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Senator Chandler's defeat for re

election to the senate from New

Hampshire is traceable without dif

ficulty to the Ohio Warwick—Mr.

Mark Hanna, to-wit. Mr. Hanna's

political programme contemplates a

Hannaized senate as well as what ex-

Secretary Olney so expressively de

scribed as a "syndicated president."

The debate now in progress in the

senate upon the army reorganization

bill indicates very distinctly that a

large army is needed in the Philip

pines and that it will be needed "there

for a long time to come, if the presi

dent's colonial policy continues. But

what about those semi-official assur

ances during the campaign that if

Mr. McKinley were reelected the

"rebellion" would totally collapse in

sixty days?

When we referred some months ago

to what we understood to be the fact,

that Great Britain had sent 300,000

troops into South Africa to conquer

the Boers, we were called sharply to

task by British sympathizers for mis

representing the British force by a

gross over-statement. That rebuke

now goes the way of more than one

other of similar kind. So good and

pro-British an authority as Winston

Churchill, admits in his lectures

that the number sent to the front by

England is 280,000. The difference

between 280,000 and 300,000 is hard

ly large enough to amount to a gross

misrepresentation.

Attorney General Griggs appears

to have been hard put to it in arguing

the Puerto Rico cases, when Justice

Harlan asked if he thought congress

would have the right not only to make

unequal tariffs but to prohibit trade

between Puerto Rico and the states.

He replied that it would, and that it-

had exercised precisely this power

by creating Indian reservations and

regulating trade between them and

the states. The illustration does not

support the contention. In restrain

ing trade with the Indians congress

has not acted upon its constitution

ally limited authority to make rules

respecting territories. It has acted

upon its unlimited power to regulate

commerce with the Indian tribes.

The unanimous decision of the su

preme court in the case of the Cuban

postal defaulter, Neely, is the best

attainable evidence that Neely's ex

tradition is in strict accordance with

the constitution. According to this

decision Cube is. a foreign- country;

and a law of congress providing for

the extradition of fugitives from

criminal prosecution there who have

sought asylum here, is constitutional.

That would seem straight enough

even without our highest judicial

sanction. But the practical effect

is curious. Neely, who, by the way,

is only charged with crime and in

the eye of the law is presumably in

nocent, will be sent by the president

to a foreign country to be tried there

not by the country but by the presi

dent's own military subordinates,

and without the aid of a jury. Had

the place of the alleged crime been

in this country the accused could not

be called to the bar of any United

States military tribunal. But as it

is in a foreign country his alleged

civil offense is brought within the

jurisdiction of the military author

ity of the United States. This rev

olutionary effect of the "foreign coun

try" element is certainly peculiar,

and just a bit confusing.

The celebration of Lincoln's

birthday at Columbus, under the aus

pices of the Jefferson-Jackson-Lin

coln league, of which Congressman

John J. Lentz is president, promises

to be both unique and inspiring. A

dinner will be given in a large audi

torium. As many as can occupy the

floor space comfortably will have

seats at tables, for which they will

pay a dollar. It is expected that

2,000 people will be seated here. The

overflow will pay 50 cents apiece to

sit in the gallery which accommodates

2,500. To each person in attend

ance will afterwards be sent a souvenir

volume containing a list of all persons

present, and all of tie speeches in

full. William J. Bryan is to respond

to the toast to Jefferson. George Fred

Williams 6peaks to Jackson, and

Charles A. Towne to Lincoln; while

E. W. Carmack, the new democratic

democrat whom Tennessee has just

honored with a seat in the United

States senate, will draw the parallel

between Jefferson and Lincoln. Alt-

geld, of Illinois, and De Armond, of

Missouri, are also invited to speak;

and Senator Pettigrew is to describe

the rise and decline of the republi

can party in response to the toast,

"From Lincoln to Hanna." In the

afternoon preceding the dinner, a

popular conference is to assemble

with a view to giving national impor

tance and possibly national organi

zation to this new but true political

harmony — Jefferson-Jackson-Lin

coln.

It is a mistake to infer, as the east

ern press has done, that the election

of John P. Hopkins to the post of

chairman of the democratic state

committee of Illinois, is a rebuke to

"Bryanism." In no sense whatever
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is it significant of hostility to Mr.

Bryan. This should be evident

enough from the fact that the very

majority of the committee that made

Hopkins chairman^ reaffirmed the

Kansas City platform. But if that

be not enough, 'there is ample con

firmation in the further fact that

Hopkins was supported by nearly if

not all of Mr. Bryan's disinterested

friends. It is no secret either that

ex-Gov. Altgeld, whose loyalty to

"Bryanism" is above question, threw

the weight of his influence to Hop

kins.

The simple truth about this mat

ter is that Hopkins's election was a

triumph over the "city hall gang,"

that political machine which is or

aspires to be to Chicago what Tam

many hall has been so long to New

York. Robert E. Burke is the Rich

ard Croker of this machine, and May

or Harrison is his handle-bar. Of

its disloyalty to Bryan in the presi

dential campaign no well informed

observer of Illinois politics is at all

in doubt. Mayor Harrison made

professions of fidelity, and he went

through certain motions calculated

to lend his professions the color of

good faith; but what the machine

did and what it left undone were in

the main precisely what would tend

to serve the Bryan cause least or hurt

it most. Harrison had come to Bry

an's support, even nominally, only

under compulsion. When Altgeld

made a third party run for mayor in

the spring of 1899, upon the Chicago

platform, Harrison was notoriously

arranging with Croker to prevent

Bryan's nomination. He had presi

dential hopes of his own. But the

50,000 Altgeld votes, cast upon the

Chicago platform, admonished him

and the reactionaries with whom he

was negotiating that although he had

been reelected mayor (a result which

he owed to combinations with the re

publican machine), he could not con

front Bryan with a united party in

his own city. He was discredited

by 50,000 democrats. In this way

Altgeld's object in entering the may

oralty race was served. He had

checked Harrison's scheming and

paved the way for a solid Bryan del

egation from Illinois. From that

time the Burke-Harrison machine

has had the Bryan banner out. But

it has played double all the way

through, which is the reason that

the sincere friends of Bryan

throughout the state determined

that the state committee should not

fall into its hands.

To accomplish their purpose these

friends of Bryan found it necessary

to support Hopkins. It was only by

doing so that they could be sure of

defeating Harrison's man. Hop

kins had a strength of his own which

they could effectively supplement.

He was not their choice, except as a

choice of evils. He had been seduced

by eastern plutocrats of the party in

1896; and, consequently turned out

of control of the party by Altgeld's

following, he had fought Bryan in

the campaign of that year. Natur

ally the Bryan men had little love for

him. But he came back into the

party in 1900 and supported Mr.

Bryan with every appearance of loy

alty. This counted in his favor, for

his reputation for candor is good.

They realized, indeed, that he has

private interests to subserve in poli

tics. His relations to Chicago gas

franchises, for instance, distinguish

him as a man who in public life will

bear watching. But in choosing be

tween Hopkins and Harrison—and

that was the alternative—sincere

supporters of "Bryanism" had noth

ing left to do but to vote for Hop

kins, and they did. Even on the

question of franchises, there was

less room for choice than might be

inferred from Harrison's profes

sions. In these circumstances it is

absurd to think of the election of

Hopkins as a set-back to Bryan. It

was a set-back to Mayor Harrison,

and a marked one, too. It was

nothing more, so far as politics go.

But it may prove unhappily to be

more in other respects. Mr. Hop

kins is now in position to "do busi

ness" through the democratic minor

ity with the republican majority at

Springfield—to do business in gas

franchises, for instance. That he

will try to indulge in this profit-able

pastime no one who knows him

doubts; he does not doubt it him

self. And he would scorn to deny

it. His principal virtue, which is

candor, would preclude his doing

that. Indeed there are indications

that he has already begun operations.

Unless the democratic state com

mittee and the democratic minority

in the legislature are prepared to

saddle their party with a share of

responsibility for vicious franchise

legislation, they had better keep a

sharp eye upon Mr. Hopkins.

Another negro burned at the

stake! This time it is in the state

of Kansas, at Leavenworth. In

every way the savage crime was as

disgusting in its infamy as that of

some 15 months ago in Georgia,

even to the collecting of charred re

mains of the dead negro's body as

souvenirs. Apparently, the sheriff

had arranged the matter to accom

modate the lynchers. The negro

had been placed for safety in the

penitentiary, a lynching having

been feared. But the sheriff de

manded his custody. Ordinarily

that would have been a proper pro

ceeding. But the sheriff must have

been aware of the desperate char

acter and disposition of the mob,

and should have taken precautions

to protect his prisoner. Instead of

doing so, he shoved the helpless

man into a cell of the unguarded

jail and left him to the devilish

mercy of his murderers. The gov

ernor justly lays the blame at the

door of the sheriff. But the gov

ernor himself palliates the lynching

by saying he has no doubt of the

negro's guilt. Why has he no

doubt? The negro had not been

tried. There was no evidence of

guilt available either to the gov

ernor or the mob. And the victim

himself protested impressively,

from the moment of his seizure to
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his last utterance in the midst of

the petroleum-fed flames, that he

was innocent. Fears are expressed

hy the governor that this lynching

will make it necessary to revive

capital punishment in Kansas.

Curiously enough, however, it is the

negro victim, whose guilt is in

doubt, that the governor has in

mind, and not the white assassins

who boast of burning him. Their

crime seems to be taken for granted

as at worst an excusable outburst

of passion. Yet if anything might

make one wish to revive capital pun

ishment, it would be the fiendish act

of that mob.

In an address at Boston condemning

"Uncle Tom's Cabin," Mr. F. Hop-

kinson Smith took occasion to say

that "as a boy he was brought up

among the slaves" and that) he loved

his " 'old mammy' and hugged and

kissed her as if she were white." This

remark was intended, apparently, to

illustrate the love that existed be

tween the black slaves and their white

masters. Mr. Smith was, of course,

only a child when he hugged and

kissed his "old mammy." He doubt

less stopped that as he grew older.

But the point of the illustration is

that even though grown-up whites

did not express affection for their

slaves by kissing them, as the chil

dren did, they expressed it as pro

nouncedly in other ways. This idea

of brotherly love is wholly false.

Emotions that manifest themselves

in expressions of personal affection

toward men and women whose rights

are at the same time and by the same

person denied, is not brotherly love.

There is nothing to distinguish it

from similar manifestations toward

horses, dogs, cats and doll babies.

Justice is the distinguishing attribute

of love. This might not be worth

saying apropos of Mr. Smith's remark

about the love of masters for their

slaves, for that is an old story. But

old stories are constantly coming up

in new forms. The new form of this

story is the emotional love that some

rich people now express for the im

poverished victims of plundering in

stitutions which they themselves

persistently defend. Such love is

like that of the—

considerate crocodile,

Which lay on the banks of the river

Nile.

He swallowed a fish with a face of

woe,

While his tears flowed fast to the

stream below.

"I am mourning," he said, "the un

timely fate

Of the dear little fish which I just

now ate."

Justice Harlan's son is not the

only supreme court justice's son who

has come into the full blaze of the

light of President McKinley's favor

upon the eve of the decision by the su

preme court of the question of the

constitutionality of Mr. McKinley's

colonial policy. Not only has Mr.

McKinley appointed the son of Jus

tice Harlan as attorney general of

Puerto Eico, but he has favored a

son of Justice McKenna with swift

and nleasant military promotion.

It must not be assumed that in

passing upon the Puerto Rico cases

either justice will be influenced

by the president's partiality. It

ought to be assumed that neith

er of the young men will cast

suspicion upon his father's integri

ty in case the decision of the

court proves to be what Mr. McKin

ley wants, by accepting the appoint

ment. These considerations are en

tirely apart from Mr. McKinley's mo

tives' in making the appointments.

What those motives were we make

no guess. We do not charge that the

appointments were made for the pur

pose of influencing the court, though

it would look that way to the tradi

tional "man up a tree." We go no

further than to repeat and endorse the

sentiment of the Chicago Times-Her

ald, a thorough-going republican

paper, which, in its issue of the 9th,

editorially commented in these words:

Across the undimmed mirror of the

supreme court has passed' the breath

of a suggestion, of personal influence

from the executive.

The supreme court cannot afford to

have even "the breath of a suggestion

of personal influence from the ex

ecutive" pass across its "undimmed

mirror;" and Senator Pettigrew is

to be commended for obstructing

confirmation of young Harlan's ap

pointment on the ground that un

der the circumstances it is indecent.

In an editorial article on social

ism, notable rather for dislike of

the term than for an understanding

of its significance, the Chicago

Chronicle gives perfect expression

to the true principle of democracy.

We could wish that it understood

the plain meaning of its own defini

tion, and that it might be depend

ed upon at all times to champion

the principle as well in its practical

applications as in the abstract. We

quote :

Democracy insists upon a return to

first principles, leaving the individual

unhampered by laws devised in the in

terest of others, and withholding from

him the benefits of any law intended

to give him an advantage over another.

If the democratic party would

adopt that principle in good faith

and support it with vigor in all its

bearings, the Chronicle would soon

have no further occasion to worry

about socialism.

Before forming an opinion with

reference to the barbarity charged by

the reports to the account of the Boer

general, De Wet, in having flogged

three British peace envoys and shot

one of them off-hand, it will be wise

to follow Winston Churchill's exam

ple, and doubt the reports until they

are confirmed. Mr. Churchill de

clares that the act does not tally with

his personal knowledge of De Wet. It

certainly does not tally, with the hu

mane conduct which has character

ized the Boers throughout the war.

Yet the tory papers of London, with

out waiting for confirmation of the

reports, are raising a great din about

it. They probably hope in this way

to minimize the barbarity of Lord

Roberts's war upon non-combatants

—his burning of farm houses and

savage destruction of great districts

of improved country and his Weyler
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izing of women and children. Should

it turn out that Gen. De Wet has been

guilty of inhumanity in the instance

of the peace envoys, his friends will

have for him at least the poor excuse

that inhuman methods of warfare

were begun not by his side but by the

British. And with reference to the

implication that he has committed

one of the greatest offenses known to

the laws of war, maltreatment of

peace envoys from the enemy, it is to

be observed that the peace envoys in

question were not envoys from the

enemy. Lord Kitchener did not send

them as his own representatives.

They were a Boers' committee which

he encouraged to go to De Wet on be

half of a mass meeting at Pretoria to

urge De Wet's troops to lay down

their arms. They were, in a word,

what the British, had the situation

been reversed, would call traitors.

A correspondent asks how we ac

count for the continuous increase of

the American export balance. He ac

knowledges that this cannot by itself

imply increasing national profit, see

ing, as all sensible men must, that

profit, whether individual or nation

al, depends upon import balances and

not upon export balances—upon ex

cessive income, that is, and not upon

excessive outgo. But he doubts

whether the draft upon the United

States for rents, trust dividends, and

other unprofitable exporting is great

enough to account for the enormous

and astonishingly increasing excess

of exports reported by the treasury

department. Our correspondent's

doubt is well founded. The excess is

not wholly due to unprofitable ex

porting. False figures enter very

largely into the statistical excess of

exports. We do not mean that the

figures are falsified by the treasury

department, but that it is done by ex

porters and importers.

By the falsifications of import

ers, the statistics of imports are

reduced. Since importers pay im

port duties calculated on the value

of their goods at the place of purchase

abroad, they make undervaluations

in order to lessen the duties. On the

other hand, by the falsifications of ex

porters, the statistics of exports are

increased. Export statistics are gath

ered from exporters' invoices. As

there are no export duties exporters

are without incentive to undervalue.

But they have a strong incentive to

overvalue. An American manufac

turer, for instance, sells a certain

quantity of his product in the Ameri

can market for, say, $1,000. But in

foreign markets, in order to compete,

he must sell for, say, $750. He is en

abled to charge high prices on his

home sales, by the protective tariff;

but not on his foreign sales. It is im

portant, however, in connection with

his home trade, that he should con

ceal the fact that his home prices are

higher than his foreign prices. So he

invoices his foreign sale at $1,000 in

stead of $750, and secretly allows his

foreign customer a 25 per cent, dis

count. If now he is paid by the for

eign purchaser in full, the transaction

figures in the treasury statistics as ex

ports $1,000, and imports $750. The

discount does not appear. Conse

quently these statistics show $250 ex

cess of exports. Yet there is in fact

no excess either way. That illustra

tion is not an uncommon instance.

So extensive are such importing

transactions, and so rapidly are they

increasing, that the statistical falsi

fications they embody account in

no small degree for our marvelously

expanding "favorable" balance of

trade. It is well known that a great

variety of American tariff-protected

goods are sold abroad at large dis

counts upon the home price. This

is part of the business of pro

tected trusts. And these expor-

tations are doubtless invoiced at

the high American prices. The

discount is a matter of private

bookkeeping only, and is not deduct

ed from the exportation statistics. If

these overvaluations were deducted

from the statistics of exports, and the

undervaluations were added to the

statistics of imports, the "favorable"

balance would be enormously re

duced.

But the whole balance of exports

is not accounted for by statistical

falsifications. A vast quantity of ex

ports does go out from this

country for which nothing ever

has been or ever will be im

ported. To that extent the

wealth of the country suffers a real

and not a merely nominal loss. For

instance, it was recently reported

from New York, that the year had

closed with the payment in corporate

dividends alone of $150,000,000, a

large share of which would go abroad.

In the same connection it was ex

plained, though with what degree of

veracity we are unable to say, that

Queen Victoria has an annual income

from American investments of $400,-

000; that the prince of Wales holds

American investments to the amount

of $500,000; that the emperor of Ger

many draws $150,000 anually from

American investments; that the Kus-

sian tsar draws $500,000 annually

from American investments; that the

royal family of Spain draws $100,000

annually from American invest

ments; and that the royal houses of

Belgium, Denmark, Italy, Holland,

Japan and Greece each have substan

tial annual incomes from American

investments. This country has no

income, either present or prospective,

for that outgo. And there never has

been any income. Investments were

originially made, to be sure; and that

implies excessive imports in the past.

But the treasury statistics give no

proof of such imports. We ceased to

be an importing nation in 1873.

Since that time we have exported

enough, over and above current im

ports (gold, silver, and merchandise

all included), to pay off all our previ

ous excess of imports with hundreds

of millions over. Foreign invest

ments, therefore, have been returned;

and whatever we send to foreigners

now in excess of what we get from

them is a drain upon our national re

sources. It is like interest payments

to an old creditor long after the prin
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cipal of his debt has been paid oft.

How absurd, then, are the boasts, one

of which comes recently from the bu

reau of statistics at Washington, that

the United States holds a place at the

head of the exporting nations. It is

essentially a boast that the United

States leads the world in sending out

more wealth than she gets in.

"AM I MY BROTHER'S KEEPER?"

It is with no intention of preach

ing a pious sermon that we

quote these familiar words from

Genesis. Yet there is within them

a truth which might vitalize any

sermon.

This truth is especially valuable

now. Though wealth is abundant and

wealth-producing power emulates

omnipotence, it must nevertheless

be confessed that degrading pov

erty and the more degrading fear

of poverty are distinguishing char

acteristics of civilized life. In

stead of lifting all to better condi

tions of opportunity, man's tri

umph over the forces of nature

enormously enriches a few at the

expense of the rest. It has done

little to increase the comforts of

the toiling masses even absolutely,

but miich to diminish their com

forts relatively; and their indus

trial independence it has positively

destroyed. The gulf between'

riches and poverty has not been

filled in; it has been widened and

deepened and made more a hell

than ever. So dreadful is the pov

erty of our time felt to be, that it

has inspired all of us with fear

of it; with a fear so terrifying that

many more good people than would

like to acknowledge their weakness

look upon the exchange of one's im

mortal soul for a fortune as very

like a bargain. Such unwholesome

circumstances make men ask of one

another with growing eagerness:

"Am I not my brother's keeper ?"

Three answers to the question

may be heard.

There is the answer of Cain as

the slayer of his brother. It comes

from those strenuous mortals who,

denying that their brother has

rights, acknowledge no duties to:

ward him. They answer prompt

ly and sharply: "No! I am not

my brother's keeper. Let him

prove his right to survive by sur

viving. The law of the universe

is neither mercy nor justice; it is

power."

Another answer is in spirit like

the first; but instead of being

strenuous it is hypocritical. It

comes from professional philan

thropists and their parasites, and

from statesmen who seek conquest

in the name of humanity; men who,

while denying that their brother

has rights which they are morally

bound to accord, profess an obliga

tion of charitable duty toward him.

In oily phrase they answer: "Yes;

I am my brother's keeper. It is my

pious duty, a burden from which

I must not shrink, to do him good

and regulate his life."

The third answer like the second

is affirmative. But it is not hypo

critical, nor is it inspired by senti

ments of conventional philanthropy.

It comes from devoted men and

women. Seeing and often sharing

the impoverished condition of

multitudes of willing workers in a

society where wealth abounds and

may be multiplied indefinitely, and

attributing this impoverishment to

industrial competition, they con

ceive of sacrifice for the brother as

an ever present and normal duty,

and forecast an industrial regime

from which competition shall have

been excluded.

The social ideal of the third

class may be expressed in the fa

miliar though much abused formu

la: "From each according to his

ability; to each according to his

needs." But this familiar formula

is not to be interpreted in the fa

miliar woodeny way. To each ac

cording to his needs does not nec

essarily mean to each according to

his selfish desires. It may just as

well mean to each according to what

is necessary for his greatest useful

ness. And in some form of phrase

or other, such is the interpretation

which most if not all believers in the

formula put upon it. The essen

tial idea is not selfish getting but

unselfish giving, not greed but sac

rifice. But that ideal does not bear

examination any better than its op

posite.

Sacrifice 'is as far out of equilib

rium in one direction as greed is

in the other. Not sacrifice, but

competition, is the law—and it is

a law, a natural law, a law of hu

man nature, an expression of the

law which governs all human activi

ty, namely, the law that men seek to

satisfy their desires, be they good

or bad, in the easiest known way—

thpt >e the law which furnishes the

only' rule whereby industrial equi

librium can be produced and main

tained so long as the sentiment of

self-interest in measurable degree

persists in the world. Competition,

if free and not made jug-handled

by legislative schemes for resist

ing it, would maintain that equi

librium. It is truly, as some one

has expressed it: "God's law of

cooperation in a selfish world."

With competition free, everyone

in normal mental and physical

health who produced in proportion

to his ability would share in propor

tion to his needs. For when we

consider the principle of the inter-

changeability of labor, no healthy

man's needs can exceed his ability

to produce. His desires may, but

not his needs. We have heard use

less and luxurious people say they

were born to be served, and un

der a self-sacrificing regime there

would be no way of telling whether

they might not be right. The

queen bee is_ useful in the hive;

why not they possibly in society?

But free competition would furnish

an infallible test. If that pre

vailed, they would be served in the

degree that they rendered service,

neither more nor less. To reflect at

all upon the principle of the inter-

changeability of labor is to see

that the relationship of ability to

needs is held in equilibrium by free

competition. While, for illustration,

a hatmafrer might not be able to

satisfy his legitimate needs as to

shoes with his ability as a shoe

maker, he would be able to do so

with his ability as a hatmaker, pro

vided exchange were unrestricted.

So a philosopher, a preacher, an

actor or a teacher might fall very

far short of satisfying his needs as

philosopher, preacher, actor or

teacher, if he had to make the

needed things themselves; but if he

were really useful to his brethren
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in his own vocation, he would have

no difficulty in satisfying those

needs in full proportion, by ex

changing his labor for theirs. 'His

income of service would be in pro

portion to his expenditure of abili

ty, and that is the industrial equi

librium. It is interference with

competition, not competition itself,

that unbalances industry and

brings about social conditions

which give plausibility to the

theory that we ought to work for

one another regardless of a return

of work.

That theory is fundamentally un

sound. "He who will not work

neither shall he eat." This cor

relative of the golden rule,

which commands not sacrifice

but reciprocality, is good gospel.

And whether we become our

brother's keeper in the philo

sophical way upon the principle of

giving without getting, or become

so in the spirit of conventional

philanthropy, we lead on to the

same goal. By making ourselves

our brother's keeper in the sense

of relieving him of his individual

responsibilities, we pursue a course

that must inevitably eventuate in

our invading his individual liber

ties by some device or other of or

ganized paternalism or industrial

militarism. He who adopts a poli

cy of perennial sacrifice for his

brother man, of sacrifice as a nor

mal social principle in contradis

tinction to sacrifice in abnormal

circumstances, has but taken the

first step in that policy of repugnant

philanthropy which begins with

doing our brethren good and cul

minates in regulating their lives.

Sacrifice is not brotherhood.

There are circumstances in which

it is neighborly. There are emer

gencies when it is noble. Conven

tional philanthropy itself has no

ble aspects. Not so, however, with

sacrifice as a universal rule. At

its best it implies a benevolently

inverted conception of the laws of

social life; at its worst it is a form

of unmixed selfishness. The princi

ple of sacrifice is not a principle

of brotherhood. Self-love sacri

fices; brotherhood is just.

Even the story of Cain, to which

advocates of sacrifice recur, pro

claiming as its moral that we are

our brother's keeper—even that

old story, coming down to us from

the childhood of the race, coincides

with the golden rule of the Naza-

renein identifying brotherhood with

reciprocity, with justice, with cor

related rights and duties, and not

with officious or sacrificial care-tak

ing.

We need not approach the story

of Cain in superstitious or pious

mood. Wholly apart from the rev

erence that imputes a sacred char

acter to everything between the

lids of the Bible, this story is

worthy of serious thought. As with

so many of the old stories and so

few of the new, it contains a share

of elementary truth. This is the

truth to which we have alluded as

of especial value in our era of agita

tion against social maladjustments.

The truth it embodies is the very

reverse of that which it is often

lightly supposed to teach. The

truth it does teach is that man is

not his brother's keeper.

Disappointed at the cold recep

tion of his offering to the Lord, and

envious to the point of deadly ha

tred of the affectionate reception

of his brother Abel's, Cain mur

dered his brother. The Lord knew

he had done this murder. Cain

knew that the Lord knew it. He

knew, too, that there was no de

fense. By murdering Abel he had

invaded one of Abel's sacred rights

—his right to live. It was not a

question of neglected charity which

his brother could not righteously

demand, not a question of withheld

philanthropy to which his brother

had no moral claim, not a question

of refusing to sacrifice himself or

part of himself for another to

whom the sacrifice would have been

a gift. It was a plain case of

wronging his brother in respect of

a right which his brother could

morally assert. His delinquency

had reference to no fanciful con

ception of duties divorced from

rights. He had violated his duty

because and only because he had

assailed the right of another.

Conscious of the wickedness of

his crime, Cain resorted to tactics

which have ever since been com

mon with his kind. Especially are

these tactics in vogue with the

men of our day who have much

to say for duties, artificial duties,

and have only a sneer for natural

rights. He made a false appeal to

a true principle.

"Am I.my brother's keeper?" he

asked triumphantly, when inter

rogated with the question which

implied and which he knew to im

ply the Lord's knowledge of his

crime. "Am I my brother's keep

er?" The question called for a

negative. None other could have

been given by a God of justice,

who is no respecter of persons. Cain

was not his brother's keeper. Had

he been his brother's keeper he

must have been his brother's mas

ter. The terms are interchange

able. So at bottom are the ideas

for which they stand. God makes

no man the keeper of other men.

Individual freedom is as plainly a

divine command as is walking with

the feet or eating with the mouth.

The law to which Cain appealed

would have been his perfect de

fense to any accusation but injus

tice. But to that accusation it

was no defense. Though charged

with no duties as the keeper of

his brother, he was charged, as axe

all men, with the duty of respect

ing his brother's rights. It was

because he had disregarded that

duty that Cain was driven forth

with the mark upon his brow..

Such is the lesson which the

Cain and Abel story has for the

lords and masters and philanthro

pists and reformers of all lands.

"Am I my brother's keeper?" No!

With emphasis, no ! Not more than

Cain to Abel is any man his broth

er's keeper. But as upon Cain re

specting Abel, so upon every man

respecting every other, is laid

the duty of conserving his

brother's rights. There is no nor

mal duty of charity, no normal duty

of sacrifice, no normal duty of reg

ulating a brother's life, no normal

duty of serving him without ex

pectation of fair service in return,

no normal duty of any kind toward

any man except in correlation with

some absolute right of his. Our

brother has a right to live; there

fore, it is our dutv not to kill him.

He has a right to labor and ac
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cumulate the products of his labor

as private property; therefore, it is

our duty to let him labor and not

to steal from him. And when these

and kindred rights are subject to

the power of organized society, as

they are' now, it is our duty as best

we can so to use our influence as

to prevent that injustice, through

the operation of social institutions

and laws, which it would be our

duty as individuals to avoid.

The true gospel of social regen

eration is this: "I am not my

brother's keeper; I am bound to

respect and conserve my brother's

rights." That is the gospel that

will regenerate. No other will. It

is the gospel of justice, and justice

is the predominant law of brother

hood.

NEWS

Though the news from South Af

rica is still strained through Lord

Kitchener's censorship, it is this

week somewhat fuller than it has

been recently. The indications are

that Kitchener, with his immense

invading force, has been thrown

upon the defensive. He is calling

in his garrisons from the interior

towns, where they are exposed to

the raids of the ubiquitous Boers,

in order to strengthen the military

points along his line of supplies.

The announcement of this move od

his part followed his report of a

simultaneous attack on the 7th upon

his garrisons at Belfast, Wonder-

fontein, Nootigedacht, Pan and

Wildfontein, alonsr the Delagoa

railway, a battle front fifty miles

long. The attack was beaten off,

but the British lost at least 29

killed, 53 wounded and 72 missing.

The Boers are reported to have

"poured a murderous cannon and

rifle fire into the British positions"

for four hours. Smaller engage

ments have been fought to the

south and west of Pretoria and in

the region of Johannesburg. Noth

ing has been learned of the move

ments of Gen. De Wet since the

battle of Lindley, reported last

week. The progress of the Boer

invasion of Cape Colony is still

wrapped in mystery. There are ru

mors, however, that it has advanced

as far as Clanwilliam, within 85

miles of Cape Town. Official rec

ognition of Lord Kitchener's ser

ious plight takes the shape of an an

nouncement from the London war

office, made on the loth, that 5,000

additional troops, most of them

mounted, are to be enlisted for

South African service.

By way of sequel to the story of

last week (page 632) that Gen.

Kitchener had influenced a Boer

meeting at Pretoria to send a peace

committee out among the Boers

urging them to surrender upon the

faith of his conciliatory speech, it

is now reported that three members

of this committee have been cap

tured and punished by Gen. De Wet.

As the story runs, one of the three,

a British subject, was first flogged

and then shot, and the other two

were let off with a flogging. The

story is not confirmed ; and, in view

of the reports that nothing has been

heard of De Wet's movements since

the battle of Lindley, it is extreme

ly doubtful.

A committee of the Afrikander

party of Cape Colony—Messrs. Hof-

meyer, Merriman and Sauer—is

about to appear in London to pro

test against the subjugation of the

Boer republics and to complain of

the invasion by the Chamberlain-

Milner regime of their own guaran

teed liberties. Mr. Merriman sailed

from Cape Town on the 16th.

Of the situation in China there is

no news except that the Chinese

plenipotentiaries, Li Hung Chang

and Prince Ching, have signed and

affixed the imperial seal to the joint

note (see page 600) of the powers.

They received instructions on the

12th from the imperial Chinese

court to do so without making any

objection. The seal was obtained

by Prince Ching from the "forbid

den city" in Peking, permission

having been obtained from the Jap

anese who are on guard at that

point. After its use for the pur

pose in view it was returned.

Sporadic fighting in the Philip

pines continues, but the dispatches

again promise early peace. Gen.

MacArthur reports officially the

surrender on January 11, in Iloilo

province, island of Panay, of Del-

gado, the Filipino commander-

in-chief, with 4 officers, 21 men, and

14 rifles; and predicts other impor

tant surrenders soon. In his opin

ion "organized armed resistance in

Iloilo province, Panav," is at a-n

end. On the 10th, 652 out of the

original 1,150 men of the 37th vol

unteer infantry sailed for home on

the transport Sheridan. The re

ports have it that of the remainder,

130 stay in Manila, a majority

having secured employment at $75

a month. The casualties of the

regiment are put at 28 killed and 90

wounded. A printing establishment

at Manila, charged with publishing

seditious matter, was on the 11th

confiscated; and on the 10th 30 Fil

ipino residents of Manila were de

ported to the island of Guam.

The American casualties since

July 1, 1898, inclusive of the cur

rent official reports given out in

detail at Washington January 16,

1901, are as follows1:

Deaths to' May 16, 1900 (see -page

91) 1.847

Killed reported from May 16, 1900.

to the date of tie presidential

election, November 6, 1900 100

Deaths from wounds, disease and

accident, same period 468

Totaldea.ths to presidential elec

tion '. 2.415

Killed reported since presidential

election 22

Deaths from wounds, disease and

accident, same period 117

Total deaths 2.554

Wounded sdnce July 1, 1898 2,382

Total casualties since July, '98. . . .4,936

Total casualties to last week 4.922

Total deaths to last week 2,540

It is reported that Dr. Apaciblo

has gone to London from the Uni

ted States to replace Agoncillo as

the Filipino representative ; and

there are rumors that Agoncillo

has been ordered by Aguinaldo to

go to Hong-Kong for the purpose

of directing operations there, but

refuses to go. Sixto Lopez, who is

putting his countrymen's case be

fore the American public, appeared

on the 13th before the Henry

George association at Chicago. He

was accompanied by Thomas T.

Patterson, of Brisbane, Australia,

who spoke at length and effectively

as Lopez's interpreter.

Decisions by the TT. S. supreme

court may be looked for soon on

constitutional questions raised by

the colonial policy that sprang out

of the Spanish war and of which

the subjugation of the Philippines

is part. One decision of the group

was handed down on the 14th. It
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does not deal with these questions

directly, but does determine the

status of Cuba. The case arose out

of the postal frauds in Cuba report

ed on page 91, for complicity in

which C. T. W. Neely was arrested

in this country as explained on page

105. The arrest was upon a requi

sition from the American governor

general of Cuba, Gen. Leonard

Wood. To authorize Neely's ex

tradition to Cuba for trial, congress

enacted a law on the 23d of May

(see page 105) which provided that

"whenever any foreign country

or territory or any part there

of is occupied by the United

States, any fugitive from jus

tice therein who shall be found

in the United States shall on

written request or requisition of the

authorities in control of such for

eign country or territory," be sur

rendered, etc. As will be seen,

this law authorizes the American

authorities in America to surrender

a fugitive to American authorities

occupying the foreign country from

which he has fled. Neely contested

the law as unconstitutional, raising

the question by habeas corpus pro

ceedings in the federal courts. The

lower court at New York city hav

ing ordered his extradition, he car

ried the case to the supreme court

at Washington, where it has been

decided as noted above, the decision

being against him. The opinion of

the court was written by Justice

Harlan and all the judges con

curred. They hold that Cuba—

cannot be regarded in any constitu

tional, legal, or international sense a

part of the territory of the United

States. While by the act of April 25,

189S. declaring war between this coun

try and Spain, the president was di

rected and empowered to use our en

tire land and naval forces as well as

the militia of the several states to such

an extent as wasmecessary tocarry the

act into effect, that authorization was

not for the purpose of making Cuba

an integral part of the United States,

but for the purpose only of compelling

the relinquishment, by Spain of its au

thority and government in that island

and the withdrawal of its forces from

Cuba and Cuban waters. The legisla

tive and executive branches of the gov-

ernmenit, by the joint resolution of

April 20, 1898, expressly disclaimed any

purpose to exercise sovereignty, juris

diction or control over Cuba, "except

for the pacification thereof." and as

serted the determinedion of the United

States, that object being accomplished,

to leave the government and control

of Cuba to its own people. All that

has <bee-n' done in relation to Cuba has

had that end in view, and, as far as the

court is informed by the public history

of the relations of this country with

that island, nothing has been done in

consistent with the declared object of

the war with JSpain. Cuba is- none the

less foreign territory within the mean

ing1 of the act of congress because it

is under a military governor appointed

by and representing the president in

tie work of assisting the inhabitants

of that island to establish a govern

ment of their own, under which, as a

free and independent people, they may

control their own affairs without inr

terfierence by other naitione. But, as

between the United States and Cuba,

that island is territory held in trust

for the inhabitants of Cuba, to whom

it rightfully belongs, and to whose ex

clusive control it will be surrendered

when a stable government shall have

been established- by their voluntary

action.

Having thus defined the status of

Cuba as a "foreign territory within

the meaning of" the extradition act,

the court proceeded to argue that

this act is an appropriate and con

stitutional step "for the protection

of life and property in Cuba while

occupied and controlled by the Uni

ted States," and accordingly dis

missed the writ of habeas corpus.

The Puerto Rico cases, which di

rectly involve the colonial question,

(page 633) were submitted on the

11th. Attorney General Griggs and

ox-Secretary Carlisle then closed

the arguments. A significant point

in Mr. Griggs's argument for colo

nialism was his suggestion that—

we must consider the possibilit3'

(though not the probability) of the

acquisition of Egypt, the Soudan, cen

tral Africa, China or a spot in the Ant

arctic circle and the classes of people

who may at any future time be entitled

to citizenship. The powers of congress

to legislate are amply sufficient to per

mit the settlement of all such contin

gencies.

The burden of Mr. Carlisle's argu

ment against colonialism was his

contention that the real question

is not whether the constitution ex

tends to the inhabitants of Puerto

Rico, but whether it extends over

the congress, the president and the

cabinet.

It may surprise many to be told

that the presidential election did

not come off until the 14th of the

present month. That, however, is

the fact. On that day, the second

Monday of January, the presiden

tial electors assembled at their re

spective capitals and east their

votes for president and vice presi

dent. The result as indicated at

the election in November was not

changed. McKinley and Roosevelt

received 292 votes and Bryan and

Stevenson the remaining 155.

Senatorial elections in several

legislatures began in each house on

the 15th. In Idaho Fred T. Dubois,

democrat; in Michigan James Mc

Millan, republican; in Pennsylvania,

Matthew S. Quay, republican; in

Colorado, Thomas M. Patterson,

populist-democrat ; in Massachu

setts, George F. Hoar, republican;

in Maine, W. P. Frye, repub

lican; in Tennessee, E. W.

Carmack, democrat; in South

Carolina, B. R. Tillman, dem

ocrat, and in New Hampshire, Hen

ry E. Burnham, republican, were

elected on the 15th by each house

of their respective legislatures, and

their election was confirmed in joint

session on the 16th. Senator Quay

succeeds himself, after a long dead

lock over the vacancy. Senator

Burnham succeeds Senator W. E.

Chandler, who was defeated for re-

nomination in the republican cau

cus. In Montana there was no elec

tion in separate session on the 15th,

but W. A. Clark had a majority of

three in the senate and was in a

minority of only one in the house,

and on the 16th he was elected by

a vote of 57 to 36. In Nebraska,

also, there was no election in sep

arate session on the 15th. On the

16th, the first joint session, a dead

lock began. There is a senatorial

deadlock, too, in Delaware.

At Chicago on the 15th, in re

sponse to a call for the unificationof

the socialist movement in American

politics, 103 delegates, representing

30 states, assembled in convention.

Seymour Stedman, of Chicago, was

elected permanent chairman. Eu

gene V. Debs offered a resolution

emnowering the committee on or

ganization to devise ways andmeans

to bring about a peaceful union of

all the socialistic parties in the

country, and it was adopted with

enthusiasm. According to the local

press, only the Debs party had sent

representatives to the convention.

Elections in Austria, now prac

tically over (the only classes of

voters remaining unpolled being the

land proprietors, and the members

of the chamber of commerce, who

are regarded as certain to elect
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their old representatives), are start

ling to the conservatives. The Ger

man radicals (who desire to incor

porate Austria into Germany), and

the socialists have taken away from

the anti-semites nearly two-thirds

of their seats. The clerical party,

also, with which the emperor affili

ates, has lost heavily. One of its

most distinguished representatives

has been defeated by a peasant. The

new parliament is expected from

these and other indications to be as

intractable as the one that was dis

solved on the 8th of September

last. Should it prove so, an at

tempt to abolish constitutional gov

ernment may be looked for. Po

litical conditions in Austria have

been a subject of report and expla

nation in these columns heretofore

in No. G3 page 9, No. 85 page 9,

No. 86 page 9 and No. 95 page 10

HEWS NOTES.

—The attorney general of Ohio has

brought suit to test the validity of

street franchise grants in perpetuity.

—The colonial legislature and gov

ernor of Puerto Rico have enacted a

law providing for trial by jury. The

bill was signed on the 16th.

—The British cabinet has been sum

raoned to meet on the 18th to decide up

on a legislative programme for the

coming session of parliament.

—The river and. harbor appropria-

tion bill was passed by the lower house

of congress on the 16th. It carries ap

propriations amounting nearly to $60,-

000,000.

—Prof. Pupin, of Columbia uni

versity. New York, has invented a sys

tem of ocean telephoning which he has

sold to the American Bell Telephone

company.

—The Lowell observatory in Arizona

has reported a shaft of light project

ing from a well known geographical

point on the planet Mars. It was1 ob

served for 70 minutes.

—Upon the retirement on the 1st of

February of the United States signet-!

corps fromi Puerto Rico, the eoloniai

government is to assume control of the

telegraph system of the island.

—Dr. George E. Howard, head of the

department of history at Leland Stan

ford Junior university, has resigned

under compulsion because he con

demned the forced resignation of Prof.

Boss.

—The Chicago city council has passed

an ordinance forbidding spitting upon

sidewalks, or on the floors of public

places, or in public conveyances. The

penalty is a fine of from one to five dol

lars'.

—Preliminary steps for the adoption

of some plan of labor arbitration and

conciliation were taken on the 12th at

Chicago by the committee appointed at

the recent conference of the National

Civic federation.

—James A. Mount, who had retired

from the office of governor of Indiana

upon the expiration of his term on

the 14th, dropped dend of heart disease

on the 16th at his room in the Denison

hotel at Indianapolis.

—Rich oil land has been discovered

near Beaumont. Tex. Mayor Jones, of

Toledo, an oil expert, says the well now

flowing is the largest even opened in

the United States and equalsthe great

est in Russia. In consequence of this

discovery the Standard Oil company

has reduced its price from $1.25 to

$1.20 a barrel.

—A complimentary banquet is to be

tendered to A. J. Frame, president of

the Wisconsin Bankers' association, un

der the auspices of the Henry George

association of Chicago, at the Audito

rium on the 19th. The price of plates

is two dollars, and tickets may be ob

tained of F. H. Monroe, 356 Dearborn

street. Mr. Frame is to speak upon

the vagaries of Georgism. Louis F.

Post is to reply, and Edward Osgood

Brown will preside.

MISCELLANY

JS CONGRESS.

This report is an abstract or the Congressional
Record, and closes with the last Issue of that pub*
Ucation at hand upon going to press.

January 8-12, 1901.
Senate :

Consideration of the army bill was re
sumed on the 8th, and continued on. the
9th. Before It was taken up on the 10th
Senator Teller presented a petition signed
by 2,006 native Inhabitants of Manila who
have submitted to the Jurisdiction of the
United States. The petition was read
(printed in full at pages 850-61-52). but Mr.
Teller's request that it be printed as a
public document raised the objection from
Senator Hawley that the petition "Is a
treasonable denunciation of the govern
ment and an attack upon all our soldiers."
After referring it to the committee on the
Philippines, the senate proceeded with, its
consideration of the army bill; and on the
11th, the house apportionment bill having
first been reported favorably by the census
committee, consideration of the army bill
was again resumed. In the course of the
debate Senator Hoar offered an amend
ment (page 947) restricting the use of the
army in the Philippines until steps for
peaceable adjustment have been taken.
The amendment was laid on the table by
a vote of 32 to 19. the only republicans vot
ing In the negative being Hale, Hoar, Teller
and Wellington. A list of actions In the
Philippines, with American losses from
February 4. 1899. to June 30. 1900, was quoted
In the debate and is printed at page 962.
The 12th was devoted to memorial ad
dresses on the late Senator Davis, of Min
nesota. Senator Nelson opening and Sen
ator Towne closing.

Honxe i

The reapportionment bill. Burleigh
amendment, allowing 3*3 members for the
lower house In future (page 764) was passed
on the 8th by a vote of ICS to 102. The
9th and 10th were spent in committee of
the whole on the river and harbor bill. The

11th was devoted- to private pension bills,
and on the 12lh the house went again into
committee of the whole on the river and
harbor bill.

WINTER.

For The Public.

From Odin's land, beyond the rainbow

bridge,

Frelja looked on the earth, all drear

and cold.

Grey was the sky, and black the moun

tain ridge,

And bare the trees, for Hodr's Icy fold

Had clasped the world, and In his grasp

would keep

Till Sigurd's coming wakes Brynhlld

from sleep.

In pity, Frelja called her maidens fair.

Then straightway to her magic loom

did go, .

And wove a tissue wonderful and rare;

Festooned the trees and hid the rocks

below.

Then, from It made a robe of glistening

white,

And with It covered all the world

from sight.

AMY DUDLEY.

WHY THE FILIPINOS STILL FIGHT.

Of course no one now pretends that

he believed the campaign declaration

that the Filipinos held out only in

hope Bryan would be elected, and that

as soon as MeKinley was indorsed they

would drop their arms. It did well

enough to tell to voters, among a truth

ful and sagacious people; but not even

the hysteric orators believed it. The

Filipinos are still fighting. They will

struggle on as long as they can, of

course, as any people on earth would

struggle against even the ldndest and

wisest invader; as every sensible person

knows they will.

But it is probably not because they

care for independence, as you and I

might, that they keep on fighting. lb

is just the inborn meanness of the

critters. They want to make out that

our great and good stump-speakers

lied. But they are mistaken in think

ing that such proof will shock us. We

knew it before.—Charles F. Lunuuis, in

Land of Sunshine.

IN THE TEMPLE OF JANUS.

Superb are the triumphs of man's

intellect in the marvelous century.

But ghastly are its accompani

ments. Still its fruits of achieve

ment are grasped by a few and for

the multitude there is sodden con

tent for the best and the devil's de

spair for the worst. Ravished conti

nents are the loot of the great, and

the centers of civilization are in ter

ror of brigandage. The grisly corpses

festering in the jungles of Luzon are

not so terrible an indictment of our

disloyalty to God as are the pinched

features of sweat-shop workers whose

earnings are filched from them or the

starveling bodies of the mine work-
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ers whose harsh toil heaps up wealth

for others.

On what extinguishment of high

hope have these marvelous achieve

ments been builded.

The century's sun sets in gloom of

poverty, the blaze of wealth, the

glorious light of achievement, the

lurid glare of war.

But hope is eternal and the race

ever renews itself. And only justice

will satisfy- the universal craving for

justice. When civilization wears shab

by in one land, men in some far coun

try with red blood in their veins are

ready to take what was best of it and

give it new significance. Yesterday

it was America where social justice

meant most; to-day it is New Zea

land; to-morrow it may be Russia.

Every toilful step won lifts the whole

race towards its goal, liberty, equali

ty, fraternity.

From the gray chill a faint flush

steals over the sky, instinct of the

great light that shall irradiate the

heaven and set the earth aglow.

A new century dawns.—John Stone

Pardee, in the Red Wing (Minn.) Ar

gus.

"CLEVELAND. BRYAN, THE SOUTH

AND 'THE PUBLIC "

Extracts from an editorial with the

above title, which appeared In the Times,

of Greenville, Miss, for Jan. 5.

In concluding a contention that "the

low ebb of vitality" to which the party-

has been brought is chargeable to

Cleveland instead of Bryan (by which

token we infer the compliment to

Cleveland of having occasioned Hry-

an's successive defeats), The Public

says, "it is not Brynnism that ha*

brought, the democratic party solowin

voting strength, but Clevelancism.

Bryanism has given the party that

democratic tone of which the slave

power formerly and Cleveland latterly

divested it; and as the fight goes on

Bryanism will give it voting strength

also." This paper also declares that

"true democrats" -want none of "the

pro slavery doctrines and victories

that preceded the civil war." . . .

Their tone [the tone of the extracts

from The Public quoted in theTimesJ

is in thorough harmony with Mr. Bry

an's repeatedly expressed sentiments,

and as absolutely antithetical to the

policies and doctrines of the old-school

southern statesmen—those who won

the "victories that preceded the civil

war." They are produced simply as

pointing once more to the chasm fixed

by training, environment and habit of

mind between the theories and senti

ments of Br3-an and the theories and

sentiments naturally and historically

a part of the south. This gulf is as

great as that which separated Dives

and Lazarus, but, it was bridged in a

moment of enthusiastic emotionalism

by. a few leaders who subordinated

everything to their devotion to a wild

cat scheme of finance and their hatred

of the best friend, north of Mason and

Dixon's line, possessed by the south

since the civil war.

But what is meant by "that demo

cratic tone," of which the slave power

and Cleveland filched the party and

which Bryanism has restored? What

is meant by "pro slavery doctrines and

victories?" What is the nature of the

"inspiration" which "the new democ

racy," as molded and led by Bryan,

draws from Lincoln?

The "pro slavery doctrines and vic

tories" were the doctrine of states

rights and the victories which for 60

years gave the democratic party, main

ly under southern leaders-hip, control

of the government. "That democratic

tone," and the "inspiration" from Lin

coln of the "democratic democracy"

are readily comprehended by the care

ful reader of Mr. Bryan's speeches in

his last campaign. The explanation is

in the keynote to all his discussions;

the same old "fraternity and equal

ity;" the same old "all men are created

equal;" the same old "consent of the

governed." . . .

Possibly Mr. Bryan is yet unprepared

to go to the. extreme of preaching uni

versal social equality, but this is but a

step removed from universal political

equality. Equality, social and political,

is the logical end to which must come

all who accept, the abstraction of an

"equal" creation; and with Mr. Bryan

and his school this is little less than a

religion. The Times has1 never once

criticised Mr. Bryan on the score of

his excessively "democratic tone." He

is no more responsible for his feelings

than were Lovejoy, Everitt, Phillips,

Garrison, Higginson and the others of

that host of abolition idealists with

whose sentiments his mind works in

natural and automatic harmony.

Surely The Public is correct. There

is, indeed, a vast difference between the

tone of the old democracy, for which

the southern "slave power" and Cleve

land stood, and that of the new, as

led by Bryan and interpreted b3' his

organs. The difference being so

patent, and so radical in a hundred

ways, the Times can but marvel at the

choice made for the southern people

by their leaders, and express a belief

in its1 ultimate repudiation by "the

rank and file."

DR. LYMAN ABBOTT ON THE

SINGLE TAX.

An extract from a lecture on "Industrial

Democracy," delivered In Brooklyn, N. Y.,

December 13, as reported In the Brooklyn

Dally Eagle.

I have already pointed out the dis

tinction between the natural rights of

property, that is the property which

man acquires by his labor, and the arti

ficial rights of property or property in

the natural resources and natural

forces which are conferred upon him

by the social organism. It is proposed

by a certain class of reformers that the

whole people shall resume their posses

sion of the natural resources and the

natural forces and shall become the

landlord of the individual members.

This plan is infelicitously called a

single tax. It ought not to be so-called,

when in fact it is a plan for the aboli

tion of all taxation on the assumption

that if the people get possession of

what is their rightful property there

will be no need of any taxation. Let

me try to state this matterclearly, sim

ply correcting some popular misappre

hensions, for I meet continually men

whose opinion is that the single tax

proposes to put all taxes on real estate.

This is not the proposition at all. It-

does not even approximate the proposi

tion. The proposition is this: The air,

water, land and the products of th»

land., coal, oil and the juices of the

earth, God created and gave them to

humanity. They belong to the human

race.

The single taxer says, going back to

the original conception of land which

the Hebrew Scriptures stated belonged

to God and which the feudal system

said belonged to the king, let it be un

derstood that land and its contents be

long to the whole community. It be

longs to the whole community because

no man produced it, because it was

created b}* the Creator and belonged

to the Creator. Let the community then

act as the landlord and let it rent to

every man his land at a valuation de

pendent upon the value of the land in

its raw condition. The single tax the

ory is that land belongs to the peo

ple, that land is raw material.

Before a spade has been put into

the soil or before a pick has

touched the land, it has a natural

valuation, whether it be in towns, su

burbs or country. It shall be rented

to him that has it or leases it for a

rental equal to a low interest on the

natural value of the land. But theTe

are other things that belong to the

people. A great strip of road, 100 feet-

wide or so, running from New York to

Buffalo, belonged to the people until
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they gave it to the New York Central

railroad. The state grants franchises

and has, therefore, the right to act as

landlord for the railroad. I shall not

carry this out further than simply to

say this: Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, in

his book entitled "Natural Taxation,"

■which, though Less popular, is much

more scientific than Henry George's

'Progress and Poverty," has given fig

ures to show a pLan whereby all ex

penses of the government, economical

ly administered, would be raised from

the Land and the franchises and that

there would be no need of taxation

properly so-called. The latest advocate

of the single tax, and his advocacy is

qualified, not absolute, is Charles

Francis Adams, who says that the

single tax is an enormous improvement

and reduces taxation to a systematic

and scientific basis. Would not the car

rying out of this plan amount to a con^

fiscation of Land values? If we carried

it out, it would amount nd doubt to

such a change, in values as would be

disastrous to some land owners, but it

would not be carried out instantly, but

would come into effect little by little.

Industry and ownership would adjust

themselves to the new conditions ex

actly as Life has adjusted itself to the

utilization of steam and electricity.

Personally, I do not believe that the

practical injustice that would grow out

of any adoption of the single, tax that

would be possible in America would

be so great as the injury that has come

to individuals from the readjustment

of industry, adapting itself to new in

dustrial conditions.

HOW IT LOOKS FROM THE PHIL

IPPINES.

The following Is a letter written No

vember 22, 1900, by a United States army

surgeon who Is now stationed on one of

the most southerly Islands of the Philip

pine group. The letter was received by

Speed Mosby, of Jefferson City, Mo.,

January 11, 1901, who is a friend of the

writer, and who for obvious reasons with

holds his name.

The news of Mr. Bryan's defeat

reached us yesterday. A Japanese

steamer, driven out of her course by

the storm which has prevailed in

this part of the world for the past

three days, passed up the coast on

her way from Sydney to Yokohama,

and the captain obliged us by signal

ing this bit of news while passing.

This news did not surprise me in

the least, but it came as a very sore

disappointment. The good people

who are always right, according to

Cardinal Wiseman, have been so

tricked by the "full dinner pail" ar

gument, and so blinded by the glit

tering idea of "imperialism" that in

the words of Scripture, "they know

not what they do." Poor people!

Poor fools! They deserve very little

sympathy for the misery they are

bringing upon themselves and their

children. But, oh, how sad it is, to

witness this history-worn spectacle of

a great nation of free men, 'deliberate

ly undermining its happiness and

Hberty. Unfortunate people are they,

who can be so deluded by party lead

ers who view their wrongs and mis

fortunes through the neck of a cham

pagne bottle. If the voters were de

luded, they are to be pitied; if their

eyes were opened to a nlear percep

tion of the main issue of this great

political campaign, they deserve to be

eternally damned by God and cursed

by their posterity j.or all time to

come.

How an American citizen could

justify himself in voting for imperial

ism is beyond my comprehension.

The republican policy is so plainly

incompatible with our professed form

of government, that if persisted in,

it needs no seer to prophesy the

downfall of the republic. I am neith

er a politician nor a statesman, but

as a physician I imagine this defeat

a strong symptom of our early de

cline as a free country. In fact, I

believe all our pretensions are but a

delusive show, like paint on the

cheeks of a harlot, covering the out

ward body with a pretense of virtu

ous beauty, while below the surface

all is villainy and corruption.

It is certainly a great farce for us

to pretend to be free, when a great

political party can afford to make

fun of the declaration of independ

ence. There was a time when the

citizens of the United States merited

the singular blessings vouchsafed

them by Providence. The grand old

men who founded the republic were

neither fools nor fogies, as they have

been called by the hypocritical re

publican press. And yet- in this year

of our Lord a great party (numerical

ly great, I mean) can afford to scoff

at the immortal work of those men,

and tell the public that their teach

ings are worthless and old-fashioned,

and find millions to cheer them to the

echo, and vote for them in the bar

gain. Verily, the time is ripe for

the beginning of sceptered tyranny

and oppression. Will the people al

low it? I do not believe they will

be able to prevent it. Already the

spirit of the mailed fist is dominant,

and I am positive, if the plans of this

autocratic administration are carried

out, a few years will find us groan

ing under a military yoke as com

plete and despotic as that of Ger

many or Russia.

It is high time for the peop'.e to

remember that their fancied liber

ties are not as secure as they might

be. This sick nation of ours needs

careful treatment and good nursing.

The people can cure any political dis

ease if they will go about it in the

right way. If I were the attending

physician I believe I should prescribe

a good dose of Marat pills, or perhaps

a Robespierre. But these things will

all come in good time, if necessary.

For the present we must wait and

hope for better days, and join in the

mournful howl of the multitude—

vox populi, etc.—and work!

You will pardon me, I hope, for

having expressed myself at such

length, and in such a crude way;

but I felt it necessary to express my

feelings to some one, and consequent

ly selected you for the victim, know

ing that I should at least be sure

of your sympathy. I am so disgust

ed with the whole business that I

feel like settling in Borneo, Siam, or

some other free and enlightened

country, and never coming back to

the states. I am very busy at pres

ent, getting off my annual requisi

tions, returns, reports and a thousand

and one other things connected with

army red tape. The insurgents are

more active than ever before, all state

ments to the contrary notwithstand

ing. This war will last for years, if

I am not greatly mistaken, and in the

end we will have gained nothing but

an immense national debt and a coun

try where white men cannot live; also

a big regular army, which is, of

course, a part of the scheme.

KITCHENER'S IRON HAND.

A dispatch to the New York Sun, dated

Ottawa, January 5. Published In the

Sun of January 7.

The Canadian troops in South Africa,

according to recent reports, are evi

dently not much in sympathy with the

harsh measures now being enforced

against the Boers by Lord Kitchener.

In a letter from Belfast. South Africa.

Lieut. Morrison, of Ottawa, editor of

the Ottawa Citizen, who is with the

Canadian artillery there and has been

recently mentioned in dispatches for

gallant conduct in action, describes the

march through Steilpoort valley,

north of Belfast. He says:

"Bright and early we marched off.

The Canadians, as usual, were in the

advance guard, with the Fife lancers

and two pompoms. Col. King- com

manded the advance and Gen. Smith
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Dorien the main body. During the trek,

which lasted four days, our progress

was like the old-time forays in the

Highlands of Scotland two centuries

ago. The country is very like Scotland,

and we moved on from valley to valley,

lifting cattle and sheep, burning, loot

ing and turning out the women and

children to tit and weep in despair and

utter misery beside the ruins of their

once beautiful farmsteads. It was the

first touch of Kitchener's iron hand—

a terrible witness, and I don't know

that I want to see another trip of the

sort. It rather revolted the most of

us.

"We burned a track about six miles

wide through these fertile valleys, and

completely destroyed the village of

WiUpoort andi the flourishing town of

Dullstroom. The column left a trail

of fire ajid smoke behind it that could

be seen at Belfast. Many of the

houses were surrounded by beautiful

gardens abloom with roses, lilies and

hollyhocks, and embowered in fruit

trees, and with my glasses I could see

the women and children bundled out,

their bedding thrown through the win

dows after them. The cavalry would

ride rapidly away, and the poor wom

en and children, utterly confounded

by the sudden visitation, would remain

standing in the yard or garden watch

ing helplessly, their homes disappear

in fire and smoke."

Describing the sack of Dullstroom,

Lieut. Morrison proceeds: "On the fol

lowing morning, the troops were up

long before daylight and marched off

at four o'clock. We had no trouble in

getting up at the right hour. You

could hear alarm clock bells ringing

from nearly every heap of blankets

upon the camp ground, and the veldt

hummed like a telephone office. When

a soldier loots a house the first thing

he grabs is the clock. In the dim.

early damn the column, nearly all

mounted men. moved swiftly north. We

were going to sack and burn the town

of Dullstroom.

"Nobody who was there will ever

forget that day's work. About seven

o'clock in the morning our force seized

the town after a little fight. The Boers

went into the surrounding hills, and

there was nobody in the town except

women and children. It was a pretty

plate, nestling in a valley. The houses

had lovely flower gardens and the

roses were in bloom. We seized a

kopje overlooking the main street and

placed a'l the guns on it, while the

cavalry galloped through and skir

mished up the hills beyond. The

Boers drove in our outposts on the

flank, and began sniping the guns,

and amid the row of the cannonade

and the crackle of rifle fire the sacking

of the place began.

"First, there was an ominous bluish

haze over the town and then the smoke

rolled up in volumes that could be

seen for 50 miles aiway. Thel Boers on

the hills seemed paralyzed by the.

sight, and stopped shooting. When

the lull came Gen. Smith-Dorien in

vited the artillery officers to go down

into the place with ham on a sort of

official appearance—'just to tell them

that you saw me' style of thing. The

town was very quiet save for the roar

ing and craokle of the flames. On the

steps of the church a group of women

and children were huddled. The wom

en's faces were very white, but some

of them had spots of red on either

cheek and their eyes -were blazing.

"The troops were systematically

looking the place over, and as they got

through with each house they burned

it. Our Canadian boys helped the

women to get their furniture out with

much the same concern as they would,

exhibit at a village fire at home. If

they saw anything, however, they par

ticularly fancied they would likely ap

propriate it (muzzle not the ox that

treadeth out the corn), but they had

not the callous nerve to take the/peoi-

pl'e's stuff before their eye®. But you

should have seen the royal Irish on the

loot. They helped the people out with

their stuff by hea.ving bureaus bodily-

through the windows,puttingpickaxes

through melodeons and such like wan

tonness. Iheard the yell: 'Begorry.Tim,

here's a nice carpet. Oi think Oi'll take

it home for the ould woman. Lind a

hand here.' R-r-r-rip! Up came a

handsome pile carpet in strips. And

so the work -went on, the officers stand

ing by laughing at the costly fun their

men were having.

"As I stood looking a woman, the

owner of a very pretty little cottage

standing in a rose garden on a side

street which was being destroyed,

turned to me and pathetically ex

claimed: "Oh how can they be so

cruel?' I sympathized with her and

explained that it was an order and had

to be obeyed. But all the same it was

an intensely sad sight to see tb-e little

homes burning and the rose bushes

withering up in the pretty gardens

and the pathetic groupsof homelessand

distressed women and children weep

ing in abject misery and despair

among the smoking ruins as we rode

away."

Possibly the Chinese would take a lit

tle more kindly to Christianity if they

realized that you can believe in it with

out practicing it.—Puck.

THE PRACTICABILITY OF PROPOR

TIONAL REPRESENTATION.

For The Public.

Proportional representation has

been unfortunate in having too many

speculative, and too fiew practical

friends. A very simple principle has

suffered from over refinement. The

idea itself, that of so constituting leg

islative bodies that they shall be rep

resentative of the various political

factions as measured by their votes, is

everywhere received with friendliness

by thinking people; but when it comes

to the application these friends are too

often at loggerheads.

In this dilemma we might well take

a lesson from the Swiss. While the

English have speculated upon the Hare

system of transferable votes, and the

French theorists have reduced the

problem to mathematical exactness,

the hard-headed statesmen of the

mountain republic adopted a simple

application, and have had it in opera

tion for ten years.

The principal features of the Swiss

system are:

1. District lines, such, for instance,

as congressional districts, are wiped

out, and the representatives elected

from the- state at large.

2. Any party or group of voters enti

tled to nominate candidates, either bj

convention or petition, may nominate

as many candidates as it sees fit, upto

the whole number to be elected.

3. Each elector has as many votes

as there are representatives to be

elected, which he may distribute as he

pleases among the candidates. The

votes count for' the candidates individ

ually as well as for the party or group

to which they belong.

4. The sum of all the votes cast is di

vided by the number of representatives

to be elected, and. the quotient is

known as the quota of representation.

5. The total vote of each party or

group of voters is di%'ided by this elec

toral quota, and each party is allotted'

as many representatives as the quota is

contained times in its vote. Should

there not be enough full quotas to

elect all the representatives the re

quired number is taken from the

party or parties having the largest un

filled quotas.

6. The number of representatives to

which each party is entitled is taken

from its list of candiates in the order of

votes they received.

7. Should there be a vacancy during

a term of office the remainder of the

term is served by the candidate of the

same party whose vote w as highest of

those not at first chosen.

Districts should not be so large as to
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lead to confusion in the choice of can

didates, nor should they be too smell

to admit of the representation of every

considerable minority. No state elects

too many congressmen to be included

in one district. Some states might be

divided in to three, four or even five dis

tricts for the election of members of

the legislature.

In the November election the con

gressional vote of Iowa was: Republic

an, 304,302; 'democratic, 212,649; pro

hibition, 6,151; social-labor, 1,876; mak

ing a total vote of 524,978 cast. A

stranger looking at that vote would

naturally suppose the democrats elect

ed two-thirds as many congressmen as

the republicans, but instead of that

the republicans elected them all.

Under the Swiss system this total

vote of 524,978 would be divided by 11,

the number of congressmen to be

chosen, which would give as the quo

ta 47,725, the numoer of votes neces

sary to elect one congressman. Di

viding the republican vote, 304,302, by

the quota, 47,725, it is found they

have* six full quotas and a remainder

of 17,952. The 212,649 democratic votes

divided by the quota give four

full quotas and the remainder of

21,749. Neither the prohibitionists

nor the social-laborites polled enough

votes to fill a quota. As there is still

one congressman to be assigned, he

is given to the democrats, because

that party has the largest unfilled

quota, which makes the congressional

delegation six republicans and five

democrats, instead of the present 11

republicans.

In afew of the Iowa districts the

democrats have a fighting chance of

electing a congressman, but in most of

them there is never any hope. The

democrats merely go through the form

of nominating a candidate, while the

real election takes place in the repub

lican convention. The reverse of all

this is true of so-called democratic

states. All of it is unnecessary. With

the state voting as a unit, each voter

would know his vote bore directly upon

the final result; he would know his

party would secure representation in

proportion to the number of votes it

polled. The apathy of hopelessness

and the arrogance of over-confidence

would alike disappear.

Not only would, each party or group

of independent voters have the repre

sentation to which it was entitled,

but the voters could choose among

the candidates on their respective tick

ets. This would prevent conventions

nominating unworthy candidates, and

setting aside the real leaders of the

people, for even if the politicians of

the leading parties agreed to nominate

unworthy men, the people could assert

themselves by presenting on an inde

pendent ticket the men whom the con

ventions ignored. This power is the

hands of the people would be the most

effective restraint upon "machine"

conventions.

Proportional representation is espe

cially applicable to the election of

city aldermen, county commissioners,

and members of the state legislatures.

It has ceased to be a novelty. Switzer

land has used it for ten years. Bel

gium adopted it last year, and Tas

mania has adopted it for the election

of representatives to the Australian

federation.

Not only has the United States

outstripped the world in material

achievements, but she has in two gen

erations acquired' the conservatism of

ages.

STOUGHTON COOL.ET,

Secretary American Proportional Repre

sentation League, Maywood, 111.

A MESSAGE TO THE WORKERS.

For The Publdc.

Bryan said that a single taxer could

always be recognized by the fact that

he believed in his principles and had

faith in himself. Faith—that is the

word. Faith in humanity is the first

gospel of freedom. Faith in one's self is

the mainspring of all great actions. In

this world each one is a factor for good

or evil. However great or insignificant

a man may be, however high or low his

station, he wields a certain influence.

And it is only when the individual re

alizes the power he wields that he can

form .any proper conception of his

duties. A man who thinks himself of

no force whatever is not apt to weigh

his words as well, to consider his

thoughts as carefully, or to be so cir

cumspect in the formation of his opin

ions as the one who feels and knows

that his life counts for something.

One who was in many respects a good

man once said to me: "I know the

world is full of crime and sorrow; I

know that my government is not a

just one, and that the condition of

mankind should be and could be vastly

better than it is—but what can I do?

I am only one, and men will not listen

to me; therefore I will attend my own

affairs, provide for myself and fam

ily, and let the world wag as it wiM»"

A comfortable sentiment, truly; but

where would civilization be to-day if

all men had believed it? No, my friend,

it is not true that you have no power

over men; it is by no means' true that

your voice counts for nothing. Do not

believe yourself so worthless a crea

ture. God made you a man; therefore

a freeman. Can you look into the face

of the Omnipotent and say: "Behold,

0 Father, the misery and injustice of

the world, which I have not sought to

change because I could not!" - Would

you tell Him that? You know you

would not. Then cease telling it to

yourself. Quit living a lie. You are

responsible, yes, primarily so, for all

of the wrongs that exist around you,

unless you have exerted yourself to the

utmost to bring about just and right

eous conditions.

The system that produces million

aires and beggars is wrong—but the

wrong is institutional. It is not the

fault of any particular beggar, nor of

any special millionaire. It is the fault

of those political institutions under

which such unhappy conditions are

possible. Now, who is to blame for

these institutions? Those who sutler

them to remain. Would you abolish

injustice? If so, speak out. Lift up

your voice against it and fight it with

all the powers you may possess. Lei

the world know which side you are

on. Whatever course others may take,

this is the only one that will relieve

you of responsibility for existing so

cial and political wrongs.

Justice requires you to speak.

Tyranny demands nothing but silence.

She asks that you sit still and close

your eyes—nothing more. She says

unto oppressed humanity: "Peace—be

still," and her all's-well echoes along

the cordons of buttressed wrong

around the globe. Idlness, inertness,

political apathy and inactivity will do

more for tyranny than all the powers

of eloquence or physical force. But

those who love Justice must work.

To those who have heard her call, the

message is clear. There is no middle

course; no turning aside, nor falling

back. Our duty is plain. It is not for

us to ask: "What shall the harvest

be?" Many of us will not live to see

the harvest. But what of that? We

know what it will be, if we but sow

the^seed. It is idle to speculate upon

the time whenour work shall have been

accomplished, or the probable results

of each individual effort. Put your

whole force into each blow, and strike

for Justice! Let posterity calculate

the result.

He who underestimates the force of

individual effort, who thinks that pow

er always resides in the inert force of

numbers, has certainly read history to

little advantage. The loudest trum

pet does not blow the sweetest tone.

The largest armies have not won the

greatest victories. The most modest

beginnings have produced the most stu
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pendous results. Two or three earnest

and sincere men, plodding patiently

alongf, have more than once set this

old world topsy-turvy. When. Arnold

Winkleried gathered to his breast the

bunch of Austrian spears, he did not

live to see the effects of his heroic

deed—he saw but his duty; but he

broke the power of Austria. To many

of us it is given to embrace the cluster

of spears, but not to see the empire

tremble. Yet we know of a certainty

that no righteous effort was ever put

forth in vain. History tells us that.

.\o good word or deed was ever lost.

Self-sacrifice contains the germ of vic

tory.

When the Persian millions advanced

upon Thermopylae, Leonidas gave per

mission to all of his men to retire, ex

cept the Spartans—it was not permis

sible for them to retreat in the face

of any foe. They did their duty as

they understood it. The story of how

they fell electrified' all Greece. An

armed host of thousands could not

have done so much for liberty as tie

simple story of their fall, and the

legend on their tomb: "Go, stranger,

and tell the Spartans that we obeyed

the laws, and lie here," has inspired

as many daring deeds as anything in

all history. The pride of Persia lies

buried in the dust of centuries, count

less generations have gone down to

nameless and forgotten graves, and

mighty nations have "passed, like the

anthem of a breeze, away," but that

grand and beautiful story of duty and

devotion still survives, and will sing

the song of freedom through unnum

bered ages.

But even though our .good deeds

should be lost to others, they are not

lost 1o ourselves. We are good in so

far as we do good. We are all sowers,

in one sense or another. Each one is

to-day sowing the seeds of that harvest

which must be gathered in Eternity.

The path of duty is the avenue of

God. And, after all, there is that with

in the soul of man which prompts him

to believe that when the sounds of

human strife aire hushed, and earthly

tasks are finished; when life's bloom

is withered and the last day's work is

ended, there will be a lasting comfort

in the thought of duty done. Let us,

then, in the words of Lincoln, "have

faith that right makes might, and in

that faith let us, to the end, dare to

do our duty as we understand it."

SPEED MOSBT.
Jefferson City, Mo.

Miss Trute—The cold wave has civ

ilized my Chinese lilies.

Mr. Mishun—Civilized' them?

Miss Trute—Yes; thinned them out.

G. T. E.

WORK OF THE ONTARIO ASSESS

MENT COMMISSION.

For The PubMc.

What may be considered an event of

especial interest to tax reformers

chiefly of the Henry George school of

thought has been the proceedings of

the assessment commission appointed

by the government of Ontario, just

brought to a close in the city of Toron

to.

The members constituting the com

mission (were: Judge MacLennan, To

ronto (chairman); Judgei McMahon,

Toronto; D. R. Wilkie, banker, Toron

to; Kenneth W. McKay, editor Munici

pal World, St, Thomas; T. H. McPher-

son, ex-M. P.. Hamilton; M. J. Butler,

Napanee; and A. Pratt, assessment

commission, Ottawa.

The subjects of inquiry upon which

evidence was taken—any person being

permitted to give evidence—embraced

the following:

(1) Assessment of lands and the Im

provements thereon.

(2) Most equitable method of assessing

stock In trade and the property of mer

chants and mercantile corporations.

(3) Most equitable mode of assessing

companies operating municipal fran

chises.

(4) Exemptions from taxation.

(5) Assessment of personal property, In

cluding Income.

(6) Powers and duties of municipal offi

cers In making assessments and In col

lection of taxes, Including the sale of

goods or lands for arrears.

(7) Local Improvements and any other

subject relating to municipal taxation.

A feature very noticeable art almost

every sitting of the commission—no

ticeable to commissions, press, taxing

authorities present, and others—was

the predominance- of single tax mem,

and' those who, not appearing as sin

gle, taxers, assisted largely in further

ing the single tax.

What appeared to be most striking

throughout the proceedings was the

clear and forcible argument against

the plan of taxing everybody in sight,

as compared to the hazy, lack-of-prin-

ciple plan favoring taxation of every

thing.

Another feature none the less no

ticeable — and w'hich reflects credit

upon tie Canadian adherents of the

Henry George school of thinkers1—

was the respectful, and, it should' be

added, inquisitive, attitude of the com

mission whenever any single tax man

arose to speak. Here was a clear in

stance of talking to andi not "talking

at," consequently the speaker fre

quently was interrogated, not, as is

sometimes the case, cynically, but in

quisitively, with curiosity to obtain in

formation.

All of the commissioners asked

questions, and pertinent were many of

them, but the chairman seemed the.

most desirous of gathering all infor

mation possible. During the process

of interrogation — whenever it hap

pened!—it was a most enjoyable treat

to listen to the chairman, or one of his

associates, putting a question which

an appearing witness couldi not an

swer, which was often the case. It al

ways created a hearty laugh. As an

instance, Mr. McKelken, Q. C, a "tax-

everything-in-sight man," while speak

ing upon exemptions proposed in the

case of churches that the land alone be

taxed, was asked by the commission

er: "Why should the building be ex

empt, and not the land?" at which

Mr. McKelken hemmed and hawed and

then sat down..

Immediately following a single

taxer arose to speak, prefacing his re

marks by saying: "The answer to the

question put to Mr. McKelken, and

which that gentleman could' not an

swer, was this: The value of the build

ing was produced by the labor of its

ow'ners, and should not be taxed. But

the value of the land is created by the

community; therefore it should be

taxed."

On another occasion Mr. McKelken,

Q. C, was again at a loss for an an

swer when asked by the chairman:

"What benefit doesi a man derive from

municipal expenditures who occupies

an office in a building which already is

taxed? In the rent paid for an office

the occupant pays his share of the

taxes imposed."

So often did the witness referred to

argue that the owner of personal prop

erty should be taxed to the fullest ex

tent because of the benefits he derived

from police and fire protection, that

more than once it was necessary for

a single taxer present to make reply

to the contrary. The shot that put an

end to Mr. McKelken's theory was

when that gentleman asked A. E.

Kemp, M. P., a manufacturer, if he

did not receive the benefits of police

and fire protection, to which Mr. Kemp

replied that he provided his own pro

tective service, and therefore did not

require that aid from the community.

Another witness, a single taxer, who

was arguing for the taxation of church

and similar educational lands, was

asked by the chairman why such lands

should be taxed, when there was no

pecuniary gain to its holders. The

single taxer replied: "The same argu

ment could justly be advanced by the

owner of a vacant lot; yet the commu

nity levies a tax on it because its value

depends upon the expenditure of pub

lic monies."
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The chairman was not satisfied. He

said: "But it is not intended that the

land shall bring any pecuniary gain."

"Perhaps not," replied the single

taxer, "but the users of it, nevertheless,

are enjoying the privileges of its use,

while excluding others who would be

taxed."

The illustrations given will indicate

to some extent the ready replies which

were forthcoming from the single taxer

whenever he was questioned.

Some mention should be made of

those who appeared to give evidence.

Mr. McKelken, for instance, repre

sented a body known as the Municipal

Association of Ontario, composed of

mayors and councilors, who favor the

most stringent application of the pres

ent tax laws, and even more so, if that

be possible. Then there were a num

ber of municipal assessors; half a

dozen corporation lawyers; three or

four real estate owners; tie anti-de

partment-store retailers; but the bulk

of those giving evidence were private

individuals and business men, repre

sentatives of boards of trade and man

ufacturers' associations.

The best friends and. allies of the

business class, and the ordinary, con

sumer, were the singletaxers who at

every opportunity came to their rescue

and that of the commissioners, and.

made plain to their perception a com

mon-sense plan of taxation, so just and

systematic, in comparison to the com

plexities and anomalies of the tax laws

now in force. Among the business

men there was evident pleasure at the

appearance and evidence of the single-

taxer who so strong^' defended the

interests of labor and capital. That

the single taxer has been working to

good purpose in the past was clearly

evident in the remarks of nearly every

business men who appeared, for their

arguments chiefly have been the stock

in trade of the single taxer for many

years.

The entire proceedings, from the

Henry George point of view, are grati

fying, and this view is upheld by a

statement in the Toronto World, which

says:

The most noticeable feature has been

the urgent skill with which the advocates

of the single tax have pressed their

views, with no little acceptance, on the

commission.

The Star on the same subject soys:

The tendency of the arguments and the

disposition of the commissioners are eas

ily to be seen. Mr. Justice MacLennan,

the chairman, seems to lean towards

single tax. The commissioners are open

minded. They are not property prej

udiced.

Further on the Star says:

The big corporations, operating public

franchises, are evidently convinced that

the assessment commission Is no idle

bluff. They appeared to think at first

that the assessment law would Jog along

in the same old way, and a row of coun

sel with big retainers In their pockets

smiled serenely. When they saw the mu

nicipal delegates, the single taxers and

even the chairman of the commission

very much of the same mind on their

case they were very much surprised and

unprepared. They asked for six weeks'

extension to prepare their case. They got

three weeks.

What conclusions the commission

will arrive at can fairly be stated and

are likely to be somewhat as follows:

Abolition of taxation oax personalty

and income, substituiting there

for a tax on the rental of real es

tate but optional' in its , enforce

ment.

Taxation of franchise values in lieu

of present taxes.

Taxation (limited) of church and

private educational lands.

Taxation for local improvements

based on the value of land—part

by the owner and part by general

community.

And last, of all, taxation of land

valuesexclusivejy, throughout New

Ontario, a district recently; opened

up for settlement, and larger in

area than any American state.

Some months will elapse before a re

port of the proceedings will appear in

print.

GEORGE J. BRYAN.

MEEK AND LOWLY MAN.

For The Public.

An interstellar trav'ler

Prom Universal Space,

In his starry wand'rlmrs

Chanced to turn his face

In time to seize an object

Resembling much a ball,

Which proved on close inspection

To be not one at all.

Arrested in its orbit,

An apple it might be,

With rough and fuzzy peeling

And moisture in degree.

Eruptions on its surface

Attracted his keen eye.

Microscopic test proved they

Were made by bacilli.

He found that they delved deeply

And builded very high.

They delved towards the center

And built towards the sky.

Six thousand years of labor—

And what was there to show?

They had not pierced the peeling;

Upward was still more slow.

This apple they called Earth,

The center of the world.

Declared for them 'twas made,

The Armament unfurled:

The sun was made to warm

And light them through the day,

The stars to guide the mariner

Upon his weary way.

The nose of Ursa Major,

The fiery Southern Cross,

Were hung up in the heavens

To save their ships from loss;

The moon to light their night,

The cloud to give them shade-

All things In Earth and heaven

For them their course obeyed.

They thought things far from perfect;

Some grumbled at the plan;

If they had supervised it,

It had been spick and span.

Said the trav'ler as he loosed

The ball, its end to serve:

"Meek and humble little man.

All that you lack is 'nerve!' "

P.

BOOK NOTIOES.

Whoever imagines that the radical doc

trines of the followers of Henry George

are unsound because they are new, may

enjoy the sensation of astonishment by

glancing through "The Earth for All

Calendar" (New York, 62 Trinity place:

George P. Hampton. Price 50 cents), an

Indexed book of 252 pages In which Ernest

Howard Crosby, the more famous son of

the justly famous Presbyterian clergyman

of a generation ago, the Rev. Dr. How

ard Crosby, has collected extracts

from the writings of some of the great

names of literature, ancient as well as

modern. Mr. Crosby expresses his own

surprise, and well he may. Here are

quotations from Plato, Aristotle, Plu

tarch, Virgil, Horace, Seneca, Josephus,

Dante, Spinoza, Proude, Gladstone,

Bright, Milton and the Bible, not to men

tion Rousseau, Hugo, Shelley and Jeffer

son, and ignoring Dickens, Max O'Rell,

Mark Twain and a host of others, all

questioning the right of monopoly in land

and exhibiting a more or less clear con

ception of the injustice of It. There is

at least one of these quotations for each

day of the year. Speakers and writers

who may have occasion to Illustrate ar

guments on the land question, or indeed

any person who may wish to impress

another with the words of great thinkers

who have questioned the justice of land

monopoly, or even to satisfy himself by

comparing his ideas on this subject with

theirs, will be grateful to Mr. Crosby for

this useful and excellent book. It Is a

unique and will prove to be, we venture

to predict, a serviceable contribution to

the list of the more permanent books to

which Progress and Poverty has given

birth.

JANUARY MAGAZINES.

—The Ethical Record (New York, 48 East
Fifty-eighth, street: The Society for Eth
ical Culture. Price 16 cents a copy; 75 cents
a year) opens with an editorial by Felix
Adler on the redemption of New York. ,
Other articles deal with the educational
possibilities of democracy, the city of the
future, the religious outlook, and the boy
cott, the contributors being Joseph Lee,
Charles Zueblln, David Savllle Muzzey and
W. L. Sheldon.

—The Social Gospel (South Jamesport,
N. Y. : The Social Gospel Co. Price 10
cents; $1 a year), now in its thirty-fifth
number, opens with a paper by D. T.
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Hinckley, on the village of Leclaire, the
first of a series on "Industrial Better
ment." The village of Leclaire is the
location, near St. Louis, of the N. O.
Nelson Manufacturing Co., a profit shar
ing concern, which alms in this, its own
factory village, to provide for the com
fort of Its employes and their families
who chose to make their homes there.
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By JOHN J. McCANN.

Late Workhoume Convict No. 239, the

St. Louis Single Tax Lawyer and Real Estate

Agent who in a series of taxation cases fore

shadowed In his hook has precipitated Mis

souri into a taxation contest almost directly In

volving the single tax, forced the beginning of

the taxation of public land franchises previous
ly unknown in his state, to the fiscal gain of a

quarteriof a^nilllon dollars a year added revenue

to his city and made it the now leading issue of

the state legl-lature, brought the whole 8'ihjcct

of land and improvement taxation to a city po

litical Issue, challenged the legality of personal

property taxation in one hundred test oases

now pending In the state supreme court and

fought the occupation license tax hold up to a

finish in city, county and state Hupreme courts

and into the St. Louis Workhouse for a six

months' sentence at hard labor, resulting In his

personally unsolicited ttnd unconditional re

lease after forty days' formal detention, etc.

Price, 50 cents postage prepaid. A few copies

of his Brief in the Personal Property Tax

Cases at 18 cents postage prepaid. Address the

AUTHOR, No. 1017 Chestnut St., St. Louis, Mo.
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95 Randolph Street, 58-64 Dearborn
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Fine stories don't make fine shoes.

It requires first-class leather and

honestly -employed experience and

skill,—as it always did. No wonder

those, for which the bottled -up elixir

of all delight is claimed,—DO disap

point some people. There are higher

priced ones than Pingree Shoes, but

there are none better. They are

all honest shoes, put together in a

superior manner, not skimped and

never slighted. They are perfect

fitting and handsome because we

have spent 34 years learning"How."
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and leathers

The best shoes tn the "world for the prices

are the Ptngree Specials:
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"Governor," $4 for Men
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Is a weekly paper which prints In concise and plain
terms, with lucid explanations and without editorial
bias, all the really valuable news of the world. It If
also an editorial paper. Though it abstains from
mingling editorial opinions with its news accounts, It
has opinions of a pronounced character, which, In the
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fear of consequences, and without hope of discreditable
reward. Yet it makes no pretensions to Infallibility,
either In opinions or in statements of fact; ft simply
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honesty in both. Besides its editorial and news fea
tures, the paper contains a department of original and
selected miscellany. In which appear articles and ex
tracts upon various subjects, verse as well as prose,
chosen alike for their literary merit and their whole
some human Interest. Familiarity with The Public
will commend it as a paper that is not only worth
reading, but also worth filing.
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Single copies, five cents each.

Published weekly by

THE PUBLIC PUBLISHING COMPANY,

1401 Schiller Bldg.. Chicago. 111.

Post-office address:

THE PUBLIC. Box 687. Chicago, ILL

 

The Best Flour is

H. R. Eagle & Co.'s BEST

Made from the finest

Minnesota Hard Wheat

by the Most Improved

Process. TRY IT.

H R. EAGLE & CO., 76 and 78 Wabash Ave.,

CHICAGO. ILL

HENRY GEORGE ASSOCIATION.

I_CTUBKB QIVBN AT ,

HANDKL HALL,

40 Eut Randolph Street, Second Floor

EVERY SUNDAY AFTERNOON

At 8 o'clock sharp.

Program for Sunday, Jan. 20th. 1901.

PROF. EUGENE PARSONS.

"TRUSTS."


