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Pessimists have recently been de

fined as 2>ersons who believe that ev*erything old has been tried and failed,

and that all things new are bad; and

optimists as jolly fellows in comfort

able circumstances' who believe that

whatever is, is good—except when it

pinches them.

A political victory is claimed by

the British tories at the by-election at

Stratford. But if they really regard

that as a victory they must hunger

and thirst for victories. This elec

tion they carried by the same ma

jority that they rolled up in 1895. A

tory constituency is retained by the

tories by their usual majority upon

the war issue. How does that indicate

that the anti-war feeling has received

a blow?

One of the Washington reports of

the current week tells of a claim which

a regular army officer makes to the

honor of having captured Aguinaldo.

The dispatch does not explain wheth

er he claims to have madethecapture

honorably or Funston fashion.

Judge Stein, of Chicago, joins the

small but growing number of judges

who are checking the tendency of the

courts to abolish jury trial for crimes

by issuing injunctions against crim

inal acts. The case in which Judge

Stein's decision was rendered was not

a labor case. Those are the cases in

which the injunction abuse has been

most pronounced. It was a case in

which the injunction was sought to

restrain race track gambling. Judge

Stein held that the powers of the

criminal courts, and not those of a

court of equity, should be invoked.

It is gratifying to learn from friends

and admirers of Senator Hanna that

the Cleveland street railway, which

he controls, has granted "a voluntary

raise of wages" to conductors and

motormen. But the amount of the

raise is only one cent an hour. Men

who formerly got- 20 cents an hour, or

two dollars a day, are now to get 21

cents an hour or $2. 10 a day. As wages

go, this may be liberal; but under any

circumstances it is an exceedingly

small base for a towering monument

to Mr. Hanna's gc-nerosity.

There is a smoothness which even

the president himself might have im

parted to the ad-ministration press, in

the gentle boasting it is indulging in

over the abolition of some of the

stamp taxes. . Confiding readers ig

norant of the facts might suppose that

an onerous tax burden imposed by an

enemy of Mr. McKinley and- the peo

ple had been removea through the

success at last of Mr. McKinley's de

voted efforts to that end. Yet what

is the fact. A war tax, for the support

of a war which ended nearly three

years ago, and the expenses of which

while it lasted were borne principally

by borrowed/ funds, has been reduced

less than half!

From a news item which passed

through these columns last week, con

densed from telgraphic reports, it ap

pears that the supreme court of Ten

nessee has decided that as women are

not constitutionally eligible to office,

and as lawyers are "officers of the

court," therefore women are ineligi

ble to the bar. That decision may yet

have to be very subtly "distin

guished." The constitution of Ten

nessee forbids any person from hold

ing more than one lucrative office at

the same time. Now the office of law

yer, though not always lucrative in

fact is so often enough, one would sup

pose, to bring it in legal theory with

in the category of a lucrative office;

and if that be so, what would the su

preme court say to the eligibility of

members of the Tennessee bar to

other lucrative offices in that state?

At least one member of the Ala

bama constitutional convention, now

in session, has the true perception of

some of the important civic benefits

that flow from universal suffrage. As

reported by the Daphne Standard of

the 28th, he said in a speech on the

subject upon the floor of the con/ven-

tion "that he believed that the duties

and ■ responsibilities of citizenship

can only be properly appreciated by

him who exercises it, and the more he

exercises it the more deeply interested

he becomes." This statement is true,

even with reference to existing polit

ical conditions, in greater degree than

is usually supposed. It would still

more correctly describe the effect of

universal suffrage in elevating the

plane of citizenship, if voters had more

frequent opportunities to vote direct

ly upon public questions instead of

being confined in their voting to pass

ing upon personal ambitions in con

tests for office between John Doe and

Richard Roe.

Mark Twain's indictment of mis

sionaries for looting in China appears

now to be sustained. by the official

army report of Genu Chaffee. The

gist of Mark's charges was that Chris

tian missionaries, backed by armed

soldiers, intimidated the already de

moralized Chinese and not only ex

torted from them private indemnities,

regardless of all responsibility, moral

or legal, but compelled payments in

excess of actual losses. This accusa

tion is supported by Gen. Chaffee's
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report of the case of the Rev. E. G.

Tewksbury, an American missionary.

According to the press dispatches

from Washington, Gen. Chaffee ap

pends to his report original corre

spondence, which, together with the

report itself, confirmed by the corre

spondence, exhibits the following

state of facts: Mr. Tewksbury asked

for a detachment of American troops

to accompanyhim upon an expedition!

to exact money and lands from Chi-nese for damages sustained by native

Christian converts during the Boxer

revolt. The American minister, Mr.

Conger, approved this request, and

Gen. Chaffee complied with it, though

in doing so he expressed his doubt of

"the propriety of Mr. Tewksbury's en

tering upon the settlement of any

claim for damages, whether of Chinese

Christians or any other persons." A

guard was accordingly furnished Mr.

Tewksbury, under the command of

Lieut. Guiney. So equipped this mil

itant missionary visited four towns

where mission property and property

of native Christians had been de

stroyed, messages having been first

forwarded demanding—

a money indemnity for the property

of the native Christians destroyed;

land for a cemetery; church location;

and six acres of land to support the

minister.

Lieut. Guiney's report of the expedi

tion should make the blood of Ameri

can Christians tingle with shame. He

writes:

The whereabouts of most of the

Christians to whom this property be

longed is unknown. Mr. Tewksbury

says the money is to be used to sup

port refugees. It was reported to me

that at Fu Hao two or three times

the amount asked for was collected.

The difference was probably kept by

the chief men of the Tillage, who had

charge of the collection. This money

was collected by the men who did

the damage, from inhabitants who are

now and always have been peaceful.

Large amounts were sent into Tung

Chow, and a considerable sum was

collected in Tung Chow itself. I

know of this indirectly, and Mr.

Tewksbury promised to give a com

plete account of it to the American

minister in Peking. I requested Mr.

Tewksbury to give me the name of

every person making a claim for dam

ages, amount of damage claimed and

character of settlement made. He

replied that he did not know the men

whose property was destroyed nor

their whereabouts, but he thought he

could get the names from some of

the native members of his church

who were assisting him in collecting

money.

In this high handed, lawless, immoral

and eminently un-Christian manner

Mr. Tewksbury collected as indem

nity for alleged losses (most of which

he knewnothing about), through Chi

nese officials who had caused the loss

es and from Chinamen who had not,

the sum of nearly $12,000 in money.

In addition he acquired deeds1 to 96

acres of land for missionary purposes.

Mark Twain's excoriation of the loot

ing missionaries makes more interest

ing reading than Chaffee'sreport, but

it is no whit more damning.

It would be altogether unfair to

bunch all Christian missionaries in

with the Tewksbury class. The race

of devoted missionaries has not quite

run out. There are men in the mis

sionary field to-day as faithful as those

of the earlier days of Christianity.

But in these sordid times, when the

measure of all merit has the dollarfor

its unit, and'the needle's eye has been

enlarged for the accommodation not

only of camels but of elephants, the

faithful missionary who best exempli

fies his Master's message is not. so fa

miliar a type of his order as those who

play the game of cent per cent, with

loaded guns, and play to win. All

the more honor for that very reason

to the missionaries who still keep the

golden rule right side up.

When Sir Claude Macdonald, the

British minister to Japan, and dur

ing the Chinese troubles the British

minister at Peking, passed through

Chicago on his way home for a brief

vacation, he paid an unwitting com

pliment to the civilization of the Chi

nese. Explaining to a newspaper

man the military weakness of China,

he mentioned as one factor that pre

vents China from becoming a mili

tary7 power the fact that—

the Chinese soldier is regarded, as at

the bottom of the social scale. In

Japan the soldier, as in German)', is

a social factor, and the merchant,

while respected, is not accorded so

high a position in the national so

ciety. In China the reverse is the

case.

Which, say you, good Christian friend,

is the higher civilization, other things

being equal, that which consigns the

man, butcher to the lowest plane of

respectability, or that, which puts him

at the top?

A sad wail now goes up from the

democratic press Of the species Bour

bon. To get rid1 of Bryan it has been

urging "reorganization," with the

bolting leaders on top. But now that

Bryan declares himself out of the race

for the presidential nomination, the

Bourbons begin to realize that what

has stood in their way is not Bryan,

but an- overwhelming democratic sen

timent in the party, which Bryan rep

resents; and they berate him for not

taking off his coat and magnanimous

ly leading the masses of the party over

to the support of Bourbonism. Not

withstanding all their jibes and jeers

at Bryan, they have at last discovered

him to be a political force of the first

order, which they need, but can

not control. Hence their wails.

But Mr. Bryan's position is a very

simple, a very honorable, and a very

wise one. While declaring that he is

not a candidate for the nomination,

that he has no choice among candi

dates—has neither friends to reward

nor enemies to punish,—that he will

not oppose even men who supported

the republican candidate in 1896 and

1900 if they sincerely repent, yet

he asserts his unalterable purpose to

do everything in his power to pre

vent the saddling upon the demo

cratic party of leaders and doctrines

that remain hostile to the departure

from Bourbonism which it made in

1896 and confirmed in 1900. In other

words, Mr. Bryan will neither partici

pate in nor encourage, either actively

or passively, a reorganization of the

democratic party along virtually re

publican lines or under virtually re

publican leadership. "The iden

tity of the democratic candidate for
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president in 1904," he writes in the

Commoner, "is not yet known, but it

is known that whoever he is he will

not be a democrat nominated by re

publicans for republican purposes

only." For this stand Mr. Bryan has

placed the democrats of the party un

der renewed obligations to him; and

if the Bourbons were able to forget

some things and to learn others, they

would realize that in the fidelity of

which that is a sample lies the secret

of Bryan's persistence as a force in

American politics.

A misleading news dispatch from

the Virginia constitutional conven

tion at Kichmond was the occasion of

a mistaken commentin these columns

two weeks ago, at page 161. The dis

patch commented upon reported that

the convention had voted against in

corporating into the oath of office of

the delegates a pledge t& support the

constitution of the United States. It

appears that the convention voted

nothing of thekind. What it did vote

in this connection was to take no oath

at all to support any constitution

whatever. And in so doing it made

no departure from long established

precedent in the state. It followed

the example of every constitutional

convention ever assembled in Vir

ginia, including the reconstruction

convention held under the shadow of

the American war department. The

theory of this practice seems to be

that, a constitutional convention is a

meeting of the people, assembled to

change their organic law, and that as

such no oathstosupport constitutions

are necessary or appropriate. It

is bound, of course, by constitutions

superior to the state. If, for instance,

the Virginia constitutional conven

tion were to adopt an organic law for

the state in conflict in any particular

with the federal constitution, its ac

tion would to that extent—a majority

of one or more of thesupreme court so

holding—be inoperative, oath or no

oath. A still broader theory than

that mentioned might be referred to.

Oaths of office are useless survivals

of a superstitious era. Time was when

they doubtless did operate upon the

consciences of officials. Time was,

also, when they wrere the technical

evidence of the assumption of official

obligations. But they serve neither

purpose any longer. An official who

had not taken an oath of office might

be indicted or impeached for malfeas

ance; and no one imagines that super

stitious reverence for an oath is any

longer a guarantee of official fidelity.

In the British colonies, as well as in

Colorado and Ohio, not to mention

British cities and towns by the score,

and American localities from which

no data is yet obtainable, Henry

George's principle of undermining

privilege by taxing land values in

stead of labor values, is manifestly

making gratifying headway. Within

the past 18 months, the number of

taxing districts in New Zealand which

have adopted the single tax for local

purposes, has increased' from 14 to 60.

As these additional districts had had

the advantage of observing the opera

tion and effect of the system in the 14

that adopted it first, their action is a

pronounced tribute; and as most of

them are farming communities,it very

distinctly discredits the notion that

farmers would be injured' by the single

tax.

Another British colony, far re

moved from Xew Zealand', in which

the single tax idea has definitely indi

cated its popularity, is Natal, South

Africa—in the very heart of the col

ony at that. By the death of Sir John

Bobinson, a vacancy occurred in the

Natal parliament, Bobinson having

represented the city of Durban. Mr.

J. E. Maydon was asked .to take the

vacancy, and consented to do so, sup

posing that there would be no opposi

tion. This situation tempted the Dur

ban single taxers to put forward Mr.

Henry Ancketill, one of their num

ber, to contest the election. A sharp

campaign followed. Mr. Ancketill

is an Englishman who had1 lived in

the United States and been a friend

and personal pupil of Henry George,

but he was not well known in Durban.

Still, his character was irreproach

able, and the contest was waged with

out personalities. It turned upon the

direct and specific question of taxing

land values instead of improvements

and personal property. Mr. Ancketill

declared:

I am more concerned to get my

views before the electorate than in

getting myself into parliament. I

don't care how men vote; I do care

how they think. If a man thinks

right he will vote right; and if you

alter the trend of political thought,

you will not lack able men to send

to parliament to represent you.

In that spirit and without political

strength other than his opinions com

manded, Mr. Ancketill contested the

election as the,representative of the

single tax. Said the local paper that

supported his adversary, referring to

Mr. Ancketill:

He came forward as a compara

tively unknown man, backed by no

powerful interest, and relying solely

on his opinions for his support. Thfr

result of the poll has amply justified

hifi candidature.

Though Mr. Ancketill was not elect>

ed, and the single tax was therefore

not endorsed, yet his vote ran up to

942 in a total of 2,036, his adversary

being elected by a majority of only

152. The single tax sentiment

in Durban must be strong to

have yielded that result in a

straight out fight for it. It doubtless

is strong. And Durban is not the

only place of which that can be said.

Neither are the single tax districts of'

New Zealand. Although the single

tax movement makes less commotion

than it did when, in its earlier stages,

it was a movement of speechmaking

and mass meeting applause, it is ev

erywhere making vastly greater head

way in popular thought and legis

lative action.

Many comparisons have been made

of free trade New South Wales with

protection Victoria, the two great

neighboring states of the Common

wealth of Australia. As a rule, these

comparisons have been industrial in

character; and they have always told

emjmatically in favor of the free trade
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state. Now wehave a comparison with

reference to population. -The recent

Australian census shows that whereas

Melbourne, the capital city of protec

tion Victoria, has increased in popu

lation since the previous decennial

census only 3,060 (from 490,896 to

493,956), Sydney, the capital city of

free trade New South Wales, has in

creased from 386,859 to 488.968—a

gain of 102,109.

Another witness comes forward to

testify to the barbaric character of the

American war in the Philippines. He

is Dr. Samuel L. Steer, a surgeon in

the United States army, lately sta

tioned with the 23d infantry in the

Philippines. As reported by the Chi

cago American of the 30th, Dr. Steer

told of an incident in illustration of

army methods in dealing with the na

tives. A party of natives had treach

erously murdered four American sol

diers. This is stated at least in ex

planation of the retaliatory acts of an

American captain of the name of Clo-

man, which Dr. Steer thus describes:

When Capt. Cloman heard of this

treacherous assault he did not wait

for orders. With a little party he

started at once to the scene of the

late encounter. He took the dato, or

chief, prisoner, and told him he

would have to surrender the men

who had been guilty of the assault

upon his soldiers. There were nine

of them in all. Cloman then did. some

thing- which brought him some criti

cism, but which also won him the

love of every private in the army.

He selected a good husky sergeant

and a squad of his best men. He

told the sergeant to take these pris

oners out in the woods and gather

fuel for the campfire, and also in

structed him that in case the pris

oners attempted to escape they

should not allow them to carry out

their object. In a little while the

sound of firing was heard and the

sergeant came in, gravely saluted,

a,nd reported that the nine prison

ers having tried to escape they found

it necessary to fire upon them. In

this way Cloman avenged the treach

erous assault. There you have a good

idea of the Philippine war.

This summary vengeance might read

ily be excused, if the American sol

diers and the Philippine tribesmen

belonged upon the same plane of sav

agery. But inasmuch as the soldiers

are from a civilized country their act

does not redound1 to the credit of civ

ilization. It maj be a human impulse

to revenge the acts of savages with

savage acts, but it is not civilized to

do it. The Philippine war appears

from this account to be doing more

to make savages of civilized. Ameri

cans than to make civilized subjects

of Philippine savages.

A well-known clergyman of Chi

cago repeats a threadbare pulpit the

ory of social reform in this epi

grammatic phrase—

No nostrum of human devising will

remedy the evils that infest society.

What is wanted is the gospel of the

Son of God.

In describing this theory as thread

bare, we do not intend to imply that

it should be discarded. It may be

that "threadbare" is not the best ex

pression. The theory isindeed aniold

one, but many things grow better and

better as they grow older, and one of

these is the golden rule. It is the pul

pit application of the theory, rather

than the theory itself, that is old in the

sense of being worn out and of which

"threadbare" is an appropriate char

acterization. When the preacher

says that "no nostrum of human de

vising will remedy the evils that, infest

society" his words are true. He is

right again when he says that what

is wanted is the Christian gospel.

But he is everlastingly wrong if by

that he means, what usually is meant,

that individual righteousness will do

away with social wrongfulness.

Though it is true that individuals

constitute society, it by no means fol

lows that complete compliance with

the golden rule inall individual trans

actions, even though every member

of society obeyed that rule, would

abolish social evils. Social evils are

institutional, and can be put aside

only by social, as distinguished from

individual, acts.

Besides that consideration, it must

not be forgotten, that even if univer

sal individual regeneration would

without social action work the mir

acle of abolishing social wrongs, yet

this result could not flow from the in

dividual regeneration of "a part, not

even of the majority, of society,

unless it caused them to devise some

human means—would our preacher

call the means a nostrum whether it

were appropriate or not, good or bad

—to bring society into harmonious

relations with eternal social laws. If,

for example, the majority of masters

in a slaveholding community awaken

to the wrongfulness of slavery, slavery

will not cease unless they take social

action to abolish the statutes that

legalize it. The unregenerate will

still profit by this iniquitous social

institution; and the regenerate, obey

ing the statutes and maintaining the

institutions under which they live,

will become slave catchers for the

wicked. Human devices cannot in

deed remedy social evils. That is true.

But it is also true that human de

vices cannot produce mechanical

effects and overcome the obstacles of

time and space. In both cases it is the

gospel, the truth, that does it. But

human devices are necessary, none

the less, to the utilization of the gos

pel within the sphere of mechanics;

and precisely so are human devices

necessary to the utilization of the

gospel within the sphere of sociology.

To object to human devices for

remedying social evils, is to turn so

cial affairs in this world over to the

devil. And that is what those preach

ers would do, however unwittingly,

who oppose social reforms with the

plea that individual regeneration is

the only thing needful. To be con

sistent, they should oppose all laws

for the restraint of criminals, arguing

that "no nostrum of human devis

ing," such as imprisonment, hanging,

etc., will remedy crime. If the only

thing wanted for the remedy of the

evils that flow from legalized monop

oly is individual acceptance of "the

gospel of the Son of God," then that

is all that is wanted for the repression

of crime. Let every criminal get re

ligion and crime will cease! Good.

But what shall society do until all

criminals get religion?
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ALBEET L. JOHNSON.

Unlike his distinguished brother,

the mayor of Cleveland, Albert L.

Johnson had entered upon no polit

ical career; but he was only less known

and influential than his brother in

business connections, and his sudden

death may not unlikely have a preju

dicial effect upon railroad enterprises

of great magnitude and revolutionary

character.

It was Mr. Johnson's dream, as

matter of business and not philan

thropy, to establish a great transporta

tion service upon the basis of cost. He

had brought that dream within sight

of realization. Neither the confidence

nor the cooperation of capitalists was

lacking for the construction of his

proposed swift trolley lines between

New York and Philadelphia, and

their operation within the cities for

fares of three cents andlbetween them'

for a small fraction of the present

steam car fares. The only obstacles

yet to be overcome were the opposi

tion of conflicting interests and the

more or less corrupt antagonism of

public officials.

In his long experience as a railroad

man Mr. Johnson's record was unique

in other respects, but in none more

so than in his relations to the labor

interests of the roads he managed1. A

practical man, not infrequently do

ing the work of a motorman himself,

he was hail fellow with the employes

as with everyone else; and it is re

ported that no employes of his ever

wen t upon strike. So far from oppos

ing the organizations of unions among

the men upon his roads, he never

waited for the men to venture upon

that ttndertaking, which is somewhat

hazardous tinder most railroad man

agers, but advised and encouraged

them to organize.

With such a record as a monopoly

magnate, together with an affection

ate and confiding association with his

elder brother, it wasalmost inevitable

that Mr. Johnson should be a demo

crat. And he was one. He was a

democrat of the same sterling type as

his brother, whose lead he had fol

lowed into the service of the prin

ciples for which Henry George'sname

stands preeminent. It was no party-

label that attracted him, nor yet the

traditions of the south from which he

came and for whose lost cause his fa

ther had fought. It was the profound

principle of democracy itself, the in

extinguishable doctrine of equal hu

man rights.

Albert L. Johnson died a million

aire. Much of his wealth was earned

by exceptionally useful work. But

much came to him unearned, through

social maladjustments. Over these he

had no more control than the poorest

man he employed, but his greater in

fluence was thrown in the scaleagainst

them. The high merit of his career is

that he never lost what seemed to him

to be an opportunity to promote their

destruction. No one, be he pauper or

millionaire, can do more.

MAOVEAGH'S GLASS AGAINST CLASS

ORATION.

Of all the college speeches of the

year, the most impressive is that of

Wayne MacVeagh, formerly attorney

general of the United States. It was

the Phi Beta Kappa oration, deliv

ered on the 27th at Harvard. This ad

dress sounds a sharp note of warning,

and it would be well for coming gener

ations not remote if we of this time

were to give it heed.

Mr. MacVeagh declared, according

to the brief reports of the press dis

patches, that American voters are

already divided into two distinct

classes—'"'those who are contented

with their lot," and "those who are

discontented with their lot;" and

that—

under whatever disguises, called by

whatever names, inheriting or seiz

ing whatever partisan organizations,

the alignment of the two great po

litical divisions of American voters

who will sooner or later struggle

against each other for the possession

of the government will inevitably be

upon th'at basis. The party of the

contented will be ranged under one

banner and the party of the discon

tented will be ranged under the oth

er, and that alignment will steadily

develop increasing sharpness of divi

sion, until the party of the discon

tented, being the majority, has ob

tained the control of the govern

ment, to which under our system

they are entitled, and then they will

be sure to remodel the present sys

tem for the distribution of wealth,

unless we have previously done so,

upon bases wiser and more equitable

than those now existing. The one

party will be, under whatever name,

the party of capital, and the other

party will be, under whatever name,

the party of labor.

Had Mr. Bryan said this, he would

be denounced as a demagogue, al

though he has never in his brief

but brilliant public life shown the

slightest tendency to demegogism. A

more candid man or sturdy character

does not figure in our political his

tory. With the firmness of Cleveland,

he has none of Cleveland's stubborn

ness; with the suavity of McKinley,

he is without McKinley's studied

smoothness. Robust in mind as in

body, he stands squarely for what he

believes, and speaks plainly and

simply of what he sees. But because

he has tittered the same warning that

MacVeagh now gives out, the friends

of both Cleveland andMcKinley have

denounced him as a demagogic dis

turber, seeking to array class against

class. They cannot denounce Mr.

MacVeagh. He is a Brahmin among

them. They may minimize the im

portance of his utterance, or placidly

argue away its significance, but they

cannot call him "demagogue," as they

do Bryan, for he sits with them at

the upper end of the table. Bryan

may be called demagogue, because his

place is below the salt.

Notwithstanding the protestations

of the comfortable classes that there

are no classes in this country, the fact

that there are is so familiar that it

canmot be excluded from common

speech. Every one falls insensibly

inito the mention of this class or that.

We speak of the upper class, the low

er class, the middle class; of the rich

class and the poor class; of the edu

cated class and the ignorant class—

by which we do not distinguish real

education from ignorance, but cults

from the mass; and there is a growing

disposition among the "better

classes" to crystallize these' distinc

tions into law, by disfranchising the

"lower classes." To object to these

class crystallizations istoincurthedis-

pleasure of the superior sets, and to

evoke the accusation^ as Bryan has, of

setting class against class.

It is a remarkable and suggestive

fact that whenever one class perpet

ually wrongs another it is in peren

nial fear that some one will set class

against class. There was nothing

more dreaded by the oppressing class

in slavery days than Elave insurrec
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tions—the rising of the oppressed

against their oppressors. For that

reason the abolitionist was held in pe

culiar fear and hatred. And so gen

eral is the manifestation of the same

spirit in a condition of society where

chattel slavery has been supplanted

by more subtle modes of enslavemenit,

that he who would denounce institu

tional wrongs shrinks from this accu

sation of trying to array class against

class. He is often silenced by fear of

it. Even Thorold Eogers, in his great

book, "Six Centuries of Work and

Wages," found it necessary to say

something in the preface to ward off

such blows as have since been aimed

at Bryan, and that his exposures of

class injustice were sure to draw upon

his head. Said he:

I cannot, therefore, be charged

with attempting to set class against

class in the narrative I have given.

Were it necessary, indeed, to do so,

in order to assist the moral and ma

terial progress of those who, liv

ing by labor, enable others to live

without labor or by mischievous la

bor, I should not hesitate to use all

my power in that direction, for the

charge of setting up class against

class has always been made by those

who wish to disguise their own in

defensible advantages by calumniat

ing the efforts of those who discover

abuses and strive to rectify them.

Mildly but firmly, even Mr. Mac-

Veagh is being brought to task. What

may be regarded as a typical criti

cism, though exceptionally intelligent

in most respects, appeared in the Chi

cago Chronicle last Sunday. The

Chronicle writer infers that Mr. Mac

Veagh's argument proceeds "upon the

assumption that the distribution of

wealth is not now governed by nat

ural economic law, but by statute

laws, and that the latter are unwise

and inequitable." We are not so sure.

Unless the parts ofMr. MacVeagh's ad

dress as yet unpublished show him to

have argued from that assumption, it

would be fairer to infer that he has

no more conception of such a thing

as natural economic law than if he

were a Germanized professor of po

litical economy. Yet he does

regard the present distribution of

wealth as unjust and inequitable. Mr.

MacVeagh's assumptions, however,

are not important, so far as the Chron

icle is concerned. Its own assump

tion is what we have at this point to

deal with.

That assumption is extraordinary

for boldness. Admitting that if the

distribution of wealth is not now

governed by natural economic law,

but by unwise and inequitable statute

laws, the laws ought to be reformed

so as to make them not only more

wise and equitable, but, if possible,

wholly wise and equitable, it flatly de

clares that this is not the condition,

but that "the civilized world, and es

pecially the English-speaking portion

of it, has established a pretty equitable

system of laws so far as the acquisi

tion and security of property are con

cerned."

No attempt is made by the Chron

icle to justify its assertion. It seems

to think it proves its case by pointing

to laws giving special petty privileges

to the poor, laws which it is itself

obliged to denounce as not strictly just.

But while plainly seeing this petty

injustice for the benefit of the poor,

and charitably throwing it into the

scale of equity for"good count," as the

huckster did the extra egg, afterbehad

grossly swindled his customer in

the tale, the Chronicle is almost to

tally blind to the great injustices, the

great special privileges, which make

some rich out of all proportion to

their earnings, and others poor out of

all proportion to their work. De

spite the Chronicle's assertion to the

contrary, the distribution of wealth

is not governed by natural economic

law. It is governed by statute laws

that are both unwise and inequitable.

In one particular the Chronicle ad

mits this interference with natural

economic law. In fact, it might be

suspected of admitting it in all par

ticulars, with its sweeping words of

inclusion. For it concludes" its crit

icism with an assurance that Mr.

MacVeagh's gloomy prediction is

without probability, "provided the

laws under which all should have a

fair chance are well administered and

enforced," and "provided those which

still sustain privileged classes, such as

the tariff laws, are repealed."

If these exceptions had been

thoughtfully made, nothing further

could be asked. They would nullify

all that had preceded. But it must

not be assumed that the Chronicle in

tends all that its concluding words

imply. Beyond the tariff law and

lax enforcement of larceny statutes,

it probably sees no obstruction to just

and equitable wealth distribution un

der natural economic law.

But larceny statutes, in the most

comprehensive sense of the term, can

serve only slightly in promoting the

operation of natural economic laws

of distribution. And while the tariff

system does enormously obstruct their

operation, its effect is trifling in com

parison with obstructions of like char

acter interposed through internal

taxation levied indirectly by the local

and state as well as the federal gov

ernment. All taxation upon the proc

esses of industry operates, like tariff

taxes, to sustain privileged classes.

Local taxes upon buildings, for in

stance, interfere with the acquisition

of buildings, as truly as federal taxes

upon woolen goods interfere with the

acquisition of woolen clothes.

Nor are taxes alone guilty of sus

taining privileged classes. When the

water, light, heat and transportation

services of cities are made the basis

of private monopolies, privileged

classes are sustained. When public

highway rights are vested in private

ownership, privileged classes are sus

tained. When the land of the coun

try is fixed in privateownership with

out regular compensation in propor

tion to its varying and increasing val

ues, privileged classes are sustained.

When the rich gifts of nature, such

as coal, copper, iron, lead, tin and oil,

are subject to private ownership as

they lie untouched where nature left

them, privileged classes are sustained.

When the pecuniary results of every

cify'sgrowth,asdistinguishedfromthe

individual earnings of its.inhabitants.

are poured lavishly into the. pockets of

lot owners, privileged- classes are sus

tained. When, through speculation

in the future values of locations, the

whole country is appropriated, though

but little land is fully used, the priv

ileged classes are still further sus

tained. For then the unprivileged,

forced out of their natural economic

inheritance, are placed at a disadvan

tage in respect of their contracting

power. Landless men, when land is

dear, cannot contract with employers

or landlords on equal terms. As by

economic action and reaction this dis

inheriting process becomes more and
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more extensive (the increasing num

ber of the disinherited who must beg

for work augmenting the value of lo

cations, and the augmenting value of

locations increasing in turn the num

ber of the disinherited), so at equal

rate the privileges of the privileged

grow in magnitude and power. This

process of economic action and re

action is at work within the very

sight and hearing of the Chronicle.

It recognizes it readily in business

discussions, where questions of more

or less in a bargain, and not of priv

ilege or oppression in social life, are

raised. Yet it gravely declares

that privilege has been abolished and

that the natural economic laws of dis

tribution are effective!

Whether the Chronicle advisedly

uses the term "acquisition" in assert

ing that men are now protected "in

the free exerciseoftheirfaculticsin ac

quisition," we of course do not know.

But that the assertion is true we

make no question, provided full

meaning be given to that term "ac

quisition." Our laws do indeed aim

to protect "acquisition." But that

is not in harmony with the natural

economic law. It is not the sanctity

of acquisition, 'but of earnings, that

nature is jealous of. Nature gives

only to him who earns. The non-

earner can acquire from the earner

only by fraud, free gift, or privilege.

To protect acquisition, regardless of

whether the thing acquired has been

earned, is therefore hostile to nat

ural economic law.

In our country of "equal rights," as

in all others, there are two classes.

They may be divided and subdivided

without limit, and there may be a

great deal of overlapping; but two

great classes there are—the class

which, through legalized privileges,

gets more than it earns; andi the class

which, therefore, has to earn more

than it <ret9.

That truth, which the Chron

icle ignores, Mr. MacVeagh ap

pears to have apprehended: His

designation of one as the contented

and the other as the discontented

class, is hardly a happy distinction.

Contentment is not a characteristic

of the parasitical class, nor discontent

of the other. Neither is his distinc

tion of a capital class and a labor class

at all apt, unless we suppose the tend

ency he warns us against to have gone

so far as to have divested the earning

class of allthecapitalitprodueeSjleav-

ing it nothing by way of economic

distinction besides its labor, in

which case masterclass and slave class

would be the better terms. But de

spite his defective nomenclature, Mr.

MacVeagh has correctly indicated the

conflicting classes, and, what is more

to the point, has put his finger upon

the cause of the conflict. He does this

when, predicting that the plundered

class, being in the majority, will ob

tain control of the government' and

"remodel the present system for the

distribution of wealth," "upon bases

wiser and more equitable than those

now existing," he interjects, "unless

we have previously done so." The

whole class issue resolves itself into

that question of equitable distribu

tion of the products of human labor—

not of past products, but of present

and future products.

The only hope for society is, in

deed, what Mr. MacVeagh suggests.

Without listening to the fools who

prate about the danger of disturbing

existing institutions; without wasting

time with the "scientific" drivelers

who preach patience while evolution

through aeons of human pain per

forms its perfect work; without giv

ing way to the intimidation, of the

thieves wrho, to perpetuate their

plundering privileges, denounce as

"demagogues seeking to array class

against class" the men who would ex

pose and' abolish those privileges—

disregarding all this, we must, if we

would truly serve society, adopt Mr.

MacVeagh's advice and place the dis

tribution of wealth "upon bases wiser

and more equitable than thosenow ex

isting."

But that wouldrequirenio remodel

ing, as Mr. MacVeagh thinks it would.

So far as existing accumulations of

wealth are concerned, nothing need

be done with them. Though earners

have been robbed of their products in

the past, that would make no great

difference if similar robbery in the fu

ture were prevented. It is not what

men have earned in the past, but what

they earn now and are to earn in the

future that need concern them. Let

the laws that exact tribute from the

earning class be abolished, and the rest

will soon take care of itself. Abolish

taxes upon production (which com

prehends trade as well as cultivation

and manufacture), and do away

with monopoly privileges in the earth,

and no further remodeling of wealth

distribution would be necessary. It

would remodel itself in accordance

with natural justice.

FOURTH 01 JULY IN THE PHILIP

PINES.

. Dispatches from Manilatell us that

the Fourth of July is to be celebrated

in the Philippines with greater dis

play than last year; while Washing

ton dispatches announce that this

natal day of the American republic

is to be made the occasion of the es

tablishment of American civil gov

ernment in the islands under officials

appointed by Mr. McKinley, whose

power is absolute.

What may be the burden of the

orations on this 'auspicious occasion is

a riddle that eludes apprehension.

One might suppose that a Fourth of

July speech in the Philippines would

challenge the skill of the most con

summate orator who did not happen

to be a grim practical joker.

But if that may be said of the ora

tor, what shall we say of the reader of

the declaration of independence?

Who could possibly attempt to read

that great liberty document in public

at Manila in celebration of the Fourth

of July, without succumbing to over

whelming shame? To be sure, Gen.

Funston might. He has qualified

himself by making a boast and a step

ping stone of his success in forging a

letter of introduction to an enemy's

chief, and outraging an enemy's hos

pitality. But who with a less shame

ful record could bear up under this

ordeal?

Before these words reach the read

er, the Manila burlesque will be aver.

The speeches will have been' deliv

ered, and the declaration- of independ

ence, sorely ironical as it must sound,

will have been read. It is too late,

therefore, to offer a suggestion for this

year's celebration. For future cele

brations, however, we recommend

that a new form1 of the declaration of

independence, adapted to the actual

circumstances at Manila, l>e prepared

and' substituted for the inspiring and
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accusatory document of 1776. Though

our country does imitate the crown

policy of England, it should at least

do so without hypocrisy.

Think of the reading of the Amer

ican declaration of independence

without modification at a public dem

onstration in Manila. What mockery

could possibly equal that mockery ?

The declaration declares in its out

line of general principles, that it is

self-evident that "all men are created

equal;" but this principle is in

terpreted by our government in the

Philippines to mean all men except

Filipinos. The declaration assorts

that all men are endowed with un

alienable rights to "life, liberty and

the pursuit of happiness;" but our

government interprets this to the

Filipinos to mean that Filipinos are

entitled to such rights only as Spain

or Spain's assignee may accord them •at its own good pleasure upon its own

arbitrary terms, and in the exercise of

its own imperial power. According to

the declaration of independence,

governments derive their just

powers from the consent of the

governed; but we have taught

the Filipino people, by means

of impressive lessons in mili

tary dynamics, that Filipino govern*-

ment derives its just powers from the

consent of a foreigner of the name of

William McKinley. With reference

to these so-called "glittering general

ities," the policy of the United States

authorities in the Philippines is to

tally at variance with the termsof the

declaration of independence.

It is equally at variance with someof

the "glittering" specifications of the

same document. The declaration

charges George III. with creating a

multitude of new offices and sending

hither "swarms of officers to harass

our people." The Filipinos could as

truthfully make the same complaint

of William McKinley. "He has kept

among us, in times of peace, stand

ing armies without the consent of our

legislatures," is another complaint of

the declaration against King George.

Substantially the same complaint,

only of worse behavior, could be made

by the Filipinos against Mr. Mc

Kinley; for when the Filipino govern

ment was peaceable and prosperous,

as our own officials testify, Mr. Mc

Kinley threw a foreign standing

army into their midst and ordered

it to subjugate them. Another Amer

ican objection to King George was

that he "affected to render the mil

itary independent of and superior to

the civil power" in America. Precise

ly what Mr. McKinley hasdone in the

Philippines. One offense charged in

the declaration of independence by

the Americans against King George

might be repeated, not only in sub

stance, 'but in terms, by the Filipinos

against William McKinley, namely:

"He has combined, with others, to

subject us to a jurisdiction foreign to

our own constitution and unacknowl

edged by our laws." And what should

we be able to say in answer if the Fil

ipinos were to charge us as our fore

fathers charged George III., with

"having large bodies of armed troops

•among us;"' with "protectingthemby

a mock trial, from punishment, for

any murder which they should com

mit upon the inhabitants;" with "cut

ting off our trade with all parts of

the world;" with "imposing laws on

us without our consent;" with depriv

ing us "of the benefits of trial by jury ;"

with "suspending our own legisla

tures and declaring themselves invest

ed with power to legislate for us inall

cases whatsoever;" with "waging war

against us;" with burning our towns

and destroying the lives of our peo

ple;" and with having "excited domes

tic insurrection amongst us"? What

should we say iftold that these offenses

of Great Britain against the Amer

ican colonies in the eighteenth cen

tury were being repeated by the Amer

ican nation against the Philippinesin

the nineteenth and twentieth? What

could we say?

If ever a people drew a damaging in

dictment against themselves, our peo

ple do so when they celebrate the

Fourth of July by reading the Amer

ican declaration of independence in

the Philippines. By all means let it

be suitably modified for future cele

brations of American independence in

American crown colonies.

NEWS

A strike of the organized iron and

steel workers of the United States

against the gigantic steel trust, sup

plements the machinists' strike (pp.

90, 105), which is still unsettled. The

iron and steel workers are not striking

for higher wages or shorter hours,

but for the union scale in- all shops,

those that are not organized as well

as those that are. Negotiations pre

liminary to the strike were conduct

ed, in behalf of thestrikers,byra com

mittee of the Amalgamated Associa

tion of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers,

appointed by that body at Milwaukee

on the 8th of June. This committee

was instructed to ask President

Schwab, of the steel trust, to sign the

new wages scale, upon the expiration

of the old one on June 30, for all the

mills controlled by the trust, whether

union or nonunion. Many confer

ences between this committee and the

trust were held, but they proved fruit

less, and on the 29th the president of

the Amalgamated association issued

telegraphic orders to all union men in

the sheet mills to strike at midnight

on the 30th. To this notice 35,000

men responded on the 1st. Since then

15,000 more have gone out of th e steel

hoop mills. About 200,000 are in

volved. Officers of the Amalgamated

association say of the strike that it

will be a battle for supremacy, which

will either bring the trust to the terms

of the workers or break the backbone

of the Amalgamated association.

Inspired by the hope of improving

or abol'shing the social conditions

that foster these labor troubles, re

formers of many different shades of

opinion or schools of thought have

been holding a national social and

political conference at Detroit. It is

the second conference, the first hav

ing been held two years ago at Buf

falo (No. 65, p. 10; and No. 66, pp. 3,

8). _ This second National Social and

Political conference opened at De

troit on the- 28th, beingcalled to order

by Eltweed Pomeroy, president of the

Direct Legislation league. Mr.

Pomeroy characterized theconference

as in certain ways absolutely unique,

men and women having—

gathered from all over the United

States and Canada with no organiza

tion to send them, only the merest

shell of an organization to invite

them, each one paying his own ex

penses, and with almost no personal

motive behind their coming. We have

members, but no delegates. We are

not bound by a prearranged partisan

feeling, religious belief, personal

profit or class interest. No one's ex

penses are paid here, and that subtle

but strong tie of money paid does

not fetter a single mouth in this hall.

We are not drawn from one class in
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the community, but from all classes.

We do not belong to one political

party, but to all parties. We are not

of one religious belief, but of all. We

do not belong to one business inter

est, but to all. We have both pro

letarians and capitalists in our midst.

We are not limited by sex, but place

men on the same plane as women.

Lastly, I doubt if there is, or will be,

in this hall a single person who

comes here for his or her personal

profit or preferment. We all come

here for the acquaintance and social

life that this conference is sure to

generate. There is no movement

back of this conference to launch a

political party, though it is possible

that attempts may be made. But such

is not the purpose of this conference.

Certainly we will indorse no religious

denomination; and, though perhaps

some educational organization may

be indorsed, such is not the aim of the

conference.

After outlining the programme, Mr.

Pomeroy introduced Mayor Maybury,

of Detroit, who welcomed the assem

blage, and then Mayor Johnson, of

Cleveland, who presided. Discussion

of the first subject on the programme :

"The Function of the Church in Fur

thering Equality," was opened by the

Rev. Herbert S. Bigelow, of Cincin

nati. He was followed by the Eev.

Alexander Kent, of Washington;

Mrs. Corinne Brown, and Walter

Thomas Mills, of Chicago, andThom-

as Bawden, of Detroit. James E.

Scripps and Willis J. Abbot were the

principal speakers on the uses of the

press. In the evening George Fred

Williams, of Massachusetts, presided,

and on the 29th Mayor Jones, of

Cleveland, occupied the chair.

Among the other participants of

prominence were F. F.Ingram, of De

troit: John J. Lentz, of Columbus;

Edward W. Bemis, of New York; Lee

Meriwether, of St. Louis; Frank Par

sons, of Boston; Franklin H. Went-

worth, Margaret Haley, Marie C.

Brehm. Seymour Stedman and Ed

win Burritt Smith, of Chicago;

G-eorge McA. Miller and Thomas E.

Will, of Enskincollege.Missotiri; Ma

rion Todd, of California; Robert

Pvne, of Hartford: Joseph- Labadie,

of Detroit: W. A. Douglass, of To

ronto, and Frank L. Monett, of

Columbus,' ex-attorney' general of

Ohio.

speakers, but only one appeared to

oppose Mr. Smith's hostile attitude

toward the adoption of the crown

colony system.

One of the strong papers read at

the Detroit conference was that on

American colonies, by Edwin Bur

ritt Smith, of Chicago. The subject

was vigorously discussed by other

Only a few hours after that discus

sion, the American volunteer army,

which has assisted in putting down

independent government in the Phil

ippine colonies, was disbanded. This

army had been recruited under the

act of congress of March 1, 1899 (Xo.

48, p. 9; Xo. 49, p. 10), which provides

for its disbandment on July 1, 1901.

Many of the officers have been provid

ed with places in the Philippines un

der the colonial government.

The latest report of the American

fatalities in the Philippines, com

puted at the adjutant general's office

down to Junel, footsup as follows:

Officers (regulars) 42

Officers (volunteers) 3S— 75

Enlisted men (regulars) 1.292

Enlisted men (volunteers) 1,217—2.506

Total deaths 2.5S4

While American subjugation of the

Filipinos comes thus to a successful

end, British subjugation of the Boers

grows more desperate. The situation

of the British in South Africa is evi

dently much worse than appears

upon the surface of the very meager

reports that drift past the watchful

British censor. This is indicated by

two facts of the current week. One is

an account of a battle in CapeColony;

the other is an episode in the British

parliament. The battle was fought

on the 25th, at Richmond, a town some

25 or 30 miles east of the Cape Towm

railroad, and more than 100 miles

south of the Orange Free State bor

der. A force of Boers, reported to

number 3,000 men under Malan and

Smit, had invaded Cape Colony and

advanced as far as Richmond. They

attacked the town, but after fighting

12 hours withdrewupon learningthat

British reenforcements were coming.

This battle, so far to the south, strong

ly suggests that the invading

Boers are heartily encouraged and

strongly supported by inhabitants of

Cape Colony. The suggestion is con

firmed by the parliamentary episode

already alluded to. John Morley

questioned the government in parlia

ment on the 1st with reference to the

expenditure of public money in Cape

Colony by the governor without the

sanction of the colonial parliament,

and Mr. Chamberlain in reply admit

ted this unconstitutional proceeding,

but defended it upon grounds of emer

gency. The inference is, and it de

rives further color from the free use

of the term "rebels" in the Cape Town

dispatches, that the war has actually-

spread, not merely as an invasion but

also as a revolt, far into British terri

tory, and that this revolt is so general

and threatening as to render the local

parliament an unsafe custodian of

British interests and to make arbi

trary measures necessary.

Besides being confronted by this

apparent revival of Boer strength, the

war party of Great Britain is embar

rassed by the magnitude of the ex

pense of maintaining its South Af

rican policy. We were misled last

week by a misprint in the daily paper

fruin which we took the figures of the

cost of the war, to put it at £250,000

weekly. The true amount is much

larger. As reported in parliament by

the ministry it is £1.500.000, or $7,-

500,000 a week,—about $390,000,000

a year.

NEWS NOTES.

—Joseph Ladue, founder of Dawson

City, in the Klondike, died at Schuy

ler Falls, N. Y., on the 26th.

—The United States court at Hono

lulu has refused to naturalize a na

tive of the island of Guam.

—An embassy from the Llama of

mysterious Thibet is on the way to

St. Petersburg seeking an audience

with the tsar.

—Gen. Maximo Gomez, whose de

parture from Havana was noted last

week, arrived in Xew York on the

29th and was in Washington on the 2d.

—The completion of a trust organ

ized to control the lead fields of

southern Missouri was authoritative

ly announced at New York on the 1st.

Its capitalization is .$20,000,000.

—Gen. Shatter, of Santiago fame,

went upon the retired list of the

United States army on the 29th. His

successor in command of the depart

ment of California is Maj. Gen. S. M.

B. Young.

—There are unconfirmed reports of

the formation of a trust to control

the output of bituminous coal. All

the large bituminous producers will,

it is said, be consolidated into one

concern by the 1st of September.

—William A. Woods, United States

circuit judge, especially noted for hav

ing issued the Debs injunction and

for his conduct regarding the "blocks

of five" election frauds in Indiana in

1880, died at Indianapolis on the 29th.

—Austria-Hungary has sent Count

Gilbert Hohenwort von Gelachstein

as minister to Mexico, thus resuming

diplomatic relations which had been
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suspended since the execution of Max

imilian by the Mexican republic in

1867.

—At his home in Fort Hamilton,

N. Y., Albert L. Johnson, brother

of Tom L. Johnson, and a famous

trolley road operator, died on the 2d

of aneurism of the heart. He had

been ill three weeks, but not serious

ly, and his death was sudden.

—An automobile race from Paris to

Berlin upon the public highways was

won on the 29th b3' M. Fournier.

There were 107 contestants at the

start on the morning' of the 27th.

Fournier's net time was two hours

shorter than the fastest time ever

made by the Paris-Berlin express

trains. The casualties are reported

as "few."

—A prolonged season of intense

heat, especially severe in eastern

cities, had up to the 2d caused 225

deaths and 400 cases of prostra

tion in New York city alone. The

city is paralyzed. Factories and whole

sale houses are closed, ambulance

horses have given out, hospitals are

crowded, and the morgue is full of

unclaimed dead.

—The Seventh national bank of

New York was closed on the 27th

by the comptroller of the currency

upon the report of the official bank

examiner as to its weak condition.

The immediate cause of the suspen

sion was a loan of $1,600,000 to Henry

Marquand & Co., a private banking

house, upon poor collateral. Mar

quand & Co. made an assignment the

next day.

—Eleven boys and one man who

sought refuge from a rainstorm un

der a zinc-covered shed upon a lake

pier on the north side, Chicago, on

the 1st, were struck by lightning.

One of the boys will probabl3' re

cover. All the rest of the group were

instantly killed. This is supposed to

be the largest number of persons

ever known to have been killed by

one lightning stroke.

—The state of South Carolina has

begun legal proceedings to test the

constitutional power of the federal

government to require the state gov

ernment to pay internal revenue

taxes on liquors which it sells under

the state dispensary laws. The point

raised is that the federal government

has no power to tax the property of

a state or the instrumentalities em

ployed by it in carrying out its laws.

—On the 1st the City national bank

of Buffalo was closed by the comp

troller of the currency. Poorly se

cured loans had been made to direct

ors, and an insolvent condition was

discovered by the official examiner.

This bank was organized in 1S93, by

William C. Cornwall, a well-known

writer on "sound money," who was a

director and president at the time of

suspension. This failure caused the

failure on the 2d of the Niagara bank

of Buffalo, a state institution.

—Owing to the franchise grab in

Philadelphia, and the general politi

cal corruption that has prevailed

there, a nonpartisan movement was

begun at an immense mass meeting

on the 27th. As District Attorney P.

F. Rothermel, Jr., had "been ostenta

tiously rejected for renomination" by

the republican party, "solely because

of his unswerving devotion to his

sacred public duties," he was nomi

nated for reelection, by resolutions

adopted at the mass meeting, as the

nucleus for a full independent ticket.

—At last the French ministerial

bill for the abolition of privileges to

religious orders in France, making all

associations subject to the civil

courts (vol. iii., pp. 005, 824) has be

come a law. It passed the chamber

of deputies by 303 to 230 last March;

was subsequently amended by the

senate; and on the 2Sth of June the

chambers accepted the senate amend

ments by a vote of 313 to 149. Its

adoption has been a burning political

question in France since its introduc

tion in the chambers in November,

1S99.

MISCELLANY

IS THERE GLORY THERE FOR

ENGLAND?

For The Public.

Is there Glory there for England?

Let her stiff pride wreak Its will-

Let her gold thirst drink its Ail-

Not for her the Future holds,

Deep within its mystic folds,

Song and paean for the brave;

Weak the strength that would enslave.

Is there Glory there for England?

Where is now each ancient realm

That with might would overwhelm?

Shall the tale forever read:

Freedom, Greatness—and then Greed

Venoming through all its blight,

Then the backword step towards Night?

Is there Glory there for England?

England's better self shall set

Seal of condemnation yet,

On the England of this day.

Souls of Burke and Chatham stay

Britain's ebbing tide of fame-

Point her, as of old, her shame!

Is there Glory there for England?

From those reddened veldts and hills,

Where the Afrikander spills

Life's heroic drops, shall spring

Songs that sire to son shall sing;

Breathing Freedom's fervid straJn,

Chaunting Liberty's refrain.

JULIAN A. DUBOIS.

W. J. BRYAN ON COMPETITION.

If competition is desirable, a private

monopoly is indefensible. If, on the

other hand, the suppression of compe

tition is a thing to be desired, some

plan must be devised to make the sup

pression complete. It would be ob

viously unfair for one portion of the

community to be protected from com

petition while another portion was

subjected to it. No principle can be

accepted as sound which is not sus

ceptible of general application. If the

people decide that competition should

be suppressed, they must choose be

tween private monopoly and socialism.

I do not mean that system of socialism,

even now called extreme, which would

place the government in control of all

the forces of production and distribu

tion, but a still more complete system,

which would make the state the bene

ficiary of all service rendered and the

distributor of all compensation.—Hon.

William J. Bryan, in The Working

Democracy, of Chicago.

AN ITALIAN AGITATION.

Foreign correspondence of the Chicago

Tribune, under date of Rome, May 30.

The province of Foggio is troubled

by mystical, socialistic agitation

which worries the authorities. It is

led by a fanatic, a sort of dervish, a

shoemaker.

The agitator passes through coun

try districts and towns, mounted on a

white mare, and followed by three or

four comrades. He announces a new

division of land and a return of justice

and equality as being near at hand.

Everywhere he and his escort are re

ceived with respect and honor, they

are believed in and are entertained

hospitably. They leave traces of their

passage in the formation of groups of

persons, devoted to this agrarian Jac

querie, whose business it is to spread

it.

The instigator declares that he is

sent by God to bear the good tidings

and to announce the end of all miser;

and justice for all. Woe to all who do

not believe in his words and to the

landowners who may resist the will of

God when the hour of justice shall

have sounded.

THE MODERN WOMAN.

It is a great mistake to suppose that

the girl of the period isjcf necessity

attacked with the "nerves" on the

slightest provocation. There are ex

ceptions:—hot many .perhaps, but the

saving remnant is a fact. For exam

ple: A smartly dressed young woman

was walking along a quiet street in

New York the other afternoon, when

a rather hilarious chappy saluted her

with maudlin gravity and invited her

to take a stroll with him. The young

woman didn't scream, she didn't faint,

nor did she turn pale or call a police

man; she just said: "Come with me,"

sternly. And she conveyed her aston
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ished captive to a near-toy cab stand,

bade the cabman look in his pockets,

find his address and take him home.

So the youth was borne away protest

ing, while the good Samaritan, after

paying the fare, bowed him a stately

farewell from the sidewalk. Once

upon a time a female person was con

sidered strangely wanting in delicacy

and sensitiveness if she did not gather

her skirts together and fly palpitat

ingly past any masculine on the streets

whom she suspected of having dined

not wisely but too well. It is no longer

considered necessary to show a fawn

like timidity in order to prove that one

is truly feminine.—Chicago Chronicle.

A RESULT OF DIRECT LEGISLA

TION IN SOUTH DAKOTA.

A great many skeptics who have

been watching the operation, or ap

parent lack of operation, of direct

legislation in this state, think it "no

good because it is never used." That

does not follow. An ounce of preven

tion is better than a pound of cure.

The very fact that the people in this

state have the power to command a

vote on any bill is a wonderful deter

rent of vicioiis legislation. No better

■evidence of this is needed than the

defeat in the house recently of the

infamous "negotiable instrument"

bill, which passed the state senate by

a big majority. This measure is one

prepared by the National Bankers'

association, and makes a plain prom

issory note equal to any cutthroat,

Shylock mortgage ever prepared.

The bill making it a law went

through the senate by a good majori

ty and apparently had the walk-away

in the house, when it was announced

that if it passed a referendum peti

tion would pass it on to a vote of

the people. As it is one of the worst

"finch" bills ever presented in a legis

lature, the republican leaders did not

want a state campaign made with it

as an issue, and they refused to

stand for it, notwithstanding their

political indebtedness to the bankers'

association. There is no doubt what

ever that the power of the people to

reject a statute enacted by the legis

lature defeated this iniquitous bill.

And it has had a good effect on many

other jobs. Even the republicans will

in time admit the referendum is a

good measure, for it may be used to

restrain radical as well as vicious

legislation. The people are natural

ly conservative, and the revolution

ary parties will find at times that it

will block their plans if they go too

fast.—From the Dakota Ruralist.

A COMMON DEFECT OF REFORM

ERS.

The newspaper dispatch from To-

peka, Kan., about Mrs. Charles M.

Sheldon's hired girl has been very

popular, and acres of comment have

appeared about it. The story is that

the hired girl, who was new, had read

in one of Mr. Sheldon's the-world-

made-over stories, that it was a good

plan for the servants of a household

to take their meals with the rest of

the family, so she expressed to Mrs.

Sheldon her willingness to follow that

course, but Mrs. Sheldon dissented,

and the girl left. This is thought to

be a joke on Mr. Sheldon, but really it

makes him appear in a good light as

a reformer who respects the rights

of others, and does not try to compel

even his immediate family to share his

social experiments. That is the way

it is in tins family of Tolstoi. He lives

the ideal life, and goes barefoot, and

cobbles shoes for recreation, but his

wife and most of his children respect

conventional customs, and live a life

modified, but not stunted by his

ideals.

A great and common defect about

ordinary reformers is that they are

not content to let their light so shine,

but insist that every one whom they

can control shall emulate their good

works. Says the Women's Christian

Temperance union to the army: "We

think it's wicked to drink beer, and

you shan't have any." Says Mrs.

Carrie Nation to Apollo Belvidere:

"It is an outrage that you have

no trousers on. Let me smash you!"

Mr. Sheldon's way is better. He goes

in for precept, and, maybe, example,

but not for constraint. If the Wom

en's Christian Temperance union fol

lowed his example it might still dis

tribute tracts to the army, but it

would not legislate away the canteen,

and Mrs. Nation, acting Sheldon-wise,

would be content to say to Apollo

Belvidere: "Wear trousers, like me."

—Life of New York.

UNCLE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHNBULL.

HE FEARS A CROMWELL.

Printed from the Original Manuscript.

Dear John: How do you like this

reconcentrado business, anyway? I

feel darn small, myself. Learnt it

from the Spaniards, and I'm afeard

you've caught it from me. Taught

you bad manners, I guess. Every

time I hear of a Filipino shot, or a

Boer, I feel like wipin' my hands on

the grass. I don't swear about it,

like old Mrs. Macbeth, but jest feel

that way.

This fightin' of women, and chil

dren is the cap sheaf. It tops the

barbarians everywhere. I hear all

your Boer children (reconcentrados)

are a dyin' of measles—measles,

John! Anglo-Saxon liars lead the

world, don't they? Did you follow

my press censors in Manilla? Mc-

Kinley did, I swan! But I caught on

to it in about a week. Mack's a

nice, smug, church-goin' fellow; but

his head is no paperweight—lets

everything blow out the window.

This is a great year for little fellows

in the saddle, anyway.

Are you a follerin' m3- supreme

court? Well, it's done it again!

Turned out the Warner ranch Indi

ans, 400 of 'em, off of land the poor

creatures had lived on 60 years. Law

yers, too, some of 'em—th' supreme

court. You know, John, 20 years

gives title at common law. But I

guess not now, unless a man's Brit

ish, or rich.

Say! I've no further use for this

supreme court. That's why I'll trade

'em for the Boer republics. We'd

both get rich by the dicker. Yon'd

get something to suit you, and I'd

get something to suit me, prime.

I don't want to press it, but that's

how it strikes an old man. To tell

you the truth, John, my supreme

court has overturned the constitution,

and the common law, the golden

rule and the rule of three, and I'm

mortal afraid that next thing some

Cromwell '11 send a file of soldiers and

turn 'em out the back door. Yours,for better times,

UNCLE SAM.

JOHN MORLEY ON ENGLAND'S

"OUTLAWRY."

Extracts from an editorial in the London

Speaker of June 8.

Mr. Morley's silence at the election

was broken by a message to his con

stituents that will take its place in

the literature of the nation. The

boasting skippers with their cargo

of Dead Sea apples" will be remem

bered long after men have contrived

to forget the more homely phrases

Mr. Chamberlain chose to describe

his opponents. Mr. Morley at any

rate has no need to recant or to

whittle down a single syllable in that

sentence. Do his opponents still

stand by every letter of their assur

ances that the struggle was over, the

enemy crushed, peace at our doors,

and the fruits of the war only wait

ing to be garnered? What is be

come of those politicians strutting

in khaki, those jackdaws in peacocks'

feathers? Their miscalculations are

passed into a proverb; their igno-

Z'
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ranee is the laughing-stock of their

own press; their cowardice has

sought shelter in concealments and

perversion of the truth which their

own followers have resented; they

have made war barbarous without

making it decisive; they have pun

ished with the rigors an'd injustice

of martial law a colony they have

failed to protect from three inva

sions; they have organized famine

because they could not garrison the

country) and they have thrown wom

en and children into prison because

they could not conquer with a quar

ter of a million of men a people on

whose necks they expected to plant

their heels after a single skirmish.

Mr. Morley described to his audience

on Tuesday the gradual development

of this tragedy of failure and wrong.

He speaks with the authority of a

statesman who warned the country

of its danger when the bribed press

began its sinister campaign. That is

an authority which, unhappily, few

of our statesmen can divide with

him. . . .

Mr. Morley spoke of a "second

war," the war that is raging to-day

for objects repugnant to civilized

men. It is that war that has lost

us. as Mr. Edmund Robertson said

in his powerful speech on Wednesday

night, the moral leadership of the

world. Farm-burning and the im

prisonment of women are the acces

sories not of war, but of conquest.

"Whatever Mr. Morley may say," ar

gues the Times, "the nation are as

frankly resolved as ever they were

to insist upon ending the war in their

own way. . . . They are resolved

to fight it out to the bitter end."

"A light to the finish"—"uncondi

tional surrender," "no shred of inde

pendence"—these are the phrases,

strange to the ears of free nations,

for which we are fighting by meth

ods civilization had agreed to re

nounce. There is no precedent, as

Mr. Morley says, for refusing to

treat with a beaten enemy. It is that

refusal that proclaims our outlawry.

England in thunder calls: "The tyrant's

cause Is mine;"

That hour accurst how did the fiends re

joice.

And hell through all her confines raise the

exulting voice;That hour which saw the generous English

name

Linked with such damned deeds of ever

lasting shame!

"How many army corps is it

worth for the nation to have it known

that it is an honest nation; that it as

a nation that loves freedom, that

loves justice even though justice

should do it some seeming temporary

disadvantage? How much do you

think that credit is worth in the

world?" Many men will return a de

risive answer to Mr. Morley's ques

tion; there are others, and they be

long to all parties, who are as sensi

tive as was Robert Burns for the hon

or of the "generous English name;"

and who, whilst ready to run the risk

of foreign displeasure in a noble

cause, do not welcome these odious

dreams of conquest more kindly be

cause they have won for us the black

looks of an astonished Europe and the

righteous curses of mankind.

TOURISTS, ATTENTION!

TRY THE CHICAGO & ARCADEE R. R.

Vacation days are at .hand, and

the weary brainworker, putting be

hind him the mad roar of traffic and

the unremitting hum of industry, flies

like a child to its mother, and re

poses for a space upon Dame Nature's

breast—

Knowing that Nature never did betray

The heart that loved her.

Far from the madding crowd's

ignoble strife, where one may keep

the noiseless tenor of his way; far

from the clanging cable train and eke

the rattling "L;" far from the thou

sand ills' that city flesh is heir to

when Old Sol relentlessly pours down

his enervating rays, and Gen. Hu

midity, with Assyrian hosts, sweeps

down like wolf upon the (see page 4),

tired humanity may find surcease of

mental and physical toil and be at

rest.

Come forth into the light of things,

Let Nature be your teacher.

Take the Chicago and Arcadee!

From a soporific seat in one of our

palace cars the traveler may see the

cattle on a thousand hills, and wit

ness Plenty smiling on a peaceful

land. Unto the willing ears of Corn

the summer breezes sing a slumber

song, and Corn nods drowsily to the

unsleeping trees that stand like sen

tinels along the field edge; trees that

have kept a watch and ward through

the long centuries, through whose

summer draperies and winter lacery

the smoke of the red man's council

fire has filtered lazily to heaven.

We give a sample of the glories of

this unsurpassed highway to Mother

Nature's heart:

SILVER LAKE.

A famous watering place. This

beautiful sheet of dimpling aqua

pura is three miles long and one and

one-half miles wide. Kaleidoscopic

beauties fringe its pebbled shores.

Como were a frog pond to it. Splen

did hotels (rates five to six dollars

per week) dot the greensward that

slopes amphitheatricany from the

fair lake's crystal rim. Volcanic

rocks, thrown out in some far dis

tant, unremembered aeon by a

mighty throb of Mother Nature's

heart, contribute a picturesque note

to a landscape as smiling as has ever

cracked a grin. The drives are the

finest in the state. Farm houses,

presided over by gentlemanly farm

ers, offer a retreat for those that give

a preference to the pastoral; and

countless nooks by babbling brooks,

or by the crystal rim referred to, al

lure the pleasureseeker that finds in

canvas life the joys that are not in

hotel or farm house.

The waters of Silver Lake teem

with trout, black bass, pike, muskel-

lunge and salmon. (No German carp

allowed.) Enormous strings are

taken out daily.

On the shore of Silver lake is the

far-famed "Lover's Leap," a spot so

beautiful that one, in viewing it, is

affected by a melancholy sadness, and

ponders on the sweet and bitter cup

of unrequited love. (We publish the

legend of "Lover's Leap" in a separ

ate folder.)

P. S.—Silver lake is a veritable

paradise for devotees of the wheel.

Other famous resorts for the angler

are Crystal lake, Tranquil lake,

Goldbrick lake, Bunko lake and Lake

Con. The waters of these lakes—

Teem . , Trout,

Swarm 1 / Bass,

Are stocked / \ Pickerel,

Seethe \ with ) Muskellunge,

Are crowded [ ) Salmon,

Boil ) I Shiners,

Abound / \ Sunfish.

C^Send for supplementary folders.

—The "Line o' Type or Two" Man in

the Chicago Tribune.

A "LIBERAL" VIEW OF THE SITUA

TION IN SOUTH AFRICA.

An extract from an editorial in the Man

chester (Eng.) Guardian, of June 15.

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman

has sometimes been accused of speak

ing with two voices on the subject of

the war. We have never thought the

accusation fair, but no one will com

plain of weakness or indecision in the

condemnation of the present methods

of conducting it which he pronounced

last night at the meeting of the

National Reform union. Mr. Morley

himself could not have spoken in more

emphatic language. The liberal lead

er is on strong ground. The more the

facts about the utter devastation of

the country come out the more surely

will the public repudiate what is be
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ing done in its name. It will insist on

stopping the deportation and impris

onment of women and children, as

last autumn it insisted on stoppingthe

burning of dwelling-houses. Sir Hen

ry Campbell-Bannerman dealt very

happily with the wretched truism

"war is war," which is the one parrot

answer that comes when one depre

cates these horrors. Mr. Chamberlain

and others have told us that this is no

longer a war, and Sir Henry Cambell-

Bannerman is inclined to take them

at their word. They say this is not

war. Precisely. War is no longer war

when it is carried on by methods of

barbarism, just as a duel is not a duel

if one of the antagonists transgresses

the recognized rules. One of the first

principles of modern warfare is that

war is waged not upon individuals

but upon governments. Our govern

ment departed from this principle

when they declined to recognize the

opposing governments and declared*,

in the rash words of Lord Salisbury,

that "not a shred of independence"

should be left to them. This made the

present war something unheard of in

civilized history since the suppression

of the Tyrolese peasants by Napoleon

—a war upon a nation whose govern

ment is ignored, and who are in many

essential respects treated as rebels

while fighting for their own country.

The determination, justly reprobated

by Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, in

terms which must be echoed by every

one with the slightest tincture of lib

eralism, to crush the enemy who was

already beaten and force the Boer into

subjection instead of securing him as

a willing- fellow-subject, has been re

sponsible for the present situation

and for all the misery and disgrace

which it has entailed.

Let us consider what that situation

is and what are its consequences.

After breaking down the Boer re

sistance, the government, instead of

laying down honorable terms of

peace, demanded unconditional sur

render, as though they were dealing

with rebels. Being unable to obtain

it, our forces were pushed further

and further into the heart of the

Transvaal; but though resistance

was impossible, the country was un

subdued, and as soon as our men

turned their backs the enemy reap

peared. The next step was to de

stroy all supplies for the Boers by

devastating their country, burning

their houses and destroying all their

property. The result was to leave

the non-combatant population desti

tute, and as it was impossible to let

them starve outright they were

swept into concentration camps.

This was the policy adopted in Cuba

by Gen. Weyler and reprobated uni

versally in this country. Yet Gen.

Weyler had the excuse, which our

authorities have not, that he was

dealing with rebels. It < is said that

we feed the "concentrated" popula

tion, and that the Spaniards did not.

Indeed Mr. Brodrick and others

have positively taken credit for our

action, as though it were a laudable

charity to feed those whose food had

been taken from them in the course

of military operations. But before

we distinguish "concentration" in

South Africa from the same policy

as practiced by Gen. Weyler let us

be sure that we are feeding these

women and children effectually. In

some camps this is certainly being

done. In others there is grave rea

son to fear that the strain has been

altogether too great for the organ

ization. A whole country-side is

swept up and the population con

veyed as well as the authorities can

manage to the nearest camp. What

is the guarantee that there are tents,

food or clothing for the numbers

thus poured in? And if these are

deficient, what are the sufferings of

the young children and the sick?

The answer is, we fear, to be found

written in the mortality returns, in

conclusively and obscurely as these

have been stated ly Mr. Brodi-ick.

Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman was

not content to describe the disease,

but went on to indicate the remedy.

For the situation as a whole there

can be only one remedy—a complete

change of policy and of persons—but

for arresting the mortality among

the women and children in our hands

there are less drastic remedies avail

able. The first is to let English

women go freely to the camps with

aid in food, clothing, medicine and

nursing. It is monstrous that an

eppcal should have been made to the

American public while there are Eng

lish societies anxious to undertake

this work. , The second point is to

cease making prisons of these camps

—to let those women who think they

can live better on their ruined farms

do so, and let those who have friends

who will take them in their homes

go to those friends. We have never

seen any reason alleged why these

women and children should be treat

ed as prisoners. If those who could

go were allowed to do so there would

be some reduction in the numbers to

be catered for and the strain would

be eased. Lastly, the sweeping pol

icy must be stopped. It has been

productive of nothing but misery.

There is no sign that it has short

ened the war. It has certainly deep

ened the bitterness and made the fu

ture darker.

MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP AS THE

STEPPING STONE TO SIN

GLE TAX.

An article by the Hon. Tom L. Johnson,

Mayor of Cleveland, O., published in the

Chicago Record-Herald of June 9.

Municipal ownership sentiment is

making headway. As a stepping-

stone to the single tax system it may

be one of the most potent factors in

our national development, and it be

comes of greater importance as the

population of the country gathers in

an increasing proportion in cities and

towns.

Threercent fares ma3f be a step to

municipal ownership, and municipal

ownership, by putting an end to mu

nicipal monopolies, will bring nearer

the era of the single tax system, with

its remedy for all the evils of monopo

lies and special privileges.

Municipal monopolies consist of

rights and special privileges in the

public streets and highways which, in

the nature of the case, cannot be pos

sessed by all the people and can only

be enjoyed by a few. A constant

struggle goes on to obtain such privi

leges, with the result of checking and

retarding for a long time necessary

public improvements. Rival claim

ants not strong enough to obtain what

they want often succeed in checkmat

ing each other at the expense of de

nying to the public needed advan

tages.

Only a very slight observation of,

and reflection upon the needs of peo

ple crowded together in a city, as to

facility of moving about, as to com

munication, as to supply of water, as

to supply of artificial light, is needed

to satisfy any candid man that such

businesses are in their nature monop

olistic. In other words, they can be

best carried on, with the best results

to the public, under a single manage

ment and with a single consistent

policy.
■Where competition prevails in such

businesses, almost invariably the pub

lic service is inefficient and defective.

Wherever there is unity, the condition

of things is much better.

My proposition is to enlarge the

functions of municipalities so that the

means of transportation and com

munication and the supply of water

and light shall be furnished by pub

lic authority and not by private en

terprise, and extend this principle to
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its logical result of taking under pub

lic administration all businesses

which require the grant of any special

right or privilege.

We have already started on this

road, and made considerable progress.

In many cities the* water supply is a

public business; in some cities gas and

electric light are manufactured and

furnished by public authority; in

many cities of Europe and Australia

street railroads are owned and oper

ated by the public. Why not go on in

this direction till there shall be no

more private property in special

grants or franchises, and till all busi

ness requiring such grants shall be

carried on by the municipalities?

Under present conditions the adop

tion of this policy would require the

taking over by the public only of the

water, gas, electric light and power

supply, the telephone and street rail

roads. The evils which a great many

timid people fear, as likely to arise

from enlarging the scope of the func

tions of municipalities, are trivial in

comparison with the evils which are

inseparable from the present system.As long as the great rewards which

these monopolies offer to private en

terprise are possible, your industries

will be hampered, your politics will be

corrupted by briber}' and fraud, and

your people will have to pay unneces

sarily high prices for these kinds of

service, and they will be subjected to

daily and hourly inconveniences and

vexation, owing to the poor quality

of the service.

I would not advocate any disregard

of existing rights, or any confiscation

of existing property. It would be no

violation of existing rights for cities

to erect their own plants and to com

pete for the business as they could

readily and successfully do with the

present private owners.

It would be no violation of existing

rights for cities to use their tax pow

ers so as to compel the present private

owners to bear the same proportion

of public burdens, according to the

value of their property, including

franchises, which owners of other

kinds of private property have to bear.

It would be no violation of existing

rights, where the power has not been

bartered away, for the cities or the

states to regulate fares and rates

of compensation, so as to make them

yield only a fair return on the actual

investment made, rather than upon a

fictitious capitalization, based mainly

upon franchises or special privilege

values.

In short, municipalities ought not

to hesitate to do what private per

sons in business do as a matter of

course. They should respect the

grants which they have made accord

ing to their true limits, but, doingthis,

they should take advantage of every

right that is left to themselves to get

rid of the, present system and substi

tute therefor a regime of public own

ership and operation. When this has

been done the first long step will have

been taken toward progress in taxa

tion, for there will be an object les

son in the abolishment of special privi

leges.

Out of municipal ownership may

come free street cars. There is no

fundamental reason why the cars

should not be a part of the streets

that are furnished free for the use of

all if the municipality can afford it.

With property paying its just taxes

the municipality can afford it.

Street cars may be considered in

their relation to the municipality to

resemble the elevators in a modern

building, free to all who have occa

sion to use them because they are the

property of the municipality and in

the nature of an improvement in the

sidewalk, just as the elevator is an

improvement on the stairway. It is

in its relation to the single tax sys

tem that I see the greatest good in

municipal ownership, holding, as it

does, the promise of a firm and vig

orous step to that goal.

SOCIAL EEGENERATION PROCEEDS

NOT FROM GENEROSITY BUT

" FROM RIGHTEOUSNESS.We reprint the following article by the

Rev. Charles Frederic Goss, from the Cin

cinnati Commercial Tribune of May 20,

1901, because It vividly portrays a false

tendency with reference to rich men. The

article would have been all the better, had

It shown, what the truth Is, that in our

social life there are empty many "stools,"

and that the true reason for discontent is

not that a "lucky" one here and there

peacefully uses his "stool" while others

Impatiently await their turn; but that

the "lucky" ones have marked all the

empty stools "taken," and most of the im

patient horde behind the latter are never to

have a turn. It Is not the "luck" of the

thing, but the ur righteousness of the sys

tem that allows It, that makes the true

cause of complaint. The monopolization of

empty stools cannot be remedied by Indi

vidual goodness or generosity; the only

fundamental remedy Is social readjust

ments made In obedience to righteous con

cepts.

SNAPSHOTS AT DAILY LIFE.

When Kohlsaat opened his "quick

lunch" restaurant in Chicago, the pat

ronage was enormous.

Pushing your way through the

crowd at the door, you would see one

man on each stool, and from two to

three others standingbehind him wait

ing for his place. As you took your

position in line, your emotions would

be worth your careful study.

We will suppose that you are No. 3,

hot, tired and hungry, but endowed

with a little humor and possessing a

fair amount of the milk of human kind

ness. Your first emotion will be one

of intense appreciation of the absurd

ity of the situation. You willj<smile

amiably as you watch the eager, jeal

ous faces of the rear rank and the

complacent expressions of the men at

the counters.

By and by you will get a little tired,

and you will think it takes that fellow

in front of you an unconscionabl}' long

time to eat; but you will say to your

self: "Poor chap, he is probably very

hungry, and I hope he is enjoying his

lunch."

At last he rises, and No. 2 takes his

place. In spite of yourself, you be

grudge it. "I wish to goodness I had

gotten in ahead of him," you mutter

under your breath. He gives his order

deliberately, and eats as if he had

eternity to do it in. You no\r begin to

get hot under your collar. "If I were

in his place," 3-ou say to yourself, "I

would have a little consideration for

the man behind me."

A few moments pass, which, seem

like years. You stand on one foot,

then on the other; look at your watch;

threaten to leave and go somewhere

else; denounce the quick lunch system

as a fraud; begin to whisper to your

neighbor mean insinuations which you

intend the man on the stool to over

hear; vow solemnly that when your

turn comes you will keep the golden

rule.

At last, the brute rises and you drop

into his place. Presto veto! Your feel

ings are all changed. There is as

much difference between the man be

hind the stool and the one on the stool

as between the batter in the pan and

the cake on the griddle.

The instant you are seated you be

gin saying to yourself: "I'll get even

with these selfish pigs that have kept

me waiting so long, now! (You for

get that they are gone.) I have earned

my dinner. I don't propose to have

those greedy wretches behind me spoil

its enjoyment. Let them wait; I did.

My digestion is not the best, and if I

eat too fast I shall be sick the rest of

the day. Hurry up, waiter. Bring me

an egg omelet, a cup of coffee, buck

wheat cakes and strawberries and ice

cream."

Having delivered your order, you

turn round, give one contemptuous

glance at the wild beasts who are

grinding their teeth behind you, and
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settle down to jour ease, as if there

never was another empty stomach in

the world besides jour own.

Ah, gormand, it makes a heap of dif

ference who is on that stool. Perhaps

j-ou do not see through this little par

able of mine. Neither did David

through that of Xathan when he told

him about the little ewe lamb, until

the prophet looked him in the eye and

cried aloud: "Thou art the man!"

And so art thou, and so am I, for I

have but described the emotions of my

own soul.

Thej' have burned in your heart a

thousand times in crowded street cars,

churches, music halls and art galleries.

We are all alike—good, generous and

unselfish until we get hungry and tired,

and drop into an easy chair.

But this morning lesson is a unit;

it is a single bullet and not a scatter-

ingcharge from a shotgun. It is meant

for the grumblers and kickers who de

nounce the rich and the prosperous.

Xow mind! I do not like this present

system of political economy anj- better

than the most discontented man in

America. I, too, believe the times are

out of joint, and that we are drifting

perilously near, if not rapidly toward,

the shoals of a plutocracy. These vast

aggregations of wealth are an ominous

sj'mpton in our national life. If we

cannot devise some peaceful method of

rendering them impossible, they are

more than likely to produce catas

trophic changes.

But I want to make this point:

There isn't one man out of ten thou

sand who stands in the fourth and

third and second rank behind the per

son on the stool who will not think

and speak and act exactly as he does

when he gets his place.

The loudest howls of criticism and

discontent come from the ranks who

are farthest from the counter. Hordes

of hungrj', needy people land upon our

shores or are spawned in our great

cities who see men and women reaping

rewards of industry or eating the

fruits of good luck and curse them bit

terly—until they begin to accumulate

a little property or inherit a fortune of

their own. Then all is changed. Thej',

too, grow selfish, indifferent, brutal.

Select the loudest mouthed dema

gogue you can find—the man who

howls the most vociferously about the

eruelfy and injustice of capital—and

make him boss in his department; or

give him stock in the concern; or make

him a present of a little house and lot,

and "an hundred to one" he forgets be

fore sundown the miseries of the men

below nud behind him.

. This does not prove that the folks

with their knees under the table ait

to be excused or" admired. It is not

right for them to feel so, just because

it is "human nature that thej- should."

It is brutal, and it is pagan—which is

worse.

But it does prove that the deepest

trouble is in "human nature," and that

you must get the individual heart

changed before the millennium can

come.

If all the hard-hearted rich men

should get out of their chairs to-night

the poor men who got into them would

be almost as hard-hearted to-morrow.

You think not? You do not know your

selves. And, more than this—the most

transcendant genius which the evolu

tion of humanity can produce could

not devise a system of economics which

cannot be perverted to just such self

ishness—until we can eliminate the

brute and tiger from our personal

characters.

It is true that good systems help to

make men good; but thej- onljr help.

Thej' cannot do it alone. It is always

and everywhere a question of indi

vidual, decision and determination.

Unless we want to be unselfish all the

political economists and all the the

ories and all the systems in the uni

verse cannot make us so. This is just

a simple lesson of charitj".

Do not be too hard upon the man

upon the stool. Remember that he has

probably been just what j_ou are, and

you would probably be just what he is

in his place—unless—Unless, by a self-surrender that is

radical and eternal, you give jour heart

and life to God andhumanitj'.

If j-ou have not consciouslj' and de-

liberatelj' and solemnly done this,

every one who knows human nature

at all will smile ironicallj- at j'our pro

testations of what you would do in the

rich man's place.—Charles Frederic

Goss.

"Th' smartest man in my day at

th' colledge iv th' Sacred Heart was

a la-ad who used to come to school

with half a dozen biled potatoes in

an ol' newspaper an' sawed wood all

avenin' to pay f'r his larnin'. Anny-

thing that boy larned, he lamed, ye

bet. Ivry line iv Latin he knew rip-

risinted a stick iv wood an' belonged

to him. 'Twasn't borrowed at th'

back dure iv a millyonaire. He knew

more thin anny man I iver see, an'

he's now at th' head iv wan iv th'

best little wan room schools in Du

Page county."—Mr. Dooley (P. P.

Dunne) in Chicago American.

TO LABOR.

Shall you complain who feed the world?

Who clothe the world?

Who house the world?

Shall you complain who are the world,

Of what the world may do?

As from this hour

You use your power,

The world must follow you.

The world's life hangs on your right hand,

Your strong right hand,

Your skilled right hand;

You h)oId the whole world in your hand-

See to it what you do!Or dark or light,

, Or wrong or right,

The world is made by you!

Then rise as you ne'er rose before,

Nor hoped before,

Xor dared before,

And show as ne'er was shown before,

The power that lies in you!

Stand all as one

Till right is done!

Believe and dare and do!

—Charlotte Perkins Stetson.

Joseph Rend was telling a little

coterie of men at the Great South

ern hotel a funny story recently nar

rated to him bj- Gov. McCorkle, of

West Virginia. A colored man was

telling a white friend about another

negro who owed him two dollars and

absolutelj- refused to pay the debt.

The creditor dunned and dunned him,

but all to no purpose. Finally the

creditor went to his white friend,

who is a lawyer, and poured his tale

of woe into his ear.

"Well," said the lawyer, "if he posi

tively refused to pay you, what rea

son did he give?"

"Well, boss," said the colored man,

"he said he had owed me dat money

fo' so long dat de interest had dun et

it all up, and he didn't owe me a

cent."—Columbus Dispatch.

Mr. Holmes—There was a junkman

here yesterday and I told him to

come to-morrow.

The Collector of Antiques—Then it

is fortunate I came to-day.

Mr. Holmes—Yes, indeed. I swan!

You people must hurt the regular

junk business!—Puck.

"I see the constitution, after all,

does not follow the flag."

"Well, I shouldn't think it would

want to."—Life.

"Papa, what is a sj'ndicate?"

"My son, it is a body of human be

ings entirely surrounded by money."

—Life.

A gentleman one day saw a boy

peeling the bark from one of his

choice trees with a hatchet. The

gentleman tried to catch the boy,

but the latter was too quick for him,

so the farmer changed Ms tactics.
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"Come here, my little son," he said,

in a soft, flute-like voice, with coun

terfeit friendliness, "come here to me

a minute. I want to tell you some

thing."

"Not yet," replied the recipient.

"Little boys like me don't need to

know everything."—Glasgow Evening

Times.

BOOK N0TI0ES.

"A History of Political Parties In the

United States," by James H. Hopkins,

formerly a member of congress from

Pennsylvania (New York and London:

G. P. Putnam's sons), Is less a history

than a chronicle. But it is a good chron

icle. Though somewhat defective in

point of literary proof reading, and often

not sufficiently explicit in forms of state

ment to be quite clear, the book presents

a fair outline of the foundations and de

velopment of American parties. Its valus

for reference is enhanced by four ap

pendices, the first of which gives the text

of all the party platforms promulgated

down to and including 189G. Even those of

parties of Insignificant strength are re

printed verbatim. The second appendix

contains the Kentucky resolutions of 1798,

and the third the Virginia resolutions of

the same year; while the fourth analyzes

the popular vote by states for president in

1SS4-S8-92-96—the first four presidential years

of the transition period in politics

through which we are now passing. The

historical outline or narrative begins with

the circumstances Immediately preceding

and immediately following the revolution

ary war, out of which came the early

party division into federalist and republic

an. It concludes with the elections of

1898. Mr. Hopkins's work is better done

for the period during which he was him

self an active participant in or interested

observer of political phenomena, than

for that with reference to which he Is de

pendent for information altogether upon

books and records. But the plan of the

book, which subordinates broad generaliz

ations to minuteness in the larger detail, Is

well carried out. So far as the author's

own political bias is observable, for he

groups his facts with almost angular Im

partiality, he Is a man of democratic tend

encies—a Jeffersonian rather than a Ham-

Utonlan.

Judge A. N. Waterman, one of the Ju

dicial bench of Chicago, makes a plea for

justice to the negro, In "A Century of

Caste" (Chicago: M. A. Donohue & Co.),

which Is the story of an old slave woman,

whose recollections go back of the civil

war to a time when her husband was sold

away from her, and, covering the war pe

riod, come down to the lynchlngs from

which her race has suffered since. Though

Judge Waterman has not succeeded very

well with negro dialect, he does succeed In

giving his readers a glimpse of slavery

days from the negro's point of view.

A critical review of the part played by-

Gen. Israel Putnam at the battle of Bunker

Hill (Salem, Mass.: Alfred P. Putnam, M.

D.) is presented by Dr. Putnam—who, by

the way, Is not a descendant of the old

revolutionary hero, though of the same

name—in a series of letters originally pre

pared for a local paper, the Danvers Mir

ror, and now put In pamphlet form under

the title "Gen. Putnam and the Battle

of Bunker Hill: A Critique, Not a His

tory." Dr. Putnam's purpose is to settle

in favor of Gen. Putnam the controversy-

over who commanded the American forces

at Bunker Hill, Putnam or Prescott.

"Restraint of Trade," by William Hud

son Harper, of Evanston, 111., is a collec

tion of important extracts from various

sources on the subject of trusts, reduced

to an orderly arrangement calculated to

elucidate the trust question.

MAGAZINES.

—The "Arena" for July celebrates the

first number of its twenty-sixth volume

with the publication of the introduc

tory paper of a series on "Great

Movements of the Nineteenth Century."

It is by Prof. Frank Parsons and is de

scribed by its title, "The Sweep of the

Century and Its Meaning." Prof. Thomas

E. Will, formerly president of the Kansas

agricultural college and now a professor at

Ruskln college, Trenton, Mo., contributes

an account of the latter Institution, for

merly known as Avalon college, which,

under the presidency of Dr. George McA

Miller, has started out upon the career of

"a college for the people" in contra

distinction to the plutocratic universities.

Besides a personal article on John Ward

Stimson. introductory to a dialogue with

Prof. Stimson on "the Value of Vital Art,"

Mr. B. O. Flower, the editor, contributes

a variety of editorials, one of which deals

intelligently and sympathetically with the

administration of the new mayor of Cleve

land.
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