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The "safe man" is the one who has

the wit to use his knowledgewith dis

cretion, provided he has enough

knowledge to make discretion neces

sary.

"The flag will stay wherever it is

planted,?' exclaimed. Senator Foraker

in his speech as temporary chairman

of the republican convention of Ohio.

But that is not the important thing.

The pillaging chieftains of ancient

Rome used to boast in like manner

about the Eoman eagles. Theimpor

tant consideration is whether the flag,

wherever planted, shall wave over

American citizens -or over American

subjects.

The federal authorities are now

credited with an intention to put

down the trusts, and for that purpose

with investigating them secretly.

This is not a vaudeville joke. It is

serious newspaper information, in

spired by the attorney general'6 de

partment.

the fact that nothing comes back to

us for our enormous exports. They

cannot say any longer that we have a

European credit for them which is al

lowed to lie in open account abroad

for the high rates of interest prevail

ing there.

Mr. Bryan advocates the nomina

tion of Hanna as the next presiden

tial candidate of the republicans, now

that Mr. McKinley declines a third

term. He calls Hanna the logical re

publican candidate. But what would

the republican party do with any

thing logical, even a logical candi

date? Its experience and aspirations

are not along logical lines.

Verestchagin's realistic paintings

of battle scenes in the Philippines are

said to be completed, and it is under

stood that he will exhibit them in this

country. Some law ought to be found

to stop him. It was well enough for

us Americans to slaughter men who,

like our own forefathers, were strug

gling against terrible odds for inde

pendence; but to have a foreign ar

tist show us in vivid pictures the

bloody horror of it all is too much for

patriotic good nature.

It is jolly good sport that the ad

ministration papers get out of the

Manila dispatch, which, in reporting

the surrender of Gen. Cailles, de

scribed him as shedding tears. Gen

uine sentiments of patriotism have

become so blurred in the American

mind lately that the spectacle of a

brave man weepingbecause compelled

to surrender his little army after

fighting two years for the independ

ence of his country against the great

odds of a horde of well-armed invad

ers, is supposed to be only an object

of mirth. At this rate of imperial

progress we may yet live to see the

memories of Valley Forge ridiculed

by American newspaper wits.

Now that interest' rates in London

have fallen, how will our "favorable

export balance" theorists account for

on our part or any less forcible method

of annexation. What welds our states

to the union is not political but com

mercial annexation. Abolish free

trade between the states and the years

of the union would be numbered. But

the union would be as closely welded

as ever without political association

but with free trade. That suggests

the way in which Canada could bean-

nexed. Let the tariff laws which sep

arate Canada and the United States

be repealed, and Canada would be for

all practical and desirable purposes

part of the American republic.

Every now and again something fa

vorable to the annexation of Canada

appears in the press of the United

States. These papers have one

thing to learn. Canadians do not

want political annexation, and noth

ing short of successful "criminal ag

gression" on our part would recon

cile them to it. But Canada could

be annexed almost as closely to the

United States as is any state in the

union, without "criminal aggression*

Revived activity in real estatetrans

actions indicates to the masses with

whom times are hard all the time, that

we are now in reality passing through

an era of prosperity. The fact that

this activity has but recently begun

goes to show that the prosperous era

we are in does not date back to 1897.

Real estate feels the impulse of pros

perous conditions in much less time

than four years. All the boasts of

prosperity with which the papers have

been padded since Mr. McKinley's

first election were evidently nothing

but puffing. Only great trusts and

some farmers have been prosperous

until recently. And now that "gen

eral prosperity" has come, the rise in

land values testifies that the landed

interests are as usual absorbing its

pecuniary benefits.

Regarding the third party move

ment in Missouri, a word or two may

be worthy of consideration. It is to

be thought of first with reference to

national politics. The organizers of

this party appear to contemplate the

probability of a split in the next na

tional democratic convention. Their

idea seems to byrthat the reactionary

democrats will get control, and that

the progressives will thereupon leave

the party. That the progressives
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would leave the party if the reaction

aries got control is doubtless true. It

is to be both expected and desired.

But if they went out of the old party

into any ready-made third party they

would break all precedents, and that

is unlikely. When parties split, the

outgoing members form a party of

their own as naturally as a sailor goes

to sea. There is another considera

tion in this connection. By forming

a third party for national purposes,

the progressive democrats of Missouri

facilitate, by so much, the efforts of

the reactionaries to get control of

the democratic party. They thereby

withdraw such strength as they may-

control from the radical wing of the

democratic organization. Only this

sort of thing can reinstate the reac

tionary leaders. In the very natureof

the case, as circumstances now are, the

democratic party cannot nominate

any of the old leaders. Cleveland,

Hill, Gorman or any other of thatan-

tiquated set of whigs are utterly im

possible as democratic nominees, un

less premature defections of the rad

ical wing make it possible. The pres

idential candidate mu6tbeeither Bry

an or a new man without a Bourbon

record or Bourbon affiliations. For

these reasons we sincerely regret the

giving of national character to the

new Missouri party. As a state or

ganization, the matter has a different

aspect. Even in that connection it

would be better to have organized as

a wing of the democratic party in re

sistance to the domination of the state

organization by Bourbons. Within

the democratic party an organization

such as could be formed upon the

basis of the Meriwether vote of last

spring in St. Louis might put the

Bourbons in bad shape at the national

convention. But an independent

party, repudiating all allegiance to

the national democratic party, can ac

complish nothing in national politics

and will soon fritter away its power

locally. Still, the democratic situa

tion in Missouri necessitates some ac

tion hostile to the machine, on the

part of the radical elements; and in

so far as the oiganization is strictly

local, it is not for democrats in other

states to criticise.

The rupture that may yet divide

the liberal party of England adds em

phasis to thefact, which has long been

clear, that the condition of parties in

Great Britain and in the United

States is much the same. What the

tories are to Great Britain the repub

licans are to the United States. What

the Boer war is there, the Philippine

aggression is here. What the liberal

party is to Englishmen, thedemocrat-

ic party is to Americans. The latter

resemblance holds good with refer

ence even to the diverse political ele

ments of which the liberal party is

composed, and to the imminent prob

abilities of its complete disruption.

Just as in this country there are dem

ocrats with republican principles, 60

in England there axe liberals with

tory principles. That element bas

now found a spokesman if not a lead

er in Herbert Harry Asquith, who has

come out openly in opposition- to the

liberal leader, Sir Henry Campbell-

Bannerman. In harmony with the

tories, he approves the annexation of

the two Boer republics. The hopeful

thing about this incident is the

prophecy it bears of a general break

up and realignment along more rad

ical issues than have ever before di

vided political parties in Great Brit

ain. Signs of a similar readjustment

in American politics are not wanting.

Gov. Crane's veto of the Boston

subway grab, which we noticed ed

itorially last week, has been sustained

in the legislature by a vote of 135 to

98. Even the majority that originally

passed the measure melted away un

der the governor's scathing message.

Sixty-six members who had voted: for

the bill changed their minds and sup

ported his veto.

That affair in Boston brings into

bolder relief the shameless action of

the Pennsylvania legislature and gov

ernor, and the Philadelphia council

and mayor, in connection with the

monumental grab which Senator

Quay engineered, and on which also

we commented lastweek. John Wan

amaker has taken another important

step. Ignored by the mayor when he

offered $2,500,000 for public fran

chises which the mayor was about to

present to the Quay gang for nothing,

Mr. Wanamaker now renewsi that of

fer, with a supplementary offer tobuy

off the gang for $500,000, stipulat

ing that in using the franchises he

will establish three-cent fares and uni

versal transfers, and will sell back

the franchises and equipment to the

city at any time within ten years for

cost. This great grab promises yet to

be a blessing in disguise. It has

aroused public sentiment in Pennsyl

vania to an appreciation in some de

gree of the iniquity of private fran

chises in public property; and encour

aging developments may be looked

for at an early day in the politics and

laws of the Keystone state.

The letter in which Mr. Wana

maker conveys his second offer makes

good reading. We quote from it

enough to show its motive and pur

pose. It was addressed to Mayor Ash-

bridge and his associates in the fran

chise scheme. Mr. Wanamaker says:

You say that I had no charters and

that the council should not have made

the grants to me. Very well, for the

sake of argument, toe it so. There is

no legal or other objection to you and

your colleagues selling to me the

franchises of which you are now the

donees and owners without recom

pense to the city. I therefore renew

the offer which I made to the mayor,

to pay, as therein stated, to the city

of Philadelphia $2,500,000, and in ad

dition thereto I will add $500,000 as

a bonus to yourself and associates

personally for the conveyance of the

grants and corporate privileges you

now possess. There is no strong op

position to this proposition. When

you and your associates assign to me

capital stock ownership and control

of the corporations you now possess,

with the engineers' plans, I will pay

to you th« sum of $500,000, ajid you

may pay to the city of Philadelphia

the $2,500,000, under the conditions

stated in my letter to the mayor, and

$1,500,000 of which amount I should

stipulate should be used for the deep

ening of the Delaware river channel

and $1,000,000 be applied to the build

ing of public schools and for the pur



The Public 179

pose of public education. In addition

to this I will agree on the surface

roads covered by your charters and

the ordinances that three-cent fares

oniy shall be charged between the

hours of five and eight a. m. and five

and seven p. m., and not over five

cents for the other hours; and I will

further agree that any time within

ten years the city of Philadelphia may

resume the franchises upon the pay

ment of the actual money expended

and invested in the various enterprises

covered by the charters and ordi

nances. If the proposition I have

made to you is not acceptable I should

be glad to know what sum will tempt

you and your associates to surrender

the privileges you now own, and which

were obtained by methods so unusual

and defiant of the public will as to

have aroused the indignation of the

people of the entire nation. There

may be those who will raise an ethical

objection td the payment of any sum

of money to persons obtaining valua

ble property by such methods. As a

question of casuistry there may be

some force in such objections, but I

am advised that the payment proposed

in this letter of $500,000 to you and

your associates would not be indict

able as the compounding of a felony,

but will be defensible as a bonus mere

ly paid for the restitution of public

property wrongfully obtained.

The street car situation in Chicago

has taken a new turn. There has been

an understanding that the important

existing franchises expire in 1903,

and considerable subdued excitement

has resulted with reference to the

terms of extension, of which the

legal limit is 20 years. Whether exj

tensions should be upon the basis

of a three cent fare, or a tax upon

gross receipts, has been the crucial

point; although the owners of the

existing franchises have put forward

a claim that the franchises on the

north and those on the west sides of

the city were extended in a blind way,

back in 1858, so that they will not ex

pire until 1957 on the north side and

1960 on the west. This is known as

"the 99-year claim." It has been re

garded as a desperate resort held in

reserve by the companies for fighting

ground when everything else should

fail them. But this claim they have

now made the basis of legal proceed

ings to prevent the city from termi

nating existing franchises or exacting

terms for renewals. William L. Elkins,

of Philadelphia, brings the suit. He

has gone into the United States cir

cuit courtasking for an injunction. If

brought in good faith, and not merely

as a cover for corrupt negotiations

with the city authorities, this law

suit puts the street car controversy

of Chicago in a better position than it

has yet been fn. For the franchise

grabbers to lose the suit is to lose all

possibility of further bluffing with

"the 99-year claim." If they win it

they add to the Philadelphia grab an

other instance in emphasis of the rot

tenness of the wholeprivate franchise

system. Either way means ultimate

defeat of the conspirators.

With reference to the question of

three cent fares or taxation of re

ceipts, the fact cannot be too often re

peated that the latter policy is what

the franchise grabbers want. In ad

vocating this policy Mayor Harrison

plays into their hands. When street

car companies are allowed to charge

five cents, being required to pay a tax

on receipts, they rob passengers by

charging two cents more than a ride

is worth, and divide the plunder with

the city. Even if the tax were two

cents, thus leaving only a net three-

cent fare, franchise beneficiaries

would prefer the tax; because, to the

extent that they can cheatthe city out

of it, they are gainers. A three cent

fare straight, with no tax on receipts,

leaves them without any opportunity

to get more than three cents and also

keeps them honest. Let every street

car passenger bear in mind that a five

cent fare, with the so-called franchise

compensation tax, is a scheme to tax

him for the franchise, and not the

company, every time he rides. It is a

corrupt scheme at that, for it creates

an incentive in the company to falsify

accounts and bribe officials in orderto

retain as much of the tax as possi

ble. But a three cent fare, without

the tax, abolishes the corrupt and

corrupting character of the franchise

arrangement, and requires passengers

to pay no more for their rides than

rides are worth. This is manifestly

the honest arrangement. Public of

ficials who advocate the other render

themselves and their integrity subject

to just suspicion.

The American military observer

with the- Boer army in South Africa,

Capt. Charles Beichman, has just

made his official report. It is espe

cially interesting with reference to

the British accusation of violations of

the rules of war by the Boers. Of

these accusations Capt. Beichman re

ports:

Such alleged unlawful occurrences

were not confined to the side of the

Boers; they occurred on the British,

side also. When they occurred on the

British side the Boers had little to

say about them. When they oc

curred on the Boer side a horde of

war correspondents stood ready to

snap them up and heap libel on the

Boers.

Some hostile commenthas recently

been indulged in with reference to

the referendum which the constitu

tion of South Dakota allows. It is

objected that the referendum is not

what it has been cracked up to be, or

it would have been resorted to in that

state. But it has been resorted to,

and with gratifying effectiveness.

Last winter the republican ring tried

to jam through a plundering measure

in redemption of campaign promises.

In the senate the measure passed tri

umphantly, and the house was ready

to rush it through as smoothly as

Quay ran the corrupt franchise bills

through the legislature of Pennsyl

vania, where no referendum right is

reserved to the people. But at that

point the ring met a sudden and de

cisive check. It ran up against the

referendum clause of the South Da

kota constitution. Opponents of the

corrupt measure warned the republic

an leaders that if the bill were passed

a referendum vote wouldbe called for.

This would have sent the measure to

the people for approval or rejection,

and the republicans dared not face

such an ordeal. Orders were conse

quently given, and the lower house

obediently defeated the measure. One

beauty of the referendum was here

exemplified. It is not always neces
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sary to resort to it in order to get the

benefit of its protection. Like a good

watch dog, it may as often drive away

thieves with a growl as with a bite.

The state of Oregon has adopted a

reform in taxation which may be of

great value to Oregon andmay furnish

an example for all the states in the

union. Most of the states still obtain

a large part of their revenue for state

purposes from the general property

tax; and the reports of state officials

and commissions are full of com

plaints of the undervaluation of prop

erty by local assessors, due to their

desire to shift the proper burden of

their towns and counties to the other

counties. In February of this year

an act, drawn by Senator E. A. Booth,

was passed in Oregon, providing for

the apportionment of the state tax

among the several counties of the

state in proportion to the revenue

raised for county purposes in each,

exclusive of expenditures for roads

and highways. We have several times

referred to the bill for the apportion

ment of state taxes and for local op

tion in taxation, drawn by Lawson

Purdy, of New York, and unanimous

ly indorsed by the New York cham

ber of commerce. In this bill the

state tax is apportioned to the sev

eral counties, on the basis of the total

revenue of each county and all the

tax districts within the county. The

Oregon plan only differs from this in

that the Oregon apportionment is

based on revenue raised for county

purposes only. It would seem that

Mr. Purdy's plan is more correct in

principle, but in practice the Ore

gon method may work substantial jus

tice and is a recognition of a principle

which is certain to be of great value.

It entirely does away with the incen

tive for the undervaluation of prop

erty by local assessors, and removes

all obstacles to local option not em

bedded in state constitutions.

Theological controversies of the

credal sort are not exactly in the line

of our thought or discussion. We are

nevertheless much interested in a

singularly logical defense (if reason

ing by analogy can be called logic) of

the sacrificial doctrine of the atone

ment, which appeared recently in a

Chicago newspaper from the pen of

the Kev. J. Jay Dugan, a clergyman

of the Methodist church. The argu

ment runs in this wise : Every consti

tutional need in nature, has its supply

or complement; as water for thirst,

or food for hunger. Man cannot

create a single supply for a constitu

tional need; neither water for his

thirst nor food for his hunger. They

originate in a higher power. Being

constitutionally a sinner, as well as

constitutionally subject to hunger

and thirst, he needs religion as cer

tainly as he needs water and food.

And as with water and food, he in

stinctively feels the need of religion

—he feels, that is, that he is out of

harmony with God and that his sal

vation depends upon reconciliation,

which must come from God. So far

Mr. Dugan's argument by analogy

seems to be without a flaw. But now

he essays to jump a chasm, and, logic

ally speaking, misses his footing and

tumbles into the depths. He asserts

as his next step that "reconciliation

cannot be had without some kind of

sacrifice." Why not? Without any

sacrifice man is reconciled to water

when his body thirsts and to food

when it hungers. Why, then ,by the

same process of reasoning which Mr.

Dugan adopts, should sacrifice be nec

essary when man's-spirit hungers and

thirsts for religion? Upon no other

plane of life does sacrifice appear to be

necessary for the reconciliation of

man to God. Man has only to put

himself in harmony (and that with

out sacrifice, vicarious or otherwise)

with God's physical laws, whereupon

God instantly establishes reconcilia

tion as to them. Edison has done this

over and over again in the field of

electricity. Similarly we all get into

harmony with God's laws when

we drink, or eat, or work, or

play, with satisfaction. We get

into harmony and God does the

rest. Whence then comes the

idea that reconciliation with God

without sacrifice, which is true of all

our physical concerns, is not true of

those that are spiritual? > Can it have

any other origin than in thedegraded

pagan notion of a vindictive deity,

half vampire half devil, who fattens

upon the sacrifices and revels in the

fears of superstitious men? Follow

ing the analogy of thirst atonement,

and hunger atonement, and electrical

atonement, and every other variety

of physical atonement, what better

conception of spiritual atonement,

with a God of love and the justice of

love, could there be than that which

came through Isaiah, the great proph

et of Israel, who closed a comprehen

sive denunciation of atonement by

sacrifice, with this familiar precept:

"Cease to do evil, learn to do well."

There is a spice of the comic in the

protests evoked by Dr. W. S. Hall, at

the Y. M. C. A. convention in Boston,

when he sought to reconcile Chris

tianity with the Darwinian theory of

man's evolution. Some of the young

men of the convention held the same

objections that their fathers did to

accounting themselves descendants

of monkeys. But how narrow must

be their conception of divine potency.

Whether man is a product of evolu

tion from a lower order of animal

creation, is a problem that should give

no concern to any intelligent Chris

tian. In this evolutionary theory

there are unbridged chasms so wide

as to make one ask what science is if

this theory be scientific; but even

were the theory proved conclusively,

there would be in that nothing to

shake any rational religious belief.

The Creator of this universe could

have developed man from monkeys

quite as easily as to have made him

outright.

Senator Foraker, of Ohio, makes a

better candidate for reelection than

he would make for Mrs. Irving's offer

of $1,000 to the successful man who

can carry on his affairs for a month

without lying. While delivering the

opening speech at the Ohio republican

convention he tried to fool the people
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by declaiming against municipal own

ership of public utilities as enlarg

ing "the field and opportunities of

the political boss." So gravely and

with such oiliness was this said, that

one might suppose Senator Foraker

had never heard of "the field and op

portunities of the political boss," in

connection with public utilities,

which his good friend and copartisan,

the delectable Senator Quay, has in

Pennsylvania utilized beyond the

dreams of avaricious power—without

municipal ownership. Yet some of

Mr. Foraker's hearers must have

known, as Mr. Foraker doubtless did

himself, that with municipal owner

ship, nothing like so great an abuse of

power over public utilities would be

possible.

Senator Foraker ruled himself out

of Mrs. Irving's $1,000 contest at an

other point in his convention speech.

He appealed to what he assumed to

be the moral obliquity and mental

density of Ohio farmers, in>a denunci

ation of "the single tax," which

he associated with the work of the

new mayor of Cleveland. It is pro

posed, he said, that "in the name of

the single tax, the farmers and other

real estate owners and holders shall

be compelled to bear all the burdens

of taxation, while those who hold

mortgages and stocks and bonds shall

be made a privileged class and be ex

empted from all the expenses of gov

ernment." It would be an insult to

Senator FoTaker's intelligence to sup

pose him sincere in that utterance.

He must know that the owners of

bond* and mortgages cannot be regu

larly taxed. A tax on bonds and mort

gages increases interest. He must

know that a tax commission of his

own state, appointed by Gov. McKin-

ley, has reported the impracticability

of regularly taxing this kind of prop

erty, and has show^n that theinequita-

ble burdens of the attempt to do it in

Ohio have beeen evaded by Ohio cities

and fallen upon Ohio farming com

munities. He must have known,

moreover, that stocks represent land

values more than any other kind of

property, and that those who holdthem would therefore not only notbe exempt under the single tax, butwould have their taxes on valuable

istocks very decidedly increased. He

must have known, finally, that the

single tax, so far from falling upon

farmers, wrould fall upon land monop

olists, to the relief of farmers. Taxes

on working farmers would be consid

erably reduced if the single tax which

the mayor of Cleveland advocates

were in operation.

In an article by Dr. Azel Ames on

labor conditions in Puerto Eico, pub

lished in the United States Labor

Bulletin for May, a multifarious ex

planation of the extreme poverty of

the working classes of Puerto Rico is

advanced, though a simple explana

tion suffices. "The mass have been

content to live and die as their fa

thers did," is one of the explanations.

This is blended with another, "the

comparative ease with which the ac

tual necessaries of life can be ob

tained, and the consequent absence

of either means or ambition for bet

ter things." That blend is heightened

by an observation that the average

peon has no visions of a decent cot

tage and garden of his own, because it

involves "too much of imagination, of

initiative, of energy, and too slow an

acquisition, little by little, to bring it

within the bounds of his hope oreven

his yearning." Then comes the sim

ple but comprehensive explanation.

It accounts for all the squalid "con

tentment" of the peon, all his absence

of "means" and "ambition," all his

deficient "imagination" and "initi

ative" and "energy," all his lack of

"hope" and "yearning," all his pov

erty. It is the explanation of expla

nations. "If ever his mind awoke to

thoughts and' plans of better possi

bilities," continues Dr. Ames, "reflec

tion reminded him that property was

only for the masters; that taxes were

adjusted by omnipotent alcaldes to

take from one of his class about all

he had; that to labor, to acquire and

to serve was to do so only for some

one more powerful and acquisitive, to

whom he must sooner or later sur

render." That is the true and all-suf

ficient explanation of peon poverty

in Puerto Eico. And with only slight

variations of phrase, without any va

riation in substance, thatexplanation

accounts for the social institution of

poverty wherever it exists.

In his baccalaureate sermon at

Dartmouth college on the 23d Presi

dent William J. Tucker probed to,

the core, with a trenchant sentence

or two, the social question of wealth

and poverty. Said he—

I doubt if men care to be equally

rich. It is evident that they do not

care to be equally intelligent. What

human nature cannot endure is that

one man should be rich at the price

of another man's poverty, or intelli

gent at the price of another man's ig

norance. The man whom everybody

hates is, first, the unjust man and the

man who, without being actually un

just, is willing to thrive upon organ

ized injustice.

To the thoughtful consideration of

all persons who attribute motives of

covetousness or envy to men that cry

out against the organized injustices

of our time, wrhich make a few luxuri

ously rich at the expense of millions

of working poor, thosetruthful words

of President Tucker are respectfully

commended.

Why is it that republican papers

confidingly take Mr. McKinley at his

word when he denies ambition for a

third term, while they brutally dis

credit the sincerity of Bryan's decla

ration that he will not be a candidate

again? Is it because their partisan

ship requires them always to fondle

political friends and growl at polti-

cal adversaries? If either of these

men is to be regarded upon the evi

dence of his record as .insincere, it

certainly is not Mr. Bryan. On sev

eral occasions Mr. McKinley has made

important declarations, not merely of

purpose but of principle, which he

has afterwards repudiated. He has

changed from a silver coinage advo

cate to a gold standard man; from

promising free trade for Puerto Rico

as "a plain duty." to applying a Puer

to Eican tariff; from denouncing for
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cible annexation as "criminal aggres

sion," to adopting it as a species of

patriotism; from the home market

theory to the foreign market policy.

But Mr. Bryan has never yet been

even accused, villainously as his po

litical enemies in both parties have

attacked him, of the slightest infi

delity to principle or unfaithfulness

to his word.

From Washington comes the omi

nous information that American

fruits are about to "inyade" the Eu

ropean markets. At this announce

ment Europeans are expected to

blanche with fear. But why should

they ? The world is full of people, and

Europe must have her share of them,

who would rejoice if American fruits

or any other fruits were to "invade"

their homes. Yet it is by invading

markets that such things as fruits do

invade homes. How strange it is that

what we all work for, good things

from everywhere, should when they

come, be described as "invaders." Do

the inventors of these ugly military

terms for peaceful commerce really

live in looking glasses where every

thing is reversed?

After electing a tory parliament

with large majorities and a great flour

ish, in recognition of the tory triumph

in South Africa, the peopleof England

are beginning to realize, eight months

later, that the triumph in South Af

rica is not yet secure, that the war is

not yet at an end. "Theoretically,"

says the London Financial News, one

of the most enthusiastic propagand

ists last year of the theory that the

war ended with the fall of Pretoria,

—"theoretically the war was already

concluded at the time of the general

election last October, but that was

only a political fiction, concocted for

political purposes; that purpose hav

ing been served, we might as well ac

knowledge the truth now, and the

truth is that the war is not over and

that if the present methods of con

ducting it are to be continued there is

no probability that it soon will be."

MILITABY ETHI0S AND IEEE

THOUGHT.

A Vienna paper reports that Ar

thur Schnitzler, novelist and play

wright, has been expelled from the

ranks of reserve officers in the Aus

trian army and "infamously degraded

by a military court of honor" because

of a recent novel in which he ridicules

dueling. The fact that Schnitzler

wa&an officer of the reserve must come

as a surprise to those who have fol

lowed the career of this clever young

writer, and it is strongly suspected

that he held his position merely to

make some such "public disgrace"

possible, and thus -expose the ridicu

lous ethics of the military code of

honor.

Arthur Schnitzler, some five or

more years ago, wrote a play which

is the strongest arraignment of mili

tarism and the spirit it fosters that

modern literature has to show. Dra

matic talent of a very high order, su

perb character drawing, thorough

knowledge of the subject and the

strength of feeling which carries con

viction, make "Freiwild" (Free

Game) a play which no serious thinker

can forget. And, proving beyond a

doubt how true werethepoet'sdeduc-tions, the very thing", the tragedy he

had painted as a bare possibility of the

system, occurred in still more tragic

shape in real life, after his play was

written and had been accepted by the

manager of a prominent Berlin thea

ter.

In his1 play, Schnitzler portrays

the brutal shooting of a civilian by

an officer, because the latter's demand

for a duel was refused by his victim.

The civilian had administered a pub

lic rebuke to the officer, when the lat

ter, also in public, insulted a defense

less woman. He saw no reason for a

duel. "I have chastised a brute; that

is all there is to it." But the military

code of honor will not permit an of

ficer to take a rebuke, however de

served, so he shoots in cold blood the

man who refuses "satisfaction."Schnitzler saw with the poet's in

sight how easily the system of military

ethics could lead to, and justify, a de

liberate murder; and several months

after the manuscript of his play had

passed out of his hands Lieut, von

Brusenitz, a Karlsruhe officer, delib

erately stabbed to death a civilian who

refused to apologize abjectly for hav

ing accidentally jostled the officers

chair in a restaurant. None of the

mitigating circumstances which the

poet allows the officer in his play were

to be found in the real life drama; it

was the crassest, crudest murder, with

absolutely no cause but the compul

sion of a false "code of honor." This

tragedy of the Karlsruhe restaurant

and Schnitzler1s play are both worthy

of recollection by those who would

talk of the "ennobling" influence of

a military training.

Schnitzler has been a marked man

with both Austrian and German mil

itary authorities since the perform

ance of his play, but the Karlsruhe af

fair excited public opinion to such an

extent that the powersthat ruledared

not take action. But military gov

ernments have long memories, and

have scored at last against the fear

less young writer. It is not to besup-

posed, however, that a man of Schnitz

ler's opinions will be much concerned

about his "infamous degradation" at

the hands of the military court, and

the whole affair will probably result

in another fine play or novel in which

Schnitzler will deal more cruelly with

the military authorities than they

have dealt with him.

GRACE ISABEL COLBRON.*

NEWS

Political excitement in England

has been raised to a high pitch by a

speech of Herbert Harry Asquith, a

liberal leader and at one time home

secretary in Mr. Gladstone's cabinet.

The speech was important because it

virtually announced a split in the lib

eral party over the issue of imperial

ism. Ever since the South African

war began, the liberal party has come

far short of being a unit on this ques

tion. By appealing to British patri

otism the conservative government

loosened its political bonds, making

a good many liberals, especially those

with social affiliations or ambitions,

uneasy about being denounced as

traitors, and thereby driving a wedge

into the party organization. An "im

perial liberal" movement was conse

quently set on foot, somewhat upon

the plan of the organization that Mr.

Chamberlain made a bridge of several

years ago, over which he and his fol

lowers passed into the conservative

party. This "imperial liberal" move
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merit was brought into prominence

and made a political factor by Mr. As-

quith's speech, referred to above,

which he delivered at a dinner given

in London by the Essex liberals on

the 20th. The speech appears to have

been provoked by two or three impor

tant events. Six days before, at a din

ner of the National Eeform union, Sir

Henry Campbell-Bannerman, who is

the official leader of the liberal party,

followed by Sir William Hareourt, his

predecessor in that position, and John

Morley, had made strong and accept

able speeches<against thepolicy of the

government in South Africa. That

anti-imperial demonstration was fol

lowed by a parliamentary hitch. On

the 17th, •when the ministry admitted

in parliament that 40,229 Boers were

in the British reconcentrado camps,

and that in these camps 98 men and

women and 318 children had died in

May (p. 171), a liberal member moved

an adjournment as a protest against

the inhumanity implied by this admis

sion. Sir Henry Campbell-Banner

man spoke and voted for the motion.

Mr. Asquith and his following of

"liberal imperialists" in the house re

fused to vote,-but without giving any

reasons. Next came a so-called pro-

Boer meeting at Queen's hall, Lon

don, on the 19th, at which Mr. La-

bouchere presided, and resolutions

against annexation were passed.

These events provoked Mr. Asquith's

speech of the 20th. He protested

against the acceptance of the

Queen's hall resolutions of the night

before as a pronouncement of lib

eral policy. Asserting that liberals

favor a free, federated South Africa,

on the lines of Canada and Australia,

he declared that Boer independence

is impossible. He went on to explain

that although at the beginning of the

war he believed it possible to restore

the South African republics, he was

now a reluctant convert to the neces

sity of annexation. Notwithstanding

Asquith's expressions of desire for a

united liberal party, his speech as a

whole was immediately recognized as

a proclamation of hostility to Banner-

man and his following. The London

Daily News, the liberal organ, re

sponded with an urgent call to the

party to rally to Bannerman's sup

port. For all practical purposes the

party is now divided, with Banner-

man at the head of one wing and A?

quith at the head ofthe other.

drags on without reason to hope for

an early end. Hardly any news is al

lowed to escape the British censor,

but it leaks out that theBoersoontrol

a large territory and make frequent

incursions into the places nominally

under British rule. Another battle

was fought on the 20th. It was at a

place called Waterkloo. The result

is not divulged, but the British loss

is reported as 8 killed and 6

wounded, besides G6 captured. The

cost of the war, as reported on the

25th to parliament, is £250,000 week

ly—about $60;000;000 a year.

Meantime the war in South Africa,

which is the occasion of this split,

The Filipinos are less fortunate

than the Boers. Their republic comes

to an end with the surrender of Gen.

Cailles, which took place on the 24th

at Santa Cruz, in the province of La-

guna, island of Luzon. The number

of men surrendered was 650 and of

rifles 386, with 4,000 rounds of am

munition. Certificates for $30 for

each surrendered rifle were delivered

by Gen. Sumner, who received the

surrender; but Gen. Cailles returned

them, saying indignantly that the

rifles were surrendered voluntarily

and not sold to the Americans. When

he tendered his own sword, in token

of submission, Gen. Sumner handed

it back, an act which the soldiers on

both sides cheeTed. All who surren

dered took the oath of allegiance to

the United States. As the pathetic

ceremony of this final chapter of the

brief but bloody history of the first

republic of Asia drew to a close, the

heartbroken Filipino general gave

way to weeping. Eecovering suffi

ciently to make a farewell address to

his little army, he advised the surren

dered soldiers to uphold American in

stitutions. At the termination of the

ceremony he and his troops were re

leased—all except one, a lieutenant,

who was identified as Frank Meekin,

a private in the Thirty-seventh Unit

ed States volunteers. This young

man had deserted the American army

some time ago and joined Gen. Cail-

les's force. Upon recognizing him,

the Americans put him in irons and

sent him to Manila for trial.

office of each will begin July 4 and

continue until otherwise ordered.

Official steps were taken at Wash

ington on the 21st for the reorganiza

tion of the American government in

the Philippines. The president is

sued an executive order on that day

appointing William H. Taft as civil

governor of the islands: and on the

same day he appointed Gen. Chaffee

as military governor. The term of

Political agitation and organization

in the United States with reference to

the state elections next fall is gaining

headway. We told last week of the

organization of the Public Ownership

party of Missouri. The political event

this week is the republican conven

tion of Ohio. It met on the 24th at

Columbus, and after completing its

work adjourned on the 25th. Senator

Hanna was soon known to be in con

trol, his domination being determined

by the contest for state committee

men. All the convention committees

then fell into his hands. Senator

Foraker was made temporary chair

man and Senator Hanna permanent

chaiiman, whdle Gov. George K. Nash

was renominated to head the ticket.

The platform, after reaffirming the

principles of the last national plat

form, begins with a compliment to the

party on its achievements at home and

abroad. It then demands a stronger

navy and "such legislation as will re

store our merchant marine to pre

eminence upon the sea." It also urges

the speedy construction of an Amer

ican ship canal. On the subject of

trusts it declares:

We recognize the right of Iboth labor

and eapHa'l to combine when such com

binations are •wisely administered for

the general good, but combinations

which create monopolies to control

prices or limit productions are an evil

which must be met by effective legisla

tion vigorously enforced. The only

legislation, national or in Ohio, on this

subject has "been enacted by the re

publican party, and that party can be

safely trusted to deal with thds prob

lem.

The continued exclusion of the Chi

nese is advocated, and a "most liberal

application" of "generous pension

legislation" is asked for. There is

next a demand that the representa

tion in congress from the southern

states which suppress the colored vote

shall be reduced to the basis of the

actual voting population. Lynching

is denounced. With reference to the

question of imperialism—

the republican principle that congress

has power to govern our new posses

sions according to the needs of their

own people and in the interest of the

people of the United States—is said to have been sustained by the

supreme court, which has made—

the momentous determination that the

republic is a nation with the powers
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of a nation in acquiring and governing

territory.

The Chinese upheaval is lightly

touched upon, and with reference to

Cuba the platform asserts that the

nation's pledge is being kept'. The

state administration as well as the na

tional is applauded, and the tax cru

sade of Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland,

is noticed in these terms:

We favor such revision of the tax

laws of the state as will require all

classes of property to bear their equal

and just share of taxation and we rec

ommend the creation of such machin

ery for fixing and equalizing valua

tions as will be adequate at all times

to correct error and take notice of

changes in value. During the last ten

years the general assembly has in

creased the revenues of the state by

forms of taxation other than by levies

upon real and personal property. We

favor further legislation in this di

rection, to the end that the burden of

taxation upon property may be less

ened, and we denounce as unjust any

scheme which aims to cast the entire

burden of taxation upon realestate.

Finally, the two senators, Hanna and

Foraker, are proudly described as

"able in debate and wise in counsel,'-'

and the latter is nominated for reelec

tion. The clause making this nomi

nation is as follows:

Senator Foraker has rendered splen

did and conspicuous service in our

country during his term in the United

States senate and we heartily indorse

him for a second term.

NEWS NOTES.

—The international vegetarian

congress opened in London on the

25th.

—A cloudburst in the Pocahontas

coal fields of West Virginia on the

23d destroyed a vast amount of

property and 50 lives.

—Earl Russell, grandson of the

former premier of England, has been

indicted for bigamy and will be tried

by the house of lords.

—By injecting oxygen in its nat

ural state, a Belgian physician claims

to make almost instant cures of boils,

abscesses and anthrax.

—Hoshi Toru, the Japanese states

man who formerly represented Japan

at Washington, was murdered on the

21st in Tokio. The motive of the

murder was political.

—Gen. Maximo Gomez, the famous

Cuban general, accompanied by Senor

Gonzales, secretary to Gov. Gen.

Wood, left Havana secretly on the

26th for New York by way of Flor

ida.

—The supreme court of Tennessee

decided on the 20th, two judges dis

senting, that women cannot be ad

mitted to the bar in Tennessee, be

cause lawyers are officers of the court

and the state constitution forbids

women from holding office.

—On the 25th the Leipziger bank

at Berlin suspended payment, owing

to the suspension of the "Dresden

Credit Anstalt." The liabilities are

estimated at $17,000,000 to $18,000,000,

and the assets at $9,600,000. The

bank's shares had been quoted the

day before at 140. This is the larg

est of a series of German bank fail

ures.

—Adelbert Hay, son of Secretary

Hay, and recently TJ. S. consul at

Pretoria, was found dead on the

sidewalk in front of the New Haven

House, New Haven, Conn., at 2:30 in

the morning of the 23d. He had fal

len from a window of the hotel,

where he was a guest while attending

the Yale commencement, having re

tired to his room an hour and a half

before. Mr. Hay was 26 years old.

MISCELLANY

IN SOUTH AFRICA.

London, June 17.—Replying to questions

In the house of commons to-day, Mr. Brod-

rick, the war secretary, said there were40,-

229 persons In the "concentration camps"

of the Transvaal and Orange River Colony.

The deaths in these camps for the month of

May numbered 98 men and women and 318

children.—Daily Paper.

For The Public.

It hath not been the use of British men

To war with children. See you not, mylords,

My lords and commons, how these figuresread

To every man who is not blinded by

The lust of conquest and the gleam of gold?

Is" this the England ye have vaunted of,

Which led the world to liberty and right,

Whose laws dealt equal justice unto each,

Whose very flag gave freedom to theslave—

A symbol of thelr'brlghtest, fullest hopes

To the oppressed and wronged, a safe re

treat

To hunted patriots, saying unto kings

And tyrants, in their wrath: "Ye strikenot here;

Beneath these folds is refuge unto all?"

Can this be England, driving from theirhomes

Women and children, making of shelteringwalls

Fire blackened ruins, rooting out the crops,

Killing the cattle, burning fruitful farms

And villages, and leaving In her track

A wilderness? Can this be England? Oh,

'Tis thus the savage, mad with homicide,

Drunken with human blood, exterminates

All that his arm can reach, man, woman, '

child,

Until a hostile tribe Is blotted out.

Beware! Beware! Such wrongs pass notunseen

By the clear eye of God; each deed writesdown,

In the dread Judgment book, a darker fate,

And a more terrible punishment to come.

BERTRAND SHADWELL.

MAYOR JOHNSON ON GOV. PIN-

GREE.

A telegram from Tom L. Johnson to a

Detroit paper.

My deep sympathies are with Pin-

gree's family in their loss. I will

miss him greatly. From opponents

we became friends; he won me to his

side of many public questions and I

am proud to say that the last few

years he has counted me among his

personal friends.

The people of Detroit have lost

their greatest champion and safest

adviser. I know of no one to take

his place as a progressive leader of

the state, but the fact most to be re

gretted is the loss of the example

that he set of rugged courage and in

corruptible fidelity to duty as he saw

it; an example that public officials

should emulate, for I consider Gov.

Pingree's public career as a striking

illustration of what a great and truly

good man can do in the interest of

the plain people. Each of his succes

sive victories showed greater

strength than the one before and

proved how little public men should

fear organized privilege when they

really deserve the confidence of the

communities in which they live.

There never was a time when Gov.

Pingree could have been bought or

frightened out of doing what he con

ceived to be right. The country

needs the inspiration of such a ca

reer.

AMERICAN IMPERIALISM.Extracts from Editorial in London Daily

News of May 29.

The supreme court of the United

States has legalized American impe

rialism. It is a momentous decision,

the most momentous, perhaps, that

the famous tribunal has ever been

called upon to make. An absolutely

unchangeable constitution is an im

possibility, and, rigid, as it is, and

bulwarked with all conceivable safe

guards, Americans have seen theirs

change and develop by amendment,

interpretation and the subtle growth

of custom. But that it could ever be

extended to embrace imperialism, to

sanction colonies, and to throw its

shield over the conversion of a re

public into an empire, is something,

we venture to say, that its framers

would have laughed at as incredible.

However, the thing is done. The

constitution, it is now decreed, does

not follow the flag. Territories and

states are not the only form of gov

ernment the constitution permits.

The supreme court has pronounced

in effect, if not in words, that, so far
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as the law goes, there is nothing to

prevent the Americans treating the

Filipinos and Porto Hicans as the

Bussians are treating the Finns.

The thoroughfare of imperialism,

which is the thoroughfare of autoc

racy, is declared legally open to the

descendants of the signers of the

declaration of independence. A cu

rious issue, this, to 120 years of tri

umphant democracy. Scoffers will

welcome it as a proof that the "great

experiment," as Carlyle prophesied,

does not promise to be so very great

or so very novel after all. By what

complex process the judges of the

supreme court reached their decision

it is impossible to tell; but there is

the past to show that on occasion

the members of the tribunal which

all Americans rightly reverence may

not be able to put their political

opinions altogether aside. This re

flex action of public opinion upon the

judiciary, dangerous hs it is, is un

avoidable in a nation which enjoys

the privilege or disability of living

under a written constitution. Times

change and new conditions arise, and

confusion becomes only worse con

founded, if the instrument of gov

ernment refuses to accommodate

itself to progress. The Americans,

as Mr. Bryce observes, have more

than once been obliged to bend their

constitution in order to avoid being

forced to break it. This time, how

ever, they have bent it without the

provocation. It is not progress

which the constitution has been

stretched to cover, but retrogres

sion; not the advancement of human

ity, but that disheartening product

of our times, the militarism of a

democracy. The American constitu

tion never showed its amazing elas

ticity on behalf of a poorer cause.

We deplore the decision with all

our heart. It can only give fresh en

couragement to the already ominous

ly large party which seems bent on

shaping American destinies after the

worst models of the old world. If

ever there was a country whose sole

mission seemed to be the building up

of an orderly, prosperous and intelli

gent commonwealth, of developing a

new and higher type of civilization,

that country was America. The

force that the nations of Europe

waste in arming themselves against

one another, Americans have turned

to "fruitful strifes and rivalries of

peace," to subduing their vast conti

nent, to making it, what it is now,

a homogeneous and unconquerable

whole. Not one of the causes that

make colonization a necessity for the

powers of the old world is appli

cable to the United States. Stupen

dous as is their population, they still

have room enough and to spare for

twice their present numbers. There

is no population question, no labor

question, no question of a submerged

tenth to make an outlet for emigra

tion imperative. Their foreign com

merce is large, for a European na

tion it would be immense, but it rep

resents barely four per cent, of the

value of the interstate trade. It will

be generations before their new pos

sessions bring in a tithe of what has

been already sunk in them. And as

for the fantastic notion that impe

rialism will steady the national char

acter and bring a better tone into

domestic politics—we confess to

some scepticism as to the possibility

of reforming Tammany Hall by way

of Luzon. If American politics are

parochial, it is the Americans who

have made them so. Unless they an

nex a quarter of the world they will

never find problems more pressing,

more complex, more worthy of the

finest statesmanship than those now

clamoring for solution on their own

continent. But, after all, it is the

headlong fall in the moral scale that

is most to be lamented, the turning

of the back on all that has been the

special glory and distinction of the

country in order to join in the bar

baric scramble for the waste places

of the earth. It is not in a year,

or even in a decade, that the evil

fruits of imperialism mature. But

that sooner or later America will re

pent her wild outburst is inevitable.

CHRISTIAN CITIZENSHIP AND THE

FOURTH OF JULY.

An extract from a sermon preached In St.

James' Episcopal Church, Greenville,

Miss., June 23, 1901, by Rev. Qulncy Ewing.

Reported for The Public.

If any of us doesn't like the declara

tion of independence unemasculated,

with its soul and character left in it;

if he considers it as it stands, not a

good document, but a bad one, not a

true document, but a false one; why,

let him say so. Let him "take no

stock" in the Fourth of July; and he

may, if he follows this course, lay

just claim to Christian citizenship—

he saves his honesty. But the man

who professes to glory in the day

which commemorates the adoption of

the great declaration, and repudiates

its essential and most distinctive

propositions, can hardly lay claim to

Christian citizenship in this republic,

if Christian citizenship implies thor

oughgoing honesty on the part of

him who claims it; and I think it does'.

We may as some other sort of cit

izens, but we cannot as Christian cit

izens —• impliedly honest — celebrate

the adoption of the declaration of in

dependence as it left the pen of Jef

ferson and was voted for by the colo

nial congress July 4, 1776; and ap

plaud the shooting to death of an in.-cipient republic, and the denial of

rights to one of our territories that we

accord to others, on July 4, 1901.

Convince me that this nation has

finally, for all time to come, repudi

ated the declaration of independence,

and I could only celebrate the Fourth

day of July honestly—in accordance

with my emotions—by stretching the

blackest crape 1 could' find across my

front door, the crape of mourning for

a dead nation that I had loved—dead

with that soul-death which possesses

all nations and individuals who re

pudiate their souls!

But I do not think it will be neces

sary for any honest citizen of this re

public to bespeak his emotions in

black crape on the Fourth day of July.

The nation is not finally dead; it is

only sleeping. The soul of Christiani

ty still lives, though traitors to it have

worn the mitre and the triple-crown.

Chartered into active life and con

quering power by the Sermon on the

Mount, the Lord's Prayer, and the

sovereign definition of religion as love

of God and love of man—Christianity

has survived not one Judas, but mil-

lious, and is potent and alive enough

to survive billions more. So I doubt

not the soul of this republic will sur

vive all traitors who seek to deliver it

to death. It is sleeping now; they are

wide-awake. The day must come

when it will wake, and they will sleep

—not with their fathers, for as citi

zens of this republic they are father

less.

The declaration of independence

which chartered this nation's soul into

active life and conquering power, is

not dead, nor is it outgrown; and on

the Fourth day of July all Christian

citizens of the republic may celebrate

it gladly and honestly, recalling the

spirit of the colonial congress of '76.

and looking to the future, to another

congress, in which that spirit shall

rule supreme!

THE AMERICAN EMPIRE.

For The Public.

Less than 14 decades ago the parlia

ment of England passed a law to tax

the American colonies, explaining, in

justification of the act, that the pro

ceeds (,f the taxation would be used in,

and for the benefit of the colonies.



186 The Public

The world knows the result. The

colonies repudiated the act as an un

warranted usurpation of power, de

clared that "'■ jxation without repre

sentation is tyranny," and fought one

of the fiercest wars of history in de

fense of the principle that all men are

entitled to self-government.

By a series of acts, culminating in

the recent decision of th? supreme

court, the present administration and

the court have approved the action of

a tyrannical parliament; cast aside

the declaration of independence; as

serted that one race may govern an

other without that other's consent;

denied the right of all men to self-gov

ernment; declared that men may be

"subjects" of America, yet not be en

titled to the protection guaranteed by

the constitution.

By these acts they have "drawn the

blac k bar sinister of tyranni ' across

the national escutcheon. Vandal hands

have desecrated the graves of the

nation's noblest dead.

Humanity with all its fears,

With all Its hopes o£ future years,

Is hanging breathless In thy fate!

The fatal word has been spoken;

the order has been given; the ship of

state has been turned adrift uporn an

unknown sea. The anchor has been

thrown overboard; the chart has been

left in port; the compass, no longer

deemed of any importance, is broken

in fragments, which lie scattered upon

the deck.

A dark and awful storm is gather

ing, yet not a sail has been furled; the

masts seem ready to break as they

bend before the fury of the storm;

the maddened wind howls through

Ithe Tigging; the ship reels and

plunges; she seems to be sinking.

Where is the crew in this hour of

peril? We hear their voices—oaths

and blasphemy—and yonder in the

forecastle we look upon a vile scene

of druniken revelry, as they stake their

all upon the turn of a card.

We seek the captain; with hurried

steps we fly to the wheel; near it he

stands, but his hands do not grasp the

spokes; they- hang listlessly by his

sides. We hear his voice; breathless

ly we listen; we hear the words:

"Manifest destiny! Plain duty!

Conquest!"

By the dim light of a lantern hang

ing near we can see that his restless

eye scans the distant horizon. We fol

low his gaze. In the distance we see

a faint light which seems to rise and

fall upon the dark, heaving sea. He

sees it; his hands grasp the wheel,

and, with a mighty effort, the bow is

turned toward the new-found light. It

seems to be a vessel in distress, and as

our ship speeds on we shout: "Bravo!"

for she is surely going to .the aid of

trie stranger ship. How grandly she

defies the storm, one moment in the

trough of the sea, the next plowing

majestically through the angry waves,

but ever nearing the struggling ves

sel!

Again we hear the captain's voice in

measured, solemn tones:

"Duty! Destiny! Conquest!"

We come nearer. We see her signal

of distress. She is almost under our

bow, oh, horror! Will there be a col

lision? She strikes. There is con

sternation and alarm on the stricken

ship, but the shock brings every one

of our sailors to the deck, and invol

untarily we applaud, for they have

surely come to aid the unfortunate

crew.

But above the storm's roar the voice

of the captain is heard as he shouts:

"Is there any valuable cargo

aboard?"

"Yes," comes the answer; when, to

our dismay he gives the order:

"Lash the ships together; spring

upon her deck; kill or capture every

sailor that resists! The ship is ours

by right of conquest. Fate has

brought us here. Our manifest des

tiny is to rule. Take everything of

value." Then in lower tones, as if

speaking to himself:

"Benevolent assimilation! Plain

duty! Destiny! Conquest!"

A vivid flash of lightning reveals

what we had not seen before. Above

the stars and stripes floats a black

flag, and the hull of our ship has been

painted the same somber hue.

The awful truth dawns upon us.

Our once noble craft, the hope of hu

manity, has become a pirate ship; with

no destination but that determined by

the storm of fate; with no mission

but pillage and murder, and no code

of morals but might.

Bravely the strangers defend their

sinking vessel, but they read their

doom in the greater number and su

perior equipment of the pirate crew.

Still they fight on, shouting:

"Liberty or death."

The rattle of musketry, the saber's

stroke, the shriek of the wounded and

the groans of the dying are mingled

with the roar of the pitiless storm as

we turn away from the scene of awful

carnage, and are greeted again by

those incoherent mutterings like a

funeral dirge:

"Ours by right of conquest! Benev

olent assimilation! Destiny! Amer

ican empire!"

J. A. GILKET.

Montesano, Wash., June 10, 1901.

MR. PINGREE THE RADICAL.

Some two years ago, when the late

Hazen S. Pingree was endeavoring to

bring about the sale of the Detroit

street car lines, to the municipality,

I spent a week with him studying the

conditions for and against municipal

ownership in Detroit. It was just be

fore the governor's now well-known

address at Cooper institute, New

York, on the trusts, and was while

Tom L. Johnson, of Cleveland, was

with him. I had an excellent oppor

tunity to know the governor as he

was, to measure him better than car

toons or interviewers ever had.

Johnson was stopping at the Russell

house, and the governor came there

almost every evening to consult and

talk with him. One evening Mr.

Johnson was so busily engaged with

the appraisers who were valuing the

property of the street railway lines

that the governor had to sit quite a

time in the anteroom awaiting him.

It chanced that I was waiting for

Mr. Johnson also, so I stretched my

legs alongside those of the discoverer

of the "potato patch" and waited for

him to speak.

He started sledgehammer-like on

Grover Cleveland. He exclaimed:

"Grover Cleveland had the greatest

opportunity of any president since

Lincoln to do great things. But he

got fat on the brain. Prosperity hurt

him as much as it has McKinley.

Both men had desperate struggles

with poverty before they got into

the white house, and when they sud

denly' found that they were certain

of three square meals a day and a

change of linen twice a week they

simply couldn't stand it. They got

right away from the people and be

gan to be chummy with the men. who

have no use for the people except to

bleed them. Before Cleveland left

Buffalo all his companions were fel

lows that swore by the vox populi,

but after he got to Washington all

his companions were men who think

the United States is a purse to be

picked. The Ohio country didn't con

tain a bigger radical than McKinley

before he got the right dip into poli

tics. He was for everything' that

means reform and greater democrat

ic powers. Well, he ain't now. He

got scared of the people, and it's the

trouble of everybody that get« into

too much politics that they begin to

duck from the people. I never did,

but I didn't have to, and I've never

been afraid to be on the people's side

of a proposition whether it was pop

ular or not.
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"They call me 'old Pingree,' 'dem

agogue Pingree,' 'crank,' and a lot of

other thing's, out if you'll scratch the

back of the fellows that are hollering

the most about me and against me

you'll find that what I'm doing or adV

vocating is hurting some property

right of theirs that isn't exactly on

the square. You can go up and down

the streets of Detroit, in all the

stores and houses, and where you

find a man that calls me all sorts of

mean things, you'll discover that he

is interested in some property or

some political job that my reforms

would make over; would correct

abuses in. I was over in Chicago the

other day and I stopped at the An

nex, and Mr. came to me, and

while we were talking (we're old ac

quaintances) he said to me:

" 'Ping, why are you making all this

muss about municipal ownership of

street railways? Why don't you let

well enough alone?'

" 'Sam,' said I, 'how much street

railway stock do you own in the com

panies in- the United States?'

"He got red in the face and wouldn't

answer me—said that had nothing to

do with the question.

" 'Yes,' said I, 'it has a greait deal to

do with the question. If you didn't

own a share and was a thinking man,

instead of a money-maker, you

wouldn't call my efforts a 'muss.' You'd

use a better term; you'd be compli

mentary and would help me along.

But you've got stock *in these com

panies, you know it's watered, you

know you have a thousand privileges

that ain't right, and you're sore when

I come along and urge the people to

make you be square. You call me a

fool and the people anarchists.' "

The governor thought (this a capital

story, and he laughed long over it.

Then he took a new tack. He said:

"Most men can't get a great deal of

money on hand without becoming

selfish and cowards. In war times few

men had money, and there was bravery

on every side; the idea thait money

was better than honor wasn't very

strong in those days. But during our

little trouble with Spain I saw more

middle-aged men get white atithe pros

pect of having to go to the front than

I supposed were in existence. Why?

They've got money-fat on the brain,

and that's a form of paresis that kills

all courage.

"We're getting too much money in

the hands of the few in this country.

I don't believe our governmental sys

tem causes this or that it's any fault

of the republic. It's due to selfishness

—greed—the desire to have every

thing and boss everything. We're

going to be badly hurt by this

selfishness some day if we are

not able to reach it by legis

lation, because it will breed vio

lence, riots and destruction of prop

erty. You can't steal from ten peo

ple with one hand and give to two peo

ple with the other hand, and square

your conscience.

"That's the trouble with the repub

lican party to-day. It's got a ham-fat

brain, and money is its curse. The

young, the independent, the free-

thinking, can't stand for it, and if the

democrats ever get any sense and

put forth a good platform they'll give

the republican machine just such a

jolt as it gat when Tilden ran and

after Blaine was defeated'."

Mr. Johnson came into the ante

room just then. Later that night I

wrote this interview or talk out, and

asked the governor's permission to

print it. He read it, then laughed, and

said as he handed the manuscript

back:

"You don't want that until I'm

dead."

He is now at rest.—H. I. Cleveland, in

Chicago -Record-Herald of June 23. '

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.

THREE-CENT PARES.

A special to the Plaindealer from Lo

rain last night said:

Tom L. Johnson will put his Lorain street

railroad on a three-cent fare basis on and

after the 21st of the present month. In a

notice to the public the officials of the line

say they desire to put In force the three-

cent fare because It Is more nearly adjust

ed to the requirements of Its patrons than

existing rates. The new rate of three

cents will carry patrons anywhere within

the corporate limits of either Lorain or

Elyria, but a nine-cent fare will be charged

between the two places.

"This is the road to which I re

ferred recently when I said that a

three-cent fare line would be in opera

tion in Ohio within a few days," said

Mayor Johnson last night. "I own only

one share in the line, however, and the

directors of the road are entitled to

all the credit if there is any credit to

be given.

"I believe I am on the board of di

rectors, but requested that my name

be dropped some two weeks ago.

What action has been taken concern

ing the request I have not as yet been

notified.

"It was decided abouittwo weeks ago

by the directors to place the line on a

three-cent fare basis. The result will

be watched closely, as the matter is

somewhat in the nature of an experi

ment in so small a town. The direct

ors can change back to the old basis

at any time, as there is no ordinance

Compelling a three-cent rate. This

will be the first line in Ohio to operate

on such a basis.

"A large part of the stock of the

line is held by the old Johnson com

pany, in which I have holdings, but

by no means a controlling interest.

Stockholders in the old Johnson com

pany include members of the Dupont

family, and a number of Cleveland,

Louisville, Wilmington and New York

parties.

"While the action to put the line on

a three-cent basis was taken exclu

sively by the directors of the road,

many of the stockholders in the old

Johnson company were fully aware

of what was going on." — Cleveland

(0.) Plaindealer of June 20.

GAMBLING MUST BE SUPPRESSED.

Orders for a strict enforcement of

the laws relating to gamblers and

gambling were issued by the mayor

Wednesday after a conference with po

lice officials and other city officials.

Police Judges Fiedler and Kennedy

were present, as were also Chief Cor

ner, Deputy Bowe, Police Director

Lapp, and Director of Law Beacom.

The conference lasted about two

hours. Those present refused to give

out anything for publication at its

conclusion, but it is known that the

mayor insisted on gambling being

suppressed and told the police offi

cials that he would hold, them ac

countable. The police judges said

they would do all that they could

when the cases reached their courts

to dissuade gamblers making their

home in Cleveland. The mayor was

particularly insistent on the suppres

sion of slot machines.—Plaindealer

of June 20.

THE SLOT MACHINES MUST GO.

Four owners of slot machines wait

ed on the mayor as a committee, yes

terday afternoon. They had been

given a hint that the mayor would

like to see them in his office at five p.

m. and they were on hand to the

minute. The men in question own

perhaps half of all the slot machines

that are in operation in Cleveland.

"Gentlemen," began the mayor, "I

am informed that among you you

control a great many of the slot ma

chines of the city. I want to know

whether you will put them out of

business or whether you prefer to

have the police do it. I am aware

that these machines are of consider

able value and that it would mean

quite a loss of money to you if they

were destroyed. That is why I have
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called you in to give you a chance

to save your property. What do you

say ?"

"How about locking the machines

so they cannot be used and leaving

them where they are until we can find

a place to dispose of them in another

city?" asked one of the mayor's vis

itors.

"I asked you whether you would

take the machines out or have the

police smash them."

"Do you mean that the police will

haul a machine out of any place they

find it whether it is in operation or

not?"

"Exactly. I do not care whether

the machine is being used. We can

not bother with that question. A po

liceman may not find it in xvse, but it

will be used if it is left where it is.

Will you take them out?"

"I'll take out all that I own," spoke

tip one.

"1*11 do the same," said another.

The other two made a like promise.

"All right," said the mayor. "You

will take these slot machines out of

an saloons and cigar stands and oth

er places and store them somewhere

so that it will not be possible for

anyone to operate them. I expect

that each of you will let me know

just where he has placed his ma

chines. Owners of other machines will

receive the same chance that you have

had—store their machines where

they will be harmless or have the po

lice take them and, destroy them.

• None will escape and there will be no

second chance."

"Whew!" exclaimed one of the slot

machine owners as the four stepped

into the hall. "What are you going

to do?" turning to one of his. com

panions.

"Dig a hole in the ground, I guess,

and bury my moneymakers. I could

stand it to have the police get a

spasm once in awhile and smash a

machine, but to put the whole lot out

of business!"

"Do you think Johnson would do

what he said?"

"I ain't going to think. I'm going

to get my machines into a safe

place."—Plaindealer of June 21.

FIRECRACKERS ON THE FOURTH

ONLY.

"Firecrackers can be used on July

4, and then only," declared Mayor

Johnson yesterday.

"Persons who use them at any

other time will be arrested and fined

as heavily as the law stipulates. The

police department has »rders for a

vigorous enforcement of the law in

this regard. Recently many com

plaints have been made of a too fre

quent use of firecrackers, to the an

noyance of residents."—Plaindealer

of June 25.

THE SOVEREIGN REMEDY FOR SO

CIAL DISORDER.Henry George proposed the aboli

tion of all taxes upon the products of

labor and the concentration of all

taxes for public revenue upon the val

ue of land as the "simple yet sovereign

remedy" for the evils which threaten

the social stability of civilized peoples.

Subsequently this plan came to be

called the "single tax." Recause of

this proposal George was denounced

as "the greatest preacher of unright

eousness the world has ever known,"

as a socialist, as a oonfiscator of prop

erty, as a destructive revolutionist,

etc. But throughout the whole tirade

of abuse the followers of George could

easily detect the note of fear. Those

who profited by unrighteous social in

stitutions and the apologists for such

institutions realized that a practical

remedy for the wrongs of centuries

had been found and that there was

needed only determination on the part

of the people to make it effective;

hence the tirade.

George did not propose to invade

titles to property of any kind. Social

ists would overthrow the institution

of private property; George would

protect that institution with greater

moral sanctions and no less legal pow

er than can to-day be brought to its

defense. Nor did he propose to change

the laws of taxation hastily, but in

stead to enter upon a policy which

should advance steadily to the full

realization of the ideal condition pro

posed. With appreciable progress in

this direction George believed owners

of vacant land would sell their hold

ings at much less than present prices,

thereby more freely opening the

source of all wealth to labor and cap

ital, the active agencies of material

civilization. For, while the wealth we

do produce is divided in a monstrously

unfair manner, this fact is of trivial

consequence in comparison with the

enormous check upon production

caused by the monopolization of land.

Idle labor, wasting capital, unused

land, is the condition that is every

where presented .

Producers not driven into absolute

idleness are forced to avoid the val

uable vacant land that is abundant

within the corporate limits of all our

populous cities, and to use inferior

localities as the only alternative to the

low wages to be had at such centers.

To avoid these conditions many wholly

cease producing and seek admission

to the legal profession—already over

crowded—become physicians in a

•way; turn book agents or life insur

ance solicitors; work the shell game

or the strong arm; practice any of

the devious methods that human wit

has invented to escape starvation

wages on the one hand, and the sage

brush of the west on the other, and

all because our laws make it profit

able to hold idle the only source from

which wealth can be drawn—the land.

Is it not true that we live on the

outer surface of a sphere called the

earth? And if this be true, where can

we get the material out of •which to

make our houses, our clothing, our

food—in a word, our material neces

sities, comforts and luxuries—save

from the planet itself? And how can

we get all these things—called wealth

—save by our own physical exertion?

Does some one say we harness the

forces of nature to do our bidding?

True, but we cannot think a harness

onto steam, nor fasten one onto an

electric current by thought. We can

think out the way to harness them,

but cannot actually place the harness

by thought alone; the physical exer

tion of men is necessary..

Wealth, then, is produced from land

by labor. Part of the wealth when

procured goes to those who have in

any way contributed to its produc

tion. This portion or fund is called

wages. The balance goes to the own

ers of the land on which the produc

tion took place. This portion or fund

is called rent—sometimes ground rent.

At this point it may be said that

there are other matters to be taken

into consideration, as commissions,

dividends, interest, royalties, and the

like, and that therefore the classifica

tion rent and wages is not inclusive.

Take, for instance, dividends on the

stock of a railroad. The stock repre

sents the road. The road is made up

of ties, rails, cars, engines, etc., and

a strip of land—continuous, maybe,

across several states. That strip of

land is valuable—more valuable than

all the rest of the railroad property.

Its portion of the dividend is rent; t\e

balance is wages. Careful analysis w";l

demonstrate the same truth in all

lines, although in some lines the ex

amination may be somewhat difficult

to follow, because of the more or less

intricate processes of production em

ployed.

Into rent and wages, then, all wealth

is primarily apportioned. Wages is

earned. Rent is paid for the mere op
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portunity to produce. Land is that op

portunity. Rent is not earned by those

who now get it. The fact, however,

that rent can be collected by those

who own valuable land leads men to

buy vacant land that seems likely to

be in demand in the future and hold it

against occupation and use by others,

waiting for the rise in price contingent

upon this anticipated increase in de

mand. If the bulk of rent (ground

rent) were taken in taxation it is ob

vious that the incentive to speculation

in land would be gone, and that under

such conditions no sane man would

buy land save to put it to use; and as

there are not enough people to actual

ly use to its legitimate capacity more

than a small portion of the land, it

follows that the source of supply

from which all life draws its susten

ance would forever remain open, offer

ing to honest labor that share of

wealth which is its equitable and

natural reward. .

There are matters which people can

attend to in their collective capacity

better than they can individually.

Government is a necessity of civilized

society. To exist government must

have a revenue. To get a revenue we

must tax one of the funds into which

production is divided. Public revenue

must be drawn from either rent or

wages. There is nothing else in exist

ence that can be taxed (unless, per

haps, the foreigner). To tax wages is

to add to the cost of living; is to make

men cheap. Nqt to tax wages is to

leave to men the natural reward of

their toil; is to make men dear. Not

to tax rent (properly, land value) is

to invite land speculation; is to make

land dear. To tax land value is to de

stroy speculation in land; is to make

land cheap. All production is primar

ily divided into rent and wages; if this

be true, it follows that the higher one

is the lower the other must be. Alow-

priced man is the necessary corollary

of high-priced land.

The art of government of the stren

uous sort is to so adjust taxes that

they will fall on wages (for the bene

fit of laborers, of course), and to tax

rent but little. This is the basis of

monopoly. In the United States for

every dollar of taxes collected from

rent wages is held up for ten. In sup

port of the federal government rent

pays nothing. No landlord, as a land

lord, pays one cent to support the

United States government. All of the

expense of river and harbor fakes,

credit mobilier and whisky steals, star

route holdups, embalmed beef, Cuban

post office bookkeeping, disappearing

guns, Carnegie armor plates, useless

navies, Philippine butcheries, Annap

olis dudes, West Point toughs and

court jesters; the whole thing, root

and branch, is saddled upon wages. It

is a good thing—for the rent collec

tors.

Henry George moved' to change the

system. Many enthusiastically second

his motion. And those who are strong

of sight perceive the growth of his

thought in the march of events. For

in the often reiterated assertion that

the evil of trusts is in the monopoly,

not in the combination, the idea of Mr.

George is expressed. In the wide

spread demand for municipal owner

ship of monopolies, but not for flour

mills, etc., the distinction made by Mr.

George is adhered to.

In short, three roads along which so

ciety may attempt to move present

themselves to-day:

The first is further monopoly, priv

ilege—imperialism.

The second is further regulation by

the state of private industry, declin

ing individual liberty—socialism.Avoid these, and no matter what

may be attempted, aid and comfort

will be afforded the movement for

which Henry George lived and for

which he died, the single tax on land

values—democracy.

The sphinx of fate sitsi at the part

ing of these roads and asks its ques

tion.—John Z. White, in the Chicago

Record-Herald of May 19.

THE TRUTH ABODT THE SOUTH

AFRICAN WAR.A letter from Frederic Harrison In Lon

don Dally News of May 30.

My friends urge me to send you a

letter about the "Return of Farm-

Burning, S. Africa (Cd, 524)," but I

doubt if you would, print anything

which could fully express my own

feelings on studying it; and I know

that this incident is merely part of a

far larger whole. However, if your

readers would care to understand

something of "the panoplied hatred"

with which my friends and I regard

this very brutal episode in an infamous

war, I will put our case before them

in plain words. I am neither "Little-

Englander" nor "Pro-Boer," nor "cos

mopolitan crank," but a patriotic Eng

lishman, who does not think his coun

try's greatness needs to be eked out

with more Klondikes and Ugandas, and

refuses to applaud every folly and

crime into which demagogues in office

may contrive to delude' the nation.

The official return has disclosed a

barbarous, vindictive, systematic at

tempt to terrorize and crush a brave

enemy in arms, by devastating a coun

try which it was found impossible to

conquer, by ruining the homes of sol

diers with whom we were waging

war, and by exposing their wives and

children to misery and want. This

was a violation of the recognized laws

of civilized war, and was expressly

forbidden by The Hague conference.

It was especially infamous when re

sorted to against an honorable body

of citizens who were defending the

existence of their country. It was in

sane folly in the case ofa people whom

it was designed to incorporate in the

empire, who had actually been pro

claimed as our own fellow-country

men.

It was a policy so degrading in plan

and so revolting in its consequences

that any honorable soldier would have

been justified in declining to under

take such butcher's work. But our

commanders, accustomed to wholesale

slaughter and devastation in warfare

with savages in Asia and in Africa,

and unaccustomed to fight with any

men of European race, were found

willing to act on it. And ministers at

home were found willing to palliate

it with cheerful indifference and eva

sive sneers. Both soldiers and minis

ters may count on this, that their

names will live in history with those

who ordered and executed the barbari

ties of the Thirty Years' war, the dev

astation of the Palatinate and the

dragonnades of Louis XIV.

Barbarities of the kind became only

too probable when our rulers entered

"with a light heart" on a war to con

quer and crush one of the toughest,

bravest, most independent races in the

world, and gayly announced that "not

a shred of independence" would be

left to men of proverbial courage and

obstinacy, who for many generations

have faced death, famine and the ex

tremes of suffering in order to live

free—and especially free of the hated

British bondage. When the swindlers

and braggarts told us that a little

show of force would cow these Dutch

farmers, that, even if war did result,

it would be over in a few weeks, and

would only cost a few millions, when

they entered on one of the most for

midable wars of the century with

ignorance so laughable and arrogance

so blind, it became clear to all who

knew the history and nature of the

Boer and the physical conditions of

the task, that ghastly ferocities would

be resorted to, and that our British

name would be dragged down from

each meanness and atrocity to still

lower depths.

The horrible side of this war to us

who retain some feeling for the honor
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of our country is that the nature of

the task to which we were committed

made violent and unlawful measures

almost inevitable. To conquer and an

nex two free and proud nations of

European' race and most stubborn na

ture is an outrage which has never

been attempted since the partition of

Poland. Considering the vast extent

of the land, the physical difficulties

of the task, and the superb fighting

qualities of the patriots, it was an

undertaking of extreme peril. Since

they were of the same race, language

and traditions as the Afrikanders of

our own colony, it made civil war and

rebellion almost inevitable. And yet,

to fail in sight of mankind, after all

our Quixotic braggadocio, would be in

tolerable humiliation. Accordingly

they set their teeth, prepared "to

fight it out to a finish" by whatever

means, flinging to the winds consid

erations of public law, humanity and

the good name of England. Men curse

in their hearts the law of nations,

and sneer openly at the farce of The

Hague. And women of the governing

class do not blush to say that "what

is wanted is more cruelty." The hor

rible part of this war, I say, is that

it has brutalized public opinion, made

public men desperate and has unsexed

the women whom they pervert.

The nation has been hoodwinked by

an elaborate fabric of calumny and

falsehood. The "Boer conspiracy to

drive- us out of Africa" is mere pro

moters' bounce, like the tales about

"payable gold." It was invented by

Rhodesian agents, and sent home by

their gullible tool in Oape Town. The

story of "Boer armaments" prior to

the raid has been proved to be false.

The myth that the war was "inevita

ble" is only true in the sense that the

Crucifixion was inevitable. Every

thing is "inevitable" if fools will per

sist in their folly, and he that is un

just "will be unjust still.'* The war

was inevitable in this sense only, that

there were men resolved, in pursuit

of their own ends, to spread blood

and ruin far and wide. The pretext

that nothing but war could decide

"whether Dutchman or Briton should

be master in South Africa," means only

that the British were bent on crushing

the Boer. It was a mere pretext for

conquest. By what law of God or

man was it "inevitable" that the Briton

should dominate all South Africa?

The Dutch were the majority; they

were planted first in the soil; they

were the only race which could thrive

in the veldt; they were Afrikanders,

bred and born in the land, not immi

grants, passing prospectors, contract

ors, carpet baggers come out to make

a pile. Why is it a law of nature that

these men should be made the masters

of the settled Afrikander population?

The origin of the war is the old

struggle for "ascendancy"—just the

claim of the Orange Protestant minori

ty in Ireland to bring to heel the

Catholic native race. The Orangemen,

who are British by race and interest,

claim the whole power of Britain to

back them that they may dominate the

native Irish majority, looking on

themselves as the advance guard of

the English conquerors. We all know

what this malignant claim of "ascend

ancy" has cost England and has cost

Ireland for centuries. In South Africa

the same strife has gone on for a cen

tury, under more inflamed conditions.

There the native-born majority is not

only of different religion, of different

race, but, is separated by their own

language, their ancestral law, differ

ent habits of life, but, above all, by-

long traditions of independent na

tionality. For these reasons, it is a

far more desperate undertaking to

trample down the Boer race than it

has been to bring into subjection the

Catholic population of Ireland. But

into this stupendous folly, into this

abominable crime, the British adven

turers in South Africa have induced

our government to plunge. They

rigged the political market, they gave

"commissions" to leading politicians,

they hired the press in Africa and at

home, they poured out on the public

ear a torrent of calumny and sensa

tional falsehoods; they organized a

foul act of piracy; they bullied and

blackmailed the "department;" they

made the representative of the crown

their creature.

This responsible governor of a self-

governing colony stooped to play the

part which some noble chairman of a

rotten company performs as the fig

urehead of a board of guinea pig di

rectors. He behaved as an Irish vice

roy would behave, if he made him

self the grand master of the Orange

faction, hounded them on to insult,

misrepresent and attack their Catholic

fellow-subjects, and personally la

bored to bring about a civil war. He

mouthed out rhetorical abuse of the

government with which he was sent

to negotiate; he insulted and defied

the constitutional ministers he was

bound to consult; he resorted to his

old journalistic epigrams to mislead

and irritate people at home; he con

cealed from them the feeling of the

inhabitants of the colony he gov

erned; he deceived his chiefs at home

by false accounts of the perils before

them and of the means of compromise

at hand. And when he saw the possi

bility of a peaceful issue to the im

broglio he had fanned, he took care

to make a settlement impossible and

war the natural result.

War, indeed, did result; and it is

only one of the same electioneering

tricks to pretend that the Boers began

it. When they saw the empire armed,

and heard the open menaces of the

official dispatches, their invasion of

Natal was a mere strategic move, as a

man threatened by a gang of armed

burglars might give the first blow to

protect himself. And now, when a

wasting and savage war has gone on

for nearly 20 months, with no visible

result except the slaughter of myriads

of men, the waste of 150,000,000, ruin,

devastation and famine broadcast over

the very country we pretend to call

part o£ our empire, and deadly hatred

planted in a race of men that never

forgets, whom we pretend to call our

fellow-citizens—now we are asked to

join in the mock triumph of the

author of all this shame and confu

sion, of this ghastly anarchy and

never-dying source of future strife.

This worst enemy of his country, this

contriver of incalculable ruin, is called

away from the chaos into which he has

plunged his colony, to receive the hon

ors of a victorious soldier. Let us not

join in this squalid electioneering

farce, the same kind of advertising

trick by which bold tradesmen try to

rouse a boom in their tea, or their

wines, or their wines, or their miracu

lous soap.

Not only are we being ruined, hu

miliated and made odious as a nation,

but we are being made the laughing

stock of the world. This grotesque

fooling for party ends is transforming

us into a race of blackguards. The

disgusting orgies of Mafficking and

carnivals were encouraged and

financed by politicians and advertising

tradesmen. They were blessed t>y the

clergy of that church which asssures

us that "God madewar." Soldierswho

have violated the law of nations, and

have left the field of their so-called

conquests a scene of chaos an'd confu

sion, swept 'by incessant and aimless

fighting, are hailed as if they were the

saviors of the country. Generals who

have suffered humiliating defeats, over

which the civilized world has made

merry, vapor about at bazars and gar

den parties as heroes and Heaven-born

commanders. No one denies the splen

did courage shown by our soldiers, of

ficers and men alike; nor do we fail to

honor the patience, cheerfulness and
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tenacity of all who have borne the

heat and burden of this long and cruel

day. But to swagger over the deeds

of men who have done their duty as

English soldiers always have done, to

shout about the world with this im

moderate bluster over a campaign

which, considering the petty enemy

and their narrow means, has been one

long tale of rebuff, disappointment,

miscalculation, disaster and perpetual

"regrettable incidents," including

more British soldiers taken prisoners

than ever happened in our long history

before—this, I say, is more like the

tone of the Hooligans out Mafficking

than of the Englishmen who beat Na

poleon and saved Europe.

It makes me tingle when I witness

these blatant Bardolphs in their ca

rouses, got up by politicians with an

eye on the ballot box. Our men are

brave, and resolute, and enduring.

Yes! But what are the Dutch farm

ers, old men and boys together, who

serve under Cronje and DeVVet? Has

not Lord Kitchener slaughtered men

in North Africa as well as in South

Africa as brave as the men he com

mands? No one doubts. that our men

are worthy of honor. But are honor

and glory and admiration due only to

one side of this long and sanguinary

war? What disgusts sensible men is

all this la"rrakin shouting over the very

disasters and blunders and failures

that they inflict on our name. One

would -think that a viceroy has only to

plunge his province into unutterable

ruin by fanning civil war, by making

peace -within it impossible for a gen

eration, to be received with the hon

ors our fathers accorded to a Clive or

a Lawrence. And a general has only

to "fall into a trap," to lose his guns,

to sacrifice brigades in unsuccessful

"frontal attacks," to be regarded as

if he were a Nelson or a Wellington.

"The war is now over," we are of

ficially informed week by week by

commanders, ministers and their

friends in the press. We look on these

brazen untruths with alarm, for it is

thought to be the prelude to some new

policy of rage and barbarism. But

all is not "over." We are not "over"

the deadly blow all this has struck at

the empire, the ruin and chaos it has

spread through South Africa, the

blood-poison it has infused into pub

lic opinion, nor the stain on English

honor in the sight of the civilized

world. There is another thing, too,

which is not yet "over." And that is

the nationality of the Boer republics,

which I believe are not yet crushed

out forever—which, as a patriotic Eng

lishman. I trust never will be crushed

out forever.

ONE SMALL AND ONE LARGE.One small and one large, and I saw them

engaged

In a marvelous wonderful flght,

And the weight of the men was as one to

ten,

In the scales of resource and might.

And the little man fought for his country

and home,

And for all that a mortal should pray,

And the larger man fought, as he said he

ought,

To teach him a better way.

And a wonderful part of this marvelous

strife,

Was the number of lengthening years,

That the little man stood, as a patriot

should,

Unconquered by wounds or fears.

And the on-looking multitudes, strange to

relate!

Uttered nothing but jibes and Jeers

At the little man's strife for his home and

his life,

And they gave to the larger one cheers.

And yet there were some In the on-looking

throng

That pitied the smaller man;

And they said that his cause under heaven's

high laws,

Was Just in its purpose and plan.

But the time came at last as the sad years

past,

When the little man gasped for breath,

And when blow upon blow at length laid

him low,

In the motionless calm of death.

Then the multitudes shouted, how strange!

aye, how strange!

When all was over and done,

That the strong man was right in tha won

derful fight,

Just because he had mastered and won.

And they chid and denounced the lone few

of the throng

Who had even the courage to say,

While the little man bled and the field was

red,

That the right is the better way.

And yet, thanks to God! the lone few,

though they knew

That the weak man must lose ln,his stress,

Still said and still say that the only true

way

Is the pathway of righteousness.

And still they adhere to their overtures

clear,

That encounters for conquest should

cease,

And that ever as now should earth's strong

er ones vow

That theirs is a mission of peace.

—Henry Slade GofT, in Farm, Stock and

Home.

AT NIAGARA.

Casey—There's th' big power-house

yez moight have hear-rd tell av.

Kelly—An' phwat's it for?

Casey—Phwat's it for? Phwy, yez

great ignoramus, yez, that's phwere

th' power comes from t' Jcape th'

falls supploied wid wather.—Puck.

There are always more early birds

than worms.—Atchison Globe.

MR. DOOLEY ON OPPORTUNITY.

As the pote says: "Opporchunity

knocks at ivry man's dure wans*."

On some men's dures it hammers till

it breaks down th' dure, an' thin it

goes in an' wakes him up if he's asleep,

an' iver aftherward it wurrucks f'r

him as a night watchman. On other

men's dures it knocks and runs away,

an' on th' dures iv some men it knocks,

an' whin they come out it hits them

over th' head with an ax.—F. P. Dunne,

in Chicago American.

"Papa, what is firmness?""The exercise of will power, my

son."

"Well, sir, and what is obstinacy?""The exercise of won't-power, my

son."—Puck.

Greene—They say that Senator

Keener is on the make. They even go

so far as to say that that new house of

his was given him in payment for his

vote.

Gray—It puts me all out of temper

to hear such slanders. It is as far as

possible from the truth. I know all

about it. It was this way: Some peo

ple who were interested in a certain

bill bet him that house that he would

vote against the bill, and he didn't and

won the house. That was all there

was about it. The idea of Keener's toe

ing open to bribery!—Boston Tran

script.

Wu Ting Fang may criticise Chris

tianity, but he must be careful what

he says about the administration.—

Puck.

The teacher of a Sabbath-school

class approached one little fellow who

was present for the first time, and

asked his name. "Well," said the

youngster, "they call me Jimmie for

short; but my maiden name is James."

—Woman's Journal.

Chicago Man—To be perfectly can

did, politics are rotten with us and

I suppose they are with you.

Boston Man—On the contrary, poli

tics is rotten with us.—Puck.

BOOK NOTICES.

"The Problem of Worry," solved by Her

man Kuehn (Chicago: N. B. Irving, 70
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Dearborn street), explains the plan of an

Insurance expert for "practical commercial

credit cooperation." In other words, this

lively tittle pamphlet, for it Is lively, out

lines one of the plans by means of which at

least one ideal anarchist hopes to put his

theories of a society without government

into practical operation. Mr. Kuehn pre

mises that government royalties—royal

ties for money, for land, for governmental

special privileges of every kind—are the

cause of social disorder. It follows, there

fore, that he would abolish all royalties.

But his plan relates especially to the aboli

tion of the monopoly of money. He evi

dently regards this as the most funda

mental, or at any rate the most effective,

of all the monopolies; and in the royalty

for the use of money he Includes all inter

est. A large part of his book Is conse

quently devoted to an effort to show that

Interest would not exist if money were

abolished, and most of the remainder to a

defense of his plan for free money. This

plan Is an adaptation to. the anarchistic

idea of mutual banking of the methods of

Insurance. Mr. Kuehn proposes a "local

cooperative credit union," to be com

posed of any number of persons, few or

many. ". The local unions form in turn a

"general cooperative credit union." Each

member of a local union must pledge him

self to accept In exchange for work or

wealth, the credit insurance policies of

the general union at par with current

money. Any member may borrow the cred

it of his own union upon his own note se

cured by a pledge of twice its value in

property. Upon doing so he will receive

the "credit certificates," or insurance pol

icies of the general union, in convenient de

nominations, to the amount of the loan.

These certificates or policies will, with the

growth of the credit of the general union,

become more desirable as currency than

government money, and will therefore dis

place it. And inasmuch as they are ob

tainable without interest (except one per

cent, or less, as may be needed, for ex

penses), Interest will be no more. Mr.

Kuehn's plan seems upon the surface to be

feasible as a mode of facilitating ex

changes. But the argument with which

he leads up to It, whereby he limits Interest

to money monopoly, Is not impressive.

Neither does the insurance plan proposed

commend itself as a solution of "the prob

lem of worry."

MAGAZINES.

—The "Social Crusader (Chicago: The

Social Crusader, 600 Ashland Block) con

tains in the Issue for June the text in full

of the letter from Prof. George D. Herron

to the Congregational church of Iowa on

the occasion of his trial by that body.

—"Sound Currency" (New York: Reform

Club. 53 William St) for June contains a

compilation of the coinage, currency and

banking laws of the United States from

1791 to 1900. The currency publications of

the Reform club are justly famous for their

accuracy, whatever may be thought of the

soundness of their theories. This compila

tion will therefore be acceptable, for pur

poses of investigation or reference, to stu

dents of the money question of whatever

school. It Is conveniently, though briefly,

Indexed.

—"The Crucial Test" Is the title of the is

sue of June 1 of "Facts About the Fili

pinos" (Boston: Philippine Information

Society, 12 Otis Place). In the order of ar

rangement, though not of publication, it

Is No. Ill of the first series, and deals

with the Filipino government of 1898.

against which President McKlnley de

clared war by his proclamation of Decem

ber. 1S98. As we have heretofore explained,

these publications are made up almost en-

tirely of official documents, interspersed

with accounts from personal observers.

Among the observers quoted from in the

number now before us are W. B. Wil

cox, Leonard R. Sargent, John Barrett and

John F. Bass.

—"Why" (Cedar Rapids, la.: Frank

Vlerth), the June number of which is now

before us, is a model propaganda period

ical. Its mission is the promotion of single

tax thought, but other schools of social re

form might advantageously copy Its meth

od. Instead of filling its pages with

miscellaneous matter of little or no merit

which neither attracts outside attention

nor excites human fnterest, and which at

best only appeals to converts already made,

Why" reprints in support of its cause

such matter as has already proved to be

instructive and effective. Exceptions are

made, of course, in favor of new articles

of more than ordinary value which come

within its reach. By following that policy

this excellent and unique little magazine

furnishes monthly a tract which noncon-

verts can be readily induced to read, and

which when read both interests and in

forms them. The June number is a fine ex

ample. It contains two short articles by

Henry George. One Is George's lecture,

on "The Study of Political Economy," de

livered before the students of the Univer

sity of California In 1877. copies of which

have long been scarce. The other Is an ex

tract from "Progress and Poverty," one

of those complete and fascinating Illustra

tions of social law in which "Progress and

Poverty" abounds and for which, Indeed,

all George s writings are noted. It is the

story of the growth of a large city upon

a fertile plain. Nothing could better serve

the propaganda purposes of anv cause

JJ??ni7 Pf"odlcaI which Judiciously follows

this distinguishing policy of "Why."
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