth there will be no settle

ment of the quarrel. There is no

hope except in equal and exact jus

tice, and the Hannas cannot ever

grant that, for they cannot see it

from their point of view.

Labor unions are probably neces

sary, so long as there are unions of

capital. It is pleasant to know that

there were some good and kind mas

ters in the south before the war. It

is a pleasant picture to understand

that it was considered very bad form

among the "best" of the slave hold

ing class to sell a slave. But all this

does not change the fact that a great

many of the holders of slaves did

sell them and a great many others

overworked them, and maltreated

them in many ways. It was in the

system. The system had to be abol

ished before there was any reform.

So long as opportunities and priv

ileges are monopolized by a few, so

long as the many have to humbly

ask the few for the privilege to work,

so long as it is necessary to organize

and fight for the privilege of drawing'

sufficient wages to keep soul and

body together, that long there will

be trouble. This whole business mutt

be settled right or it will not be

settled at all. The men of the Hanna



The Public 605

stripe will go down into history as

having taken the same part in set

tling the so-called struggle between

labor* and capital as the would-be

compromiser did in settling the

slavery question.

Henry Clay said in making his

great speech on his famous compro

mise when he was willing that the

fugitive slave act should be part of

his work, that he "would rather be

right than be president." The trou

ble with him was that he was neither

right nor president. It was impos

sible for him to be either. He was a

slave holder. A good and kind one,

no doubt, but he believed in the system.

Hanna can. never settle the la

bor question or contribute towards

its settlement. He may say that he

would rather settle it than be pres

ident, but the trouble with him is

that he believes the present wage

system .of slavery is right, and he

is trying to build something on that

foundation.—George A. Robertson, in

Cleveland Recorder, of December 17.

THE MESSAGE AND THE FARMER.

In his message to congress and the

people, President Roosevelt cannot be

accused of wasting time or space on

the department of agriculture. From

the eight-line consideration given, one

might be led to believe that farming

as an industry was almost a lost art.

Yet it is an industry that is the foun

dation of all governments.

Any policy, I care not under what

form of government, that tends to in

crease the hardships of the working

farmer, means the downfall of other

arts and institutions outside of "the

independent farmer." This is as true

as that force takes the line of least re

sistance.

To discuss with eight lines an in

dustrial department so important to

our needs as are the working farmers

and agricultural laborers, who are

nearly 40 per cent, of our population,

does not speak well for "the mudsills

of society."

Of course, it may not' be necessary

to tell us that over half of our working

farmers are tenants at will. More of

them this year than last, hundreds of

thousands more to-day than ten years

ago.

A presidential message may not be

the proper place to state that we have

some 3,500,000 farm laborers, whose

average wage during the year 1899 was

$14.07 per month, including board.

While in the great state of Ohio, farm

laborers received on an average of

$15.27 per month; and Pennsylvania

paid her laboring men on farms the

magnificent sum of $14.32 per month,

right under the smoking chimneys of

protected industries.

True, this might not sound well in

a message from the president, yet

these facts alone would have demon

strated beyond the possibility of a

doubt the degree of prosperity that

overshadows the tillers of the soil and,

according to press reports, and the

message, brightens the homes of all

toilers in the industrial arts.

Speaking of the agricultural inter

ests of Hawaii, the message goes much

further than it does of the same in

terest here at home. The president

states: "We do not wish a region of

large estates tilled by cheap labor;

we wish a healthy American commun

ity of men who themselves till the

farms they own. All our legislation

for the islands should be shaped with

this end in view; the well-being of the

average home-maker must afford the

true test of the healthy development

of the islands."

Would not that line of action be a

pretty good one for our own country?

Look the message over carefully and

see if you can find that we are to pur

sue a course that will make every man

the owner of the soil he tills. We ad

mit that after five years prating of

prosperity for the average man, it

would have been a strong point in con

firming the same, to have been able

to have stated in the message that:

"We have so many hundred thousand

less farm tenants than we had ten

years ago." "To-day it is easier for

farm laborers getting $15 per month

to get a farm of their own than ever

in the history of our nation." "To

day with our great material advance

ment in the production of all forms of

wealth, and in the distribution of that

wealth, it has been so near on the

natural order of things, that we have

but little use for poor houses, soup

houses, provident associations, insane

asylums—or trusts and privileged

classes that make such institutions

necessary."

If the message could have stated

that "on account of the high protective

tariff it enabled the farmer to get one

cent per bushel more for his wheat

and corn sold at home than for the

bushel he sold on the free trade mar

ket of the world; that he received for

-his beef and pork a fraction of a cent

more a pound for what he sold at home

than he received for the pounds he ex

ported to foreign countries; that the

farmer exchanged his products, the

prices of which are fixed by the mar

kets of the world, for American manu

factured goods at the same prices for

eign people paid; that the farmer did

not pay a tribute to trusts and monop

oly made possible by a high tariff;"

if such good things had been in the

message and warranted by the facts,

the message would have been stronger.

But as the facts would not allow

such a statement, it may be well that

the millions of farmers, tenant-farm

ers and farm laborers were dismissed

with eight lines of commendation.—

R. T. Snediker, in Kansas City World.

RAMABAI AND HER WORK.For The Public.Ramabai is a familiar name to

American ears. Most of us remem

ber how, 11 years ago, a little Hindu

woman appeared in our midst, telling

with impassioned earnestness of the

terrible lives of the child-widows of

high-caste in India, how they were

the property of their husbands' fam

ilies, how they were hated by them

because they were supposed to have

committed some horrible crime in a

previous state of existence for which

their widowhood was a punishment,

and how they were subjected to hard

ship, drudgery, cruelty, and some

times, if they had no relatives of their

own, were driven out into the streets

to starve, or to fall into the hands of

persons more cruel than those they

had left.

The Pandita (woman teacher)

Ramabai, educated from childhood,

because of the wisdom of, an unusual

ly intelligent father, who, let it be

said in passing, did not escape an

opposition to his determination to

educate Ramabai's mother, so great

that it drove him to seek a home for

them in the forest, far from human

habitation and in the midst of the

lairs of wild beasts—Ramabai, when

widowhood came to her ini the nine

teenth month of a happy marriage,

and when her little daughter was

only a few months old, resolved to

devote her life to the education of

her unfortunate sisters; and, both to

prepare herself intelligently for such

a work and also to ask for the aid

in civilized countries which she could

not command in her own, she visited

England and America, spending six

years in studying and lecturing. In

England, at the ladies' college at

Cheltenham, she took the position of

professor of Sanscrit, at the same

time that she was pursuing, herself,

a course of mathematics, natural

science and English literature, and

while in that country she embraced

Christianity. Then she came to

America, studied our public educa
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tional system and the kindergarten,

preparing, the while, plans and mate

rial for her work as teacher of her

people.

The condition of the little widows

is briefly told in the following ex

tract from Ramabai's work, "The

High-Caste Hindu Woman:"

Throughout India, except in the north

western provinces, women are put to the

severest trial Imaginable after the hus

band's death. The manner In which they

are brought up and treated from their

earliest childhood compels them to be

slaves to their own petty little interests,

to be passionate lovers of ornaments and

self-adornment, but no sooner does the

husband die than they are deprived of

every gold and sliver ornament, of the

bright-colored garments, and of all the

things they love to have about and on

their persons. The cruelty of social cus

toms does not stop here. Among the

Brahmans of Deccan the heads of all

widows must be shaved regularly every

fortnight. A Hindu woman thinks It

worse than death to lose her beautiful

hair. Girls of 14 and 16 who hardly know

the reason why they are so cruelly de

prived of everything they like, are often

seen wearing sad countenances, their eyes

swollen from shedding bitter tears. , They

are glad to find a dark corner where they

may hide their faces as If they had done

sometnlng shameful and criminal. The

widow must wear a single coarse garment,

white, red or brown; she must eat only

one meal during the 24 hours of the day;

must never take part in family feasts and

Jubilees, and must not show herself to peo

ple on auspicious occasions. A man or a

woman thinks it unlucky to behold a

widow's face before seeing any other ob

ject in the morning, and a man will post

pone his Journey if his path happens to be

crossed by a widow at the time of his de

parture. She is called an "Inauspicious"

thing, a "rand," the name borne by a

Nautch girl or a harlot. In short, the

young widow's life is rendered intolerable

In every possible way.

Added to this are innumerable

facts of cruelty, one of which will

suffice in showing how utterly with

out pity these benighted people are

in their treatment of these unfor

tunate creatures whom they imagine

to be under the curse of God. A

young mother with a baby came into

Ramabai's school which she estab

lished after her return to India. It

was some days before the baby lost

the fright which seized upon her at

the approach of any person except

her mother, and the latter explained

that the people with whom she had

lived had been in the habit of taking

the child and throwing it across the

room, simply "for fun."

The efforts of Ramabai 11 years

ago resulted in the establishment of

the Ramabai association, afterward

and at present the American Ramabai

association. Two schools have grown

up supported by this body and by

other contributions in different parts

of the world. One school, at Poona,

called Sharada Sadan, gives religious

freedom to Hindu and Christian alike;

the other, called Mukti, at Kedgaum,

is an entirely Christian institution.

In the two are at present 1,950 girls,

all receiving a practical as well as a

school education. To quote again

from Ramabai in her report to the

annual meeting of the association in

March last:

Our plan of education Is carried on, as

before, with the aim of giving the Sharada

girls a thorough education up to the' high-

school standards. Besides this, they are

taught to do all manner of work which

will help them through life. They are

trained to be good housekeepers, cooks,

matrons, needle-women and weavers.

And where Ramabai once met only

bitter opposition and misrepresenta

tion from her own people, she now

sees a growing enlightenment and ap

preciation of the value of her work.

In this same report she says:

In spite of all that our opponents have

done to misrepresent the Sharada Sadan

and lower it in the estimate of our people,

Its influence is nevertheless . being felt.

Orthodox Brahmans are sending their

daughters and relatives to our homes. A

Hindu military man of high standing sent

his wife and children, for a change and to

receive instruction for a, few months, to

our home in preference to the home of his

father-in-law.

The American Ramabai association

carries on its work by means of cir

cles formed in many towns in this

country for the purpose of paying

annually a fixed amount. The mem

bership fee is one dollar a year, or as

much more as one chooses to give.

It is an effective method of raising

money for the support of a work

which, before many more years, no

doubt, will begin to receive aid from

its own people. For, already, num

bers of women have gone out from

the schools, carrying with them its

influence as they engage in useful oc

cupations, or establish homes as

mature wives and mothers, and this

influence must in time make itself

felt in the gradual awakening of the

race to their need for educated wom

en for wives and mothers of their

nation.

J. D. M.

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.

AT A SESSION OF THE BOARD OF

PARDONS.

John Doyle, a teamster, sent out less

than a month ago for being drunk and

beating his wife, was sent back to his

cell. His wife with a babe in arms and

three more little ones, hanging to her

skirts, were at the door when he

passed.

"Papa, ain't you goin' home with us?"

wailed the little boy. The father

stooped and kissed the child and hastily

passed on. The mayor did not witness

this scene, but after all the others had

been heard a spectator asked him to

call in the woman and question her.

She said Doyle had slapped her many

times, but had never beaten her badly

until the last time. Of course he was

always drunk.

"Why do you want him out?" asked

the mayor.

"I need him. I can't support the

children. He promises faithfully to do

better and I hope that he will. I need

him so badly at home."

"Mr. Johnson," exclaimed Detective

Watts, "I have known this man for sev

eral years and I have never seen him

drunk. He is an honest, hardworking

man."

Doyle was sent for. He began to

make promises, but the mayor cut him

off. The man's little boy and girl came

up and stood on each side of him. The

boy was sobbing: "I want miy papa."

The little girl's face was radiant with

joy, because one of the wealthy women

present had given a quarter to each of

the children. She held it up before her

father, whose face was the picture of

distress.

"What would you do in this case?"

asked the mayor, turning to an aged1

minister who sat near him.

" I would like to tie him to a hitching

post and give him a thorough drub

bing."

"Goodness, but these ministers are

bloodthirsty," the mayor exclaimed.

"Dean Williams, what do you say?"

"I vow I don't know."

"I guess it's all on me—what do you

say, Harry?" turning to Director

Cooley.

"His wife needs him' and she is the

injured party any way you look at it."

"Papa, are you going home with us?"

broke in the little girl, insistently.

"Yes, my child, he is going home with

you," said the mayor, and he signed the

pardon.—Cleveland Plain Dealer, of

Dec. 13.

THE THREE-CENT FARE OR

DINANCE.

Mayor Johnson shook a new three-

cent fare ordinance from his sleeve

yesterday afternoon at the meeting of

the board of control with the council

committee to which the first measure

had been referred. Mr. Howe's name

also appeared on the new ordinance.

Copies of it, and maps of the city with

17 possible routes shown on them in

red ink, were distributed among those

present.

Another meeting will be held Friday
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afternoon at three o'clock, as no at

tempt was made yesterday to do more

than present the mayor's ideas. Stan

ley Robison, Charles Hathaway and A.

W. Kurtz, some of the men who are

expected to bid for the new franchises,

were among the spectators. Mayor

Johnson was elected chairman of the

meeting.

"This ordinance," said he, "is in a

rough state and my only purpose in

having it presented is to give you an

idea to work on. At our next meeting

you will probably be ready with sug

gestions for amendments."

The measure provides that all bids

shall be accompanied by certified

checks of $50,000 each, and as soon as

the board recommends to the council

which bid is the lowest, the checks of

all other bidders shall be returned to

them. Within 30 days the successful

bidder must come in with the written

consents of a majority of the people

along two of the proposed routes for

not less than six miles of double track.

Within six months it must have the

six miles completed and in operation.

It will then be given its $50,000 check.

If in six months more it does not have

another six miles built and in opera

tion the city can give the other route

or routes to some one else, and take

away from the existing company its

first six miles and equipment. The city

also reserves the right to say where

the transfer points shall be, and the

new company must accept transfers

from the old companies if the old com

panies ever agree to accept transfers

from it.

The ordinance further provides that

the new companies may construct

"straddle tracks" for short distances

on streets occupied by the old com

panies, where it is necessary to oper

ate on them.

Straddle tracks are tracks laid right

alongside the present tracks. The

right to run over the old tracks outside

of free territory can be appropriated.

"By letting the new people put down

straddle tracks," said the mayor, "you

simply advance the time when they

can use the old tracks. The old com

panies won't delay the appropriation

suits so long and they may not even

compel the companies to appropriate

the right at all."

The ordinance further provides that

in the event of any trouble between

the new company and its employes

which interferes with the operation of

the road, the road must appoint an

arbitrator, the employes one, and these

two must appoint a third. The three

shall settle the difficulty. In the event

either party fails to appoint an ar

bitrator or the two fail to agree on a

third, the probate court shall appoint

one or both at the request of the city.

Of course there are the usual pro

visions about the city being able to buy

the road or roads at any time, though

the franchise reads for 20 years. On

the question of fixing the price at

which the city shall buy, the ordinance

says:

"In estimating the value of said

street railroad, it shall be valued as a

going concern. The cost of repro

duction shall be estimated and from

this shall be taken a reasonable

amount for depreciation. All the

property of every nature used in the

operation of the railroad shall be in

cluded in the valuation. Separate,

itemized schedules shall be made un

der the following titles:

"Land; power houses, including

building and machinery; all buildings

except power houses; tracks; street

pavements to the extent paid for by

the owner; rolling stock; miscella

neous.

"It is my opinion," said,the mayor,

"that the city ought to get as many

consents from property owners

along these routes, or such others as

the council may offer, as it is possible

to secure so that when the bidders

come in we will have them to show.

It will be a great encouragement to

the bidder as evidencing the desire of

the people for the lines and may

help the city to get better bids. We

won't accept anything over a three-

cent bid, and we want a lower one

than that if we can get it."—Plain

Dealer of December 17.

NON OMNIS MOBIAR.

In the teeth of the gale that hurls me back.

In the swirl of the ebb that sucks me

down,

I—I, tide by tide and tack by tack,

Threading the Night where fanged rocks

frown,

Ere the last spar fall, shall have somehow

crawl'd

To that Port whence shone no light for

me,

Where wrecked. If you will, but unap-

pall'd,

I shall know I am stronger than my Sea!

—Arthur J. Stringer, in Bookman.

Yank—You English seem to have a

feeling of dread in regard to that

new French submarine boat.

Bulle—We have, and I hope that we

will not get over it.

G. T. E.

Delia O'Cracken—What can I do? I

can wash in the cellar and haul the

clothes to the roof. I can scrap for

the dhryin'-room and niver get left.

I can slape in a room widout ventilation on a two-fute cot, and lean do a

lightnin'-change act from a washer

woman to a waitress in three minutes.

(She gets a trial.)—Brooklyn Life.

"The art of printing, sir," exclaimed

the Fervid Optimist, "is in its infancy!

My grandson, and possibly my son,

will one day have his Sunday newspa

per brought to him in 28 handy quarto

volumes, substantially bound, pro

fusely illustrated, in a polished oak

book case, all for five cents! Yes,

sir!"—Puck.

It should be remembered that mis-

government owes its existence to the

consent of the misgoverned.—Puck.

BOOK NOTICES.

By Bread Alone, by I. K. Friedman (Mc-

Clure, Phillips & Co., New York), is one

of the latest additions to the annals of the

poor. It is" the story of a big-hearted man

with a superfine sense of Justice, coupled

with a very Imperfect understanding of

political economy. Finding himself, as a

popular pulpiteer, out of harmony with

his rich congregation, he resigns from the

ministry and enters the "Northwestern"

rolling mills as a laborer. In the hope that

he may thus be able to lead the bondmen

to the promised land. The hero's experi

ence In the mills gives the author an op

portunity for a number of graphic and re-
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THE 6REAT STEEL STRIKE WAS LOST.

But you can gain something by reading

it tr

BYBREAD ALONE.
A ftory of the ste«l workers—a »tudy

of the psychology of the strike.

BY I. K. FRIEDMAN. POSTPAID, 81. SO.

H. H. TIMBY, Book Hunter, Conncant, O.
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allstic descriptions of the processes and

mechanisms of, a modern steel plant. The

reader Is also taken Into the Polish fam

ilies, where he sees the prevailing manner

of life among the very poor. The book

bristles with facts whose obvious signifi

cance is evident to one who understands

the difference between natural monopoly

and legal monopoly, but it Is to be regretted

that there was not some character to make

It a little plainer to the uninitiated. The

literary style is1 somewhat marred by the

author's craving for striking phrases and

new words; but, taken as a whole, the

book will appeal to those who prefer facts

under the guise of fiction to fiction under

the guise of facts, as an entertaining and

somewhat instructive story. C.
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DETROIT. ' MICH. Pacific coast magazine throws aside Its

maidenhood, as the editor, Charles T. Lum-

mus, puts it, and becomes a matron with a

new name—Out West. It will assume this

mark of maturity with th« January issue.

"The Land of Sunshine," writes the editor,

"has not sold out, tired out, gone out, nor

changed its mind; it has simply grown up;

its soul goes marching on—in a bigger and

better body and with longer strides." With

its change of name the magazine will en

large to the size of Harper's Monthly.
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treatises, reports of investigating

committees, hearings of indus

trial commissions, gropings of

college professors, journalistic
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other literature of the "trust
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encyclopaedia of American

industrial progress
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