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McKinley is ineligible for a third

term as president. It is true that

there is an unbroken tradition, dating

from the days of President Washing

ton, againstihird terms; but no mere

tradition can be allowed to stand in

the way of the perpetuation of Mr.

McKinley's beneficent rule. No an

tique fad must be permitted to force

upon the country the risk of losing its

miraculous and unique prosperity.

Por the good of his people Mr. Mc-

Kinley has set aside the Declaration

of Independence and recast the con

stitution; why not for the same gentle

purpose break through the third term

tradition? Which should we cherish

the more, that sentimental tradition

or perpetual prosperity?

Hope "is sometimes expressed that

the overcapitalization of the trusts

will force them to impose upon the

public such high pricesas to stimulate

competition and break them up. As

to some trusts this hopeis well found

ed. Trusts that are mere combina

tions of competitive interests, having

no legal privileges, neither directly

nor indirectly, cannot maintain ex

orbitant prices. Competition will

sooner or later destroy them if they

attempt it. The great wall paper trust

was obliged to dissolve for that rea

son. But trusts- that combine legal

monopolies are impregnable. Noth

ing can abolish them but abolition of

the monopolies.

One of the recent issues of the

Hearst papers—New York Journal,

Chicago American and San Francisco

Examiner—contained a startling edi

torial, from the pen of Mr. Brisbane,

on the subject of the steel trust. It

explained that the real steel trust is

not the combination of capitalists un

der Morgan, but the combination of

steel makers which the combination

of capitalists will yet produce under

some unknown leader who will be

the man for the occasion; and it pre

dicted that when this combination of

steel makers asserts its power, the

capitalistic steel trust will give way

to the labor steel trust. The thought

is impressive. But it isn't true. Only

one thing prevents it from beingtrue,

however, and that is that the capital

istic steel trust controls not only the

capital, which labor can always repro

duce, but also the great natural

sources of supply, which no one can

reproduce.

Texas is furnishing object lessons

in land monopoly at a great rate. In

the neighborhood of Beaumont,

along the Louisiana border, there is a

whole bunch of these lessons. Land

that was almost valueless a few weeks

ago is sold at fabulous prices now,

just because it is supposed to contain

oil. That tells plainly who is to make

money out of oil. It is not to be the

workers who produce it, but the

"sooners" whomonopolizethe sources

of supply. Another lesson is fur

nished by the Chicago Farwells. They

own Texas ranching land. They have

owned large areas for several years.

Just now they are beginning to sell.

It is bringing them from two dollars

to $4.50 an acrer But they expect to

advance the price soon because the

demand of workers for small ranches

is growing keener. The reason they

did not sell sooner is that the state has

until recently had a large amount of

land open for settlement, which it of

fered on liberal terms. This cheap

supply kept down the price. But it

is now exhausted, and prices begin to

rise. Hence the Farwells come into

the market with "advantageous of

fers" to landless denizens of the

planet of places on the planet upon

which to work and live. Is there not

a suggestion here of something wrong

in social adjustments? Why should

one man pay another for the right to

use the earth? It is precisely that,

and nothing more, that the Farwells

are selling. They throw in nothing.

It is not ranches they offer, but places

on which to make ranches.

In New York the Citizens' union

party has adopted its platform for

next fall's municipal election. That

party is the local organization which

supported Seth Low four years ago,

reenforced by many of the leaders at

least of the local party that supported

Henry George. This is not altogether

a natural affiliation, though there is

more homogeneity than might be

supposed. From the "good citizens"

in the movement, those whoarenoth-ing else and only that in name, wails

are heard because there is catering in

the platform to the labor vote, and to

that kind of socialism that demands

public ownership of public monopo

lies. These complainers would have

the party stick to the simple doctrine

of "good men in office." But the con

vention was too sensible for that.

When institutions are bad, good men

in office can't make good government.

Besides, "our very best men" are as a

rule beneficiaries of bad institutions.

The platform is really not as good,

from any point of view, as it might

be; but it is as good as the people it

seeks to consolidate against Tammany

Hall could be expected to agree upon.

If it caters to the labor vote, that is

because the working classes, not less

than the mugwump classes, have in

terests to be conserved, and, like the

mugwumps, decline to contribute

their votes without some pledge as to
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their interests. With the labor

vote against it, the Citizens' union

party of New York might conduct a

very proper campaign, but it would

make a sorry showing at the polls.

Labor legislation has received a

knockout blow from the court of ap

peals of New York. One of the labor

laws of that state requires contractors

for public work to pay their workmen

not less than the prevailing rate of

wages for a legal day's work, and to

embody this provision in their con

tracts, the contract to be void if such

wages are not paid. In the case re

ferred to the contractor had accepted

these conditions, but he refused to ful

fill them. He paid less than prevail

ing wages. For that reason the city

comptroller disallowed his claim for

the contract price. But the comptrol

ler is overruled by the court of ap

peals, the highest court in the state.

That tribunal holds that the labor

law is a nullity because it requires the

expenditure of city money for other

than city purposes, namely in ex

cessive wages; because it invades the

right of contractors to deal in their

own discretion with the question of

wages; and because it confiscates the

contractor's property rights for a

breach of contract which is innocent

and harmless. One of the curious ef

fects of the decision is to give to the

contractor the benefit of a contract

based upon a promise to pay high

wages, though in fact he paid low

wages. The working classes lose the

benefit of the law and the city gains

nothing by its nullification. That

effect attaches, of course, only to ex

isting contracts, but it is interesting.

One able dissenting opinion was writ

ten. It was by the chief justice, and

went to the root of the whole ques

tion, not only of these labor laws, but

of all legislation not forbidden by the

constitution. "The reasoning by

which the decision about to be made

is sought to be supported," writes

Chief Justice Parker, "fails to per

suade me that it is other than a ju

dicial encroachment upon legislative

prerogative; for it is that and nothing

less if the statute does not offend

against either the federal or the state

constitution." That is the nub of the

whole thing. Xo matter how one may

regard the wisdom, justice or pro

priety of the labor legislation in

question, there should be but one

opinion about judge-made law. If

the constitutions, federal and state,

do not condemn legislation, the court

that assumes to do so oversteps its

bounds.

Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland, ap

pears to be having a lively time in his

efforts to manage the city affairs in

accordance with his public pledges.

He runs up against powerful special

interests at every turn. But the diffi

culties are not all on one side. It

doubtless surprises these interests

much more to be run up against than

it disturbs the mayor to run up against

them. They are not accustomed to

that official indifference to their finer

feelings which they now experience.

The Pennsylvania railroad, for in

stance, claims a right superior to the

city over all streets crossing its right

of way in the city which have been

laid out since its right of way was

granted. "Former mayors," said the

lawyer for the road to Mayor John

son, "have given us a wrestle on this

question, but they have always laid

down;" to which Mayor Johnson re

plied: "Well, I'll give you a wrestle,

and I promise you I won't lay down

until the highest authority says I

must." It is in connection with the

taxation question, however, that the

Cleveland mayor comes in contact

with the most subtle powers of vested

privilege.

Mr. Johnson's first battle in his

tax war he appeared for a few days to

have lost. But he won in the end. In

order to provide for street lighting,

street cleaning and certain other

items of important expenditure, in

cluding the cost of maintaining his

bureau of tax investigation, the mayor

proposed to borrow temporarily for

those funds $160,200 from the city

hall building fund. He promised to

make the amount good out of in

creased revenues, which should be se

cured not by adding to the burdens

of small taxpayers, but by great

er fairness in taxation. In this propo

sition he was seconded by Council

man Howe, a republican, who intro

duced in the council an ordinance for

the purpose. The ordinance went to

a committee which, by a vote of 4to 1,

refused to recommend its passage.

That tied it up unless a three-fourths

vote in the council could be secured to

pass it under suspension of the rules.

The committee intended to pro

tect tax dodgers. One member frank

ly gave as the reason for its ad

verse report its opposition to the may

or's tax reform ideas. What

these ideas are the mayor himself

had explained to the council. He

promised with part of the proposed

appropriation to secure an equitable

distribution of taxes, "so that the rich

man who is paying on about ten per

cent, of the value of his property

may be raised to his full share, and

the poor man who is paying on an 80

per cent, basis may get justice." The

report of the council committee, vir

tually against this reform, would not

have obstructed its progress- For, re

ferring to the item of $7,000 which

he required for that purpose, the

mayor said to the council: "Strike

out that item, if you wish, but I want

to say to you right now that if you do,

thework will nevertheless be done and

it will be paid for." But themayorwon

his point in spite of the committee.

After a little preliminary sparring in

the council on the 6th, he gained a

parliamentary advantage out of which

he got the three-fourths vote he need

ed, and the entire appropriation he

had asked for was granted.

Mayor Johnson had not waited for

this appropriation. He went on with

his tax investigation at his own ex

pense. We have already told of his

appointment of Peter Witt to gather

the data necessary to expose the in

equalities of tax valuations in Cleve

land. He selected in addition

an expert accountant, William L-
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Torrance, to manage a tax informa

tion bureau, to which complaints of

unfair taxation will be made and by

which they will be investigated.

He also employed Prof. E. W. Bemis,

the well-known expert, to investigate

the subject of taxation on rail

way rights of way in Ohio cities.

Meanwhile Mr. Witt's work had pro

gressed so far that the mayor was

able to deliver an illustrated lecture

on local taxation to the state and the

city equalization boards. It proved

to be an eye opener, and the equalizers

who had come fully assured that

Cleveland valuations were equitable

went away convinced that those at

least of the Second ward, the subject

of the lecture, were surprisingly un

just. At the end of the illustrated

lecture the mayor gave to these boards

an indication of his fiscal policy.

"Take the Lake Shore railroad," said

he; "it is paying on less than $500,-

000 in Cleveland, and itshould pay on

at least $15,000,000. The railroads

owning property in this city should

pay on $75,000,000 more than they

do pay on; and what I want to know is,

if I show you people that this is true

will you place this property against

them on the duplicate?" One of the

equalizers promptly replied in the af

firmative, but thought the state au

ditors would take it off, or if not that

the railroads would enjoin the collec

tion. "That's all right," the mayor

responded; "that will take us into

court, and I want to say that lam pos

itive that if the matter is presented

to the supreme court in the right light

the city is bound to win."

It is no part of Mayor Johnson's

policy, however, to stop with taxing

the railroads in fair proportion.

There is in Cleveland a local bi-parti

san board of equalization, and, ac

cording to the Cleveland Plain Deal

er, every member will soon be—in

.consequence of expirations of terms

and promotions of present members

—"a Johnson democrat or a Johnson-

republican." As this board, though

it cannot raise or lower the aggregate

of the tax duplicate, can shift valua

tions from ward to ward, lowering ex

cessive valuations and increasing un

dervaluations, it is not difficult to sur

mise the ultimate uses of the two tax

bureaus which the mayor has put un

der the charge respectively of Witt

and Torrance. The council commit

tee mentioned above did surmise.

In the remarks on the need of pru

dence, in the first of the speeches of

the touring president, may be detect

ed a certain nervousness—the uneasy

consciousness that the "MeKinley

prosperity-' is mainly a paper pros

perity, a marking up of values in hys

terical Wall street, a thimble-rigging

of watered stocks in trust combina

tions—just as the "glory" of the- ac

quisition «f the Philippines and Cuba

by combined force and fraud is in

reality a national infamy and degra

dation. It is true that everything

seems to be coming the president's

way: the boom in stock gambling (now

under suspicion), the capture of Agui-

naldo, the apparent acquiescence of

the country in the appalling breach

of the national word to Cubawith the

apparent acceptance of the situation

by Cuba itself, and the apparent en

thusiasm of the old slaveholding south

in the triumph of the old southern

filibustering in Cuba. But Mr. Me

Kinley has seen apparent triumphs

turn to dead sea apples on his lips be

fore, and his temperamental nervous

ness was fully justified when the tri

umph of the MeKinley bill was imme

diately followed by a democratic clean

sweep of the house of representatives.

Who can say what might not be the

outcome in national politics of the

bursting of the overblown bubble in

Wall street? The collapse of the over

blown bubble of colonial commercial

ism would soon follow, and the reac

tion of the popular mind would de

mand retribution from those who

have so grossly betrayed the national

honor and well being.

At least two grave and specific vio

lations of the law, besides his general

violation of the spirit of our institu

tions, lie at President McKinley's

door, that might be made the basis of

an indictment to be answered at the

bar of the high court provided forthe

impeachment and trial of presidential

misdemeanants. The first of these

high offenses was his declaration of

war upon the Philippine islands, in

his proclamation of December 21,

1898, usurping therein the right ex

clusively belonging to congress to

make war. Senator Towne, in his

great speech of January 28, in the

United States senate, described this

offense better than it has been present

ed before:

When the president of the United

States, their (Filipinos') ally in the

operations against Spain, having ne

gotiated at Paris a treaty, not yet

in force, which assumed to dispose of

their country, .... solemnly

announces by proclamation to the

world .... that the military

government of the United States is to

be extended with all possible dispatch

to the whole of the ceded territory;

and that all persons refusing to sub

mit to this assumption of power are

to be brought beneath it "with firm

ness if need be"—in short, that we

propose to take the islands for our

selves and to shoot everybody that

refuses to acquiesce in the arrange

ment—has he not in effect declared

war against the supporters of the

Filipino republic? If this is so, what

becomes of the war power specifically

reposed by the constitution of the

United States in congress alone? It

cannot be said that the president was

by this act repelling invasion. . . .

Nor can it be claimed that he wassuppressing insurrection

There had been no insurrection and

his proclamation alleges none, nor

could there be among those who owed

us no allegiance. The treaty had not

been ratified. . . . The high con

tracting parties had not yet formally

struck the bargain The

blood money had not yet been paid.

The Filipinos were their own men, at

least till the ratification of the treaty.

They were not rebels when it was

written. They were not rebels when it

was published.

Senator Towne refrained at the time

from pushingthis in dictment of Presi

dent MeKinley any further, but he

did ask what use it was to inquirewho

fired the first shot after that procla

mation, and did remark that nothing

like proper attention had been given

to this breaking of thefaith of the na

tion plighted in theprotoeolbytheis-

suance of the proclamation of Decern
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ber 21, 1898. There may be an effi

cient attention paid to it in the house

of representatives of the next con

gress. Then there is the other count

in the indictment. A treaty ratified

is the law of the land as much as any

statute. As Mr. Bryan has pointed

out in the Commoner, the Paris treaty

recognizes the independence of Cuba

and we have no more right to deprive

herofthatindependencethanwehave

to march to Mexico and assert our sov

ereignty there. What duty would lie

at the doors of a new house of repre

sentatives, elected to reverse the high

handed course of the McKinley ad

ministration, clearer than to press

charges based on these two main vio

lations of law.

Impeachment is a harsh and repel-

lant business, and public opinion in

stinctively recoils from any assault

upon the head of the state or impair

ment of its dignity and powers. There

have been only seven impeachments

altogether in the history of our gov

ernment, and in only two of these

cases, both of minor officials, was a

verdict of guilty given; but our sys

tem provides no other means of chang

ing rulers except at the end of a presi

dential term. In the English system,

where the chief magistrate reigns but

does not govern, a change of policy

can be effected by a vote of the lower

house of parliament, followed by the

resignation of the ministry in power.

Our way is to suffer until the full end

of the presidential term, under a. presi

dent, it may be, who does not repre

sent the whole people as a king does,

nor more than half, and yet is driving

them on to what they consider de

struction and dishonor. Moreover,

this irremovable ruler is the head of a

party and may strengthen himself

by rewarding its friends and punish

ing its enemies while pursuing an

odious policy. As Mr. Towne pointed

out:

The vast patronage of the presi

dency, to be almost immeasurably in

creased, should this policy be perse

vered in, by army and navy appoint

ments and by places in the colonial

administrations, taken in connection

with the fact, whose significance in

many ways has not, I think, been

fully appreciated, that in our political

system the president is the head of a

great party organization, which when

in power is bent on increasing its

means of self-perpetuation, and whose

congressional and senatorial mem

bers are by their very relation to

ward the executive converted into

abettors rather than critics of execu

tive usurpation, makes the danger I

am pointing out a very real one and a

constantly increasing one. ... A

president cannot be at one and the

same time a constitutional chief mag

istrate and an autocrat, and presi

dent in America with imperial pow

ers in the orient.

This situation Mr. Towne set forth

to exhibit the central vice of the

whole theory of colonies and depend

encies, namely, that in the secrecy,

swiftness and independence in which

the central control must act, it inev

itably aggrandizes the executive.

The pendulum seems still to be on the

swing towards the aggrandizement of

the executive. Is there anything

more important before the country

than to give it the most violent re

sistance, even if we should drive it to

the other extreme of impeaching this

self-aggrandizing executive? Is it

not worth even the turmoil that the

attempt would produce if out of these

nettles the country should pluck the

flower of safetv?

Much is made in some quarters of

the increase in the value of stocks as

indicating prosperity. In this con

nection a comparative table has been

published, showing an enormous in

crease in certain railroad shares since

1897. We reproduce the table:

1897. 1901.

Atchison 10% 82%

Atchison pfd 19% 104%

Baltimore & Ohio 12 109

Chicago, Burlington &

Quincy 74% 198

Chicago & Northwestern. 104% 207%

Chicago, Milwaukee & St.

Paul 73% 185

Chicago, Milwaukee & St.

Paul pfd 131% 198%

Chicago, Bock Island &

Pacific 63 164

Missouri Pacific 14 114%

New York Central 99% 162

Northern Pacific 12% 110

Union Pacific 5% 122%

From this table it is argued that the

country is more prosperous in 1901

than it wasin 1897. Buthowdoesthe

table show that? The enormous in

crease in values there exhibited does

not in any important degree repre

sent augmented wealth. It implies,

not that locomotives, ears, station

buildings, rails and other equipment

have so enormously increased, but

that the power of levying tolls has

done so. The increase in the value of

railroad shares is largely speculative,

and is based almost entirely upon

franchises.

The Commoner of May 3 furnishes

additional proof that Mr. Bryan has

dropped his gloves and gone into the

political battle with naked fists. His

story of the party treachery of 1893,

whereby President Cleveland threw

tariff reform to the wolves and forced

the money issue, is a simple recital,

but full of forcible suggestion. This

article is an assurance, if any were

needed, that the struggle of the "re-

organizers" to place the democratic

party once more under the control of

its plutocratic manipulators, will not

succeed without a fight to the finish.

The issue of the 10th gives further

and still stronger assurances to the

same effect.

A successful burlesque of- a bur

lesque is commonly regarded as a

literary impossibility; but a contrib-utor to the Chicago Tribune has ac

complished it in his series of "Bilious-

tine" skits on the "Philistine."

Lyman Abbott's equipment, or

lack of it, for writing on "The Rights

of Man," as he is now doing serially

in the Outlook, is sufficiently in

dicated by his attack upon the theory

of self-government, or "government

by consent of the governed." This is

his epitome of that theory: "In a

state of nature every man was free; by

a covenant with one another men

agreed to surrender this freedom for

the greater advantages of govern

ment; and this covenant and sur

render constitute the foundation of

government." Mr. Abbott mistakes
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an antiquated and obsolete argument

in support of the theory for the theory

itself.

TRIAL BY JURY.

Several months ago a boy was kid

naped at Omaha by unknown men.

They blindfolded him, put him in a

carriage which they drove many

miles now in one direction and now

in another to confuse him, imprisoned

him in a house subsequently discov

ered to be in the suburbs of Omaha,

and finally extorted from his father,

a very wealthy man, a large sum of

money under anonymous threats of

burning out the boy's eyes with acids.

After submitting to the extortion and

thereby releasing his son, the father

offered a rich reward for the convic

tion of the dastardly criminals.

Stimulated by that reward, the po

lice produced a man named Callahan

whom they charged with the crime.

The man was identified by the boy as

one of his kidnapers, the identifica

tion being made, however, by recog

nition of the prisoners voice, for the

boy had not seen either of his captors.

A few days ago the case was tried.

What influenced the jury in arriving

at its verdict no outsider is competent

to say. It is reported to have suspect

ed detectives of manufacturing a case

to get the reward. However that may

be, it presumably weighed all the

facts before it and decided conscien

tiously. At any rate no substantial

charge of incapacity or corruption has

been made against the men who com

posed it. It returned a verdict of "not

guilty."

Now, in accordance with the An

glo-Saxon idea of trial by jury that

verdict made a complete legal deter

mination of the matter. In the eye of

thelawthe prisoner was innocent; and

whether in fact he was innocent or

guilty, the judge had no other duty to

perform than to order his discharge.

If, in doing that, the judge took oc

casion to reflect upon the wisdom of

the verdict, he offended against judi

cial decorum quite as much as a juror

would have done had he, during the

progress of the trial, openly criticised

a ruling of the judge upon a question

of law. But the judge in this Omaha

kidnaping case, unmindful of the pro

prieties of the place and the occasion,

forgetting that a judge is not the

eotirt and may by disorderly conduct

or language be guilty of contempt

none the less because there is no one

to punish him when he fails to hold

himself in restraint—this judge, offi

ciously and in manifest contempt of

court, addressed the following lan

guage to the jury, a functionary of

the court, which, within its sphere of

action, namely, authority to adjudge

the facts in the case, was his judicial

superior and entitled to his respect :

If Callahan had made his own

choice of a jury he could not have se

lected 12 men who could have served

him more faithfully. If the state

had made the selection, I know of no

men it could have named who could

have been less careful of its interests.

The jury is discharged without the

compliments of the court and the

prisoner is likewise released, as to

this trial, I presume to continue the

criminal practices in which you have

failed to check him. I do not know

what motive actuated you in reach

ing this decision, but I hope none of

you will ever again appear in this

jury box.

That insult to the jury was worse

than contempt of court. It was worse

than a breach of judicial decorum. It

was a crime against republican gov

ernment. For it was calculated, by

intimidating jurors, to undermine

the independence of juries and de

stroy the integrity of the system of

jury trial. And the worst of it all is

that this instance is only one among

many that indicate a disposition on

the part of judges generally to reduce

trial by jury to an empty form with

only a curious historical meaning.

This disposition, or rather, this

tendency, for it has really come to

that, is so dangerous to individual

liberty as to demand some serious ele

mentary consideration of the subject

of jury trial.

In their Anglo-Saxon origin, juries

were composed of witnesses. They

•testified under oath to the innocence

or guilt of the person accused, whom

they personally knew and of whose

alleged offense they had either per

sonal or hearsay and inferential

knowledge. Theideawasthat aman's

guilt should be adjudged by his neigh

bors, who might be presumed to know-

all about him and it. And so by their

testimony, formulated into a verdict,

they acquitted or convicted.

But in the course of time this idea

of the jury was reversed in its formal

aspects. Instead of empanelling jur

ors who know most about a case, we

now select those that know least. This

is so, at any rate, in cities. In the

country, jurors are still made up of

men familiar with the general setting

of the cases they try. That difference

would naturally exist, because jurors

are still drawn from the vicinity, from

the neighborhood, and in cities "the

neighborhood" may be an unknown

country to its own inhabitants, where

as in the country, "neighborhood"

still has a meaning. But the theory

that jurors should be familiar with

their cases and render verdicts upon

their own knowledge of the facts was

long since displaced by the theory

now prevailing that juries should de

cide cases, not upon the basis of their

own knowledge, but in accordance

with their judgment of the testimony

of witnesses who appear before them.

In measuring the value of trial by

jury, it is customary to glance down

the line of this historical evolution,

and draw conclusions solely from

that source. But like all sociological

conclusions resting upon the historic

al basis alone, these are quite unsatis

factory. Students who adopt them

assume too readily that historical ev

olution is right evolution. When,

therefore, they observe that the jury

has passed from the stage of witnesses

to familiar facts, on to the stage of

judges of unfamiliar facts, and ob

serve a growing general tendency to

ward expertism, they incline to the

conclusion that in the progress of his

torical evolution, the jury must, and

because it must therefore it ought to,

give way to judicial experts.

But this is not the true function of

history. As the man who from being

a moderate drinker had become a

drunkard would be a fool to conclude

that he must, and therefore ought to,

go on with his historical evolution to

delirium tremens and a drunkard's

grave, so society would beguilty of the

greatest folly to infer that it must, and

therefore ought to, keep on in a cer

tain direction merely because that di

rection is historical. The true func

tion of history is not to confirm us in

evil courses; it is to warn us away from

them. Though experience (and that

is all that history is) be a good teacher,
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it is not necessarily either a good or

an inevitable master. Society is, in

deed, an organism. By the action and

Teaction of individual minds, from

greatest to least, a distinct social force

is generated. But this force was not

set in motion years ago in one direc

tion irrevocably. The historic im

pulses are always subject to the influ

ence of present conceptions of moral

right and wrong. And these, if ra

tionally applied, may divert or even

reverse the course of history, instead

of promoting further evolution along

the old pathway.

With the question of jury trial,

then, the real point is not whether it

is historically evolving into a system

of trial by judicial experts, but

whether the people should allow itto

so evolve—that is, whether they

should regard trial by experts as

right, whether they should regard it

as tending to increase or diminish in-dividual liberty.

In thus making individual liberty

the test of morality, wedo so advisedly.

We are unable to conceive of any test

of moral right and wrong more funda

mental than that of the relations of

man to man. He who said that "slav

ery is the sum of all villainies" was

right. Immorality as between man

and man consists in the imposition of

one man's will upon another. Con

versely, morality consists in practical

recognition of the complete liberty of

each, limited only by the equal liber

ty of all. Assuming this liberty to be

the desideratum, what relation to it

does the existing system of jury trial

bear—the system, that is to say,

which makes the jury the absolute

judge in criminal oases?

In his treatise on the American

constitution, JudgeStory described

trial by jury in criminal cases (book

■3, chapter 38) as "essential to politic

al and civil liberty." Similar quota

tions from men whose names Amer

icans ought to honor might be made.

But the opinion of any man, however

wise and good, is after all only an opin

ion. It is entitled to no weight asau-

thority. It does not decide. Such

opinions, however, are entitled to

profound respect and candid consid

eration. It is by weighing them, in

an earnest search for essential truth,

rather than by surrendering mind and

conscience to the demands of historic

al evolution, that civilization has

been promoted.

One of the most thoughtful of

these opinions is that of Alexis de

Tocqueville, the earliest foreign ob

server of American institutions. It

derives added value from the fact that

as a Frenchman his observations of

the jury system were uninfluenced by

favorable prejudice. He came to a

consideration of the subject much as

a philosophical historian approaches

the consideration of an obsolete insti

tution. Anglo-Saxons might claim

too much for this palladium of their

liberties. A Frenchman of the early

part of the century could regard it

withunbiased mind. And that is what

De Tocqueville seems to have done.

He considered the jury system only

with reference to its political, andnot

to its judicial, influences, since his

general subject was not the judicial

but the political aspects of American

life. 'And this makes his observa

tions the more important, for it is as

a political institution that the jury

system now demands attention in

consequence of the tendency of

judges to usurp its functions.

De Tocqueville said (vol. 2 of "De

mocracy of America/' chapter -i):

To look upon the jury as a mere

judicial institution, is to confine our

attention to a very narrow view of

it; for, however great its influence

may be upon the decision of the law

courts, that influence is very subor

dinate to the powerful effects which

it produces on the destinies of the

community at large. The jury is

above all a political institution, and

it must be regarded in this light to

be duly appreciated.

By the jury I mean a certain num

ber of citizens chosen indiscriminate

ly, and invested with a temporary

right of judging. Trial by jury, as

applied to the repression of crime,

appears to me to introduce an emi

nently republican element into the

government, upon the following

grounds:

The institution of the jury may be

aristocratic or democratic, according

to the class of society from which

the jurors are selected; but it always

preserves its republican character, in

asmuch as it places the real direc

tion of society in the hands of the

governed, or of a portion of the gov

erned, instead of leaving it under

the authority of the government.

Force is never more than a transient

element of success; and after force

comes the notion of right. A gov

ernment which should only be able

to crush its enemies upon a fieiu of

battle would very soon be destroyed.

The true sanction of political laws

is to be found in penal legislation,

and if that sanction be wanting, the

law will sooner or later lose its

cogency. He who punishes infrac

tions of the law is therefore the real'

master of society. Now the institu

tion of the jury raises the people it

self, or at least a class of citizens, to

the bench of judicial authority. The

institution of the jury consequently

invests the people, or that class of

citizens, with the direction of so

ciety.

In Englanu the jury is returned

from the aristocratic portion of the

nation; the aristocracy makes the

laws, applies the laws, and punishes

all infractions of the laws; every

thing is established upon a consist

ent footing, and England may with

truth be said to constitute an aris

tocratic republic. In the United

States the same system is applied to

the whole people. Every American

citizen is qualified to be an elector, a

juror, and is eligible to ohice. The

system of the jury, as it is under

stood in America, appears to me to be

as direct and as extreme a conse

quence of the sovereignty of the peo

ple as universal suffrage. The insti

tutions are two instruments of equal

power, which contribute to the su

premacy of the majority. All the

sovereigns who have chosen to gov

ern by their own authority and to

direct society instead of obeying its

direction, have destroyed or en

feebled the institution of the jury.

The monarchs of the house of Tudor

sent to prison jurors who refused to

convict, and Xapoleon caused them

to be returned by his agents. . . .

The jury is preeminently a political

institution; it must be regarded as

one form of the sovereignty of the

people; when that sovereignty is re

pudiated, it must be rejected; or it

must be adapted to the laws by which

that sovereignty is established. The

jury is that part of the nation to

which the execution of the laws is'

entrusted, as the houses of parlia

ment constitute that part of the na

tion which makes the laws; and in

order that society may be governed

with consistency and uniformity, the

list of citizens qualified to serve on

juries must increase and diminish

with the list of electors.

These comments of the great

Frenchman might be very much ex

panded, but to them nothing could be

added. The whole argument for the

jury system as a political force is there.

And it admits of no possible refuta

tion which does not proceed from a

denial of the right and wisdom of gov

ernment by the people.
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Popular government being conced

ed, it follows that criminal cases must

be tried by juries drawn from the

masses of the people, and that the ver

dict of the jury in such cases must be

absolute. For as De Tocqueville truly

says: "He who punishes infractions

of the law, is therefore the real mas

ter of societv."

Those who oppose the system of

jury trial would have accused persons

tried by judges, by experts in the law,

who are skilled in unraveling tangled

evidence. And this is what such con

duct as that of the Omaha judge quot

ed above tends to. It is the tendency

of all the rebuking of jurymen which

judges are now, almost as with one ac

cord, indulging, from the judge who

officiously probes the general opin

ions of jurors at the beginning of 'the

term, and dismisses them, sometimes

insolently, if he doesn't like their

point of view, to those who, like the

Omaha judge, chastise the juries that

acquit prisoners whom the judge

would have convicted. Whatever maybe the purpose, the manifest effect is

to intimidate jurors, thereby making

them responsive to significant words

and shoulder shrugs from the bench,

and constituting the judge a thir

teenth juror, with the independence,

the intelligence and the conscience

of the other twelve wrapped in the

folds of his silken gown. It is to re

duce the jury system to a barren for

mality, and for juries drawn from the

people to substitute an autocratic

bench of experts.

There is about the idea-of trial by

experts something extremely plausi

ble. It is suggestive of gettinga shoe

maker to make your shoes, a watch

maker to mend your time piece, or a

farmer to raise your grain. Why not

a judge to try your criminals?

But the analogy doesn't hold. Men

learned in the law and skillful in

twisting and turning through the

mazes of legal principles and conflict

ing testimony, are no more expert

than laymen at drawing com

mon sense conclusions. Judge

HcAdam, of New York, being

short of a jury panel once, drew a

panel from the bystanders, all law

yers—all experts. This was by com

mon consent, of course, the lawyers

agreeing for the sensation of the

thing. But that jury disagreed! De

cisions of questions of fact by judges,

even when there is only one judge and

consequently no disagreement, are

no more satisfactory than verdicts by

jurors. On the whole they may be

said to be less so. And as to medical

experts, is not the community justly

tired of their jarring opinions? The

truth is that there is something unbal

ancing about expert qualifications,

when they are brought into common

or general relationships.

So far as the judicial function is

concerned, no better way of deciding

questions of fact has been discovered

than that of trial by jury. Under this

system the expert is put in his proper

place. If a mechanical question is in

volved, experts inform the jury as to

the mechanical technicalities neces

sary for it to know. If a chemical

question, chemists perform that of

fice. So with the w^hole range of tech

nical knowledge, including the law of

the case, about which the jury is ad

vised by the legal experts on the

bench. When thus informed and

in possession of the facts in the case,

the chances are vastly greater that a

jury of twelve intelligent men will

marshal those facts in a common-

sense way and reach a just conclusion

than that any of the experts would. ;

Juries are sometimes corrupt and

they sometimes make mistakes. But

the innocent prisoner has better guar

antees of acquittal at the hands of a

jury, than at the hands of a judge ex

pert in the work of "railroading"

criminals; and the guilty man has but

little better chance of escape.

Though juries do make mistakes in

deciding questions of fact, it is hardly

conceivable that they make as many

as it appears from the law reports

that judges make in deciding ques

tions of law; and though they be occa

sionally corrupt, neither are judges

always immaculate. There are few

lawyers of large experience who will

not concede that as a rule, even when

they seem to be mistaken, juries get

at substantial justice.

tion as a political institution. In the

nature of things in criminal cases, if

the jury decides at all it must decide

both fact and law. Legal experts may

advise, but the jury must decide.

So long, therefore, as the inde

pendence of the jury can be

preserved, individual liberty can

not be quite destroyed. All other

free institutions might go, even the

suffrage might be restricted to the

very rich or the highly educated, yet,

if the penal law were administered by

independent juries drawn from the

body of the people, the grosser forms

of tyranny would still be held in

check.

That explains the tendency to min

imize the functiom of juries. With

the jury system out of the way or be

come a mere form, and experts invest

ed with power to punish infrac

tions of the law, our government

would go on developing into a govern

ment by experts until it had reached

the inevitable climax, government

by a single expert born to his place

and specially educated to his function

—the government of a tsar.

But the judicial function of juries

is not the important one. As

De Tocqueville says, the jury's

function as a judge in particular

cases is subordinate to its func-

Whoeverwill stop this tendency will

be a benefactor. Some exceptionally

courageous juror may yet volunteer

for that duty. If, when a judge in

some other case berates the jury after

the manner of the Omaha judge, a

member of the jury will rebuke him,

the man who does so will have per

formed a most valuable public service.

It should not be done pertly, nor

lightly, nor rashly; but in self-re

spectful manner, seriously, earnestly,

decisively, and with confidence in his

rights as a juror and conscious

ness of his imperative duty as a citizen

of asserting those rights.

Such a protest might call out an

apology from the bench, for doubt

less many judges offend in this way

thoughtlessly, and that apology would

not be without beneficial influence.

At the worst, the protest could only

provoke proceedings for contempt of

court, and in these proceedings the

juror scon tempt in protesting against

judicial outrage would be a minor is

sue in comparison with the, judge's

contempt in disturbing the course of

justice in his court by intimidating

jurors.

Unless jurors do assert themselves
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by insisting upon a due recognition

from the bench of their rights and

dignity, the process of reducing juries

to a place in which they will perfunc

torily record the decisions of judges

will go on apace; and judges, having

usurped the functions of juries, will

become the real masters of society.

NEWS

Last week's report of President Mc-

Kinley's continental tour left the

presidential party at New Orleans,

where they arrived on the 1st and

were ceremoniously received. On the

2d the speeches were made. The

' president spoke several times, but, as

reported by the Chicago Tribune, the

leading administration organ of the

west, the only one of his speeches that

went beyond local allusions was that

which he made to the colored students

of the Southern university, in which

he said:

What you want is to get education,

and with it you want good character,

ana with these you want unfaltering

industry, and if you have these three

things you will have success any

where and everywhere.

In the evening of the same day the

presidential party left New Orleans

for Houston. They were met at Hous

ton by the governor of Texas, who

had come down from Austin for the

purpose. One speech by the presi

dent was made here, but its allusions

were wholly local. At Prairie View,

on the way from Houston to Austin,

the president addressed the students

of the colored normal and industrial

school, which is situated there. In

that speech he told thecolored people

how to succeed. We quote, as before,

from the Chicago Tribune:

What we want more than anything

else, whether we be white, or wheth

er we be black, what we want is to

know how to do a something well. If

you will just learn how to do one

thing that is useful better than any

body else can do that one thing you

will never be out of a job, and all em

ployment is honorable employment.

This was the most important part,

and, indeed, the substance, of his

speech. Late in the afternoon of the

3d the party arrived at Austin, the

capital of the state, where they had

an enthusiastic reception. No

speeches are reported, though the

president made one at the capitol.

They resumed thoir journey the same

evening, and on the 4th the presi

dent spoke at San Antonio. His

speech, as reported by the Chicago

Tribune, was composed exclusively

of local allusions and compliments.

El Paso, on the Mexican frontier, was

reached on the oth. It had been in

tended to have the presidents of the

neighboring republics meet upon the

border at this point; but President

Diaz was unable to leave the Mexican

capital, the Mexican congress being

now in session. A complimentary ad

dress from President Diaz was, bow-ever, presented to President McKin-

ley, wrho returned a complimentary

reply. On the 6th further congratu

lations were extended to Mr. McKin-

ley by the Mexican general, Hernan

dez. The former responded with a

public speech in which his allusions

were of wider general interest than in

any previous one. We quote from the

same paper as before, omitting only

the local or merely complimentary

parts:

I am glad to know that this city be

lieves in expansion; that it has been

doing a great deal of it itself in the

last four years; that it has more

than doubled its population in the

last half of the present decade, and

given promise of still greater ad

vancement and prosperity in the de

cade now at hand My fel

low-citizens, if there ever was any

doubt about ours being a united peo

ple, if you could have traveled with

me 2,800 miles from the capitol at

Washington to the city of El Paso

that doubt would have been com

pletely dispelled. There never was

such unity in the United States as

there is at this hour. There never

was so much for a nation of 75,000,000

of people to be proud of as at this

hour. We have sent our army and

our navy to distant seas, and they

have only added glory to otir flag.

They have brought no shame upon

the American name. We have sent

them to China to rescue our be

leaguered representatives, and they

did the work and did it magnificently,

with the approval of the civilized

world. But it is not in the art of

war that we take our greatest pride.

We are not a warlike people. We are

not a military people. We never go

to war unless we have to make peace.

Our pride is in the arts of peace, in

material and intellectual develop

ment, in the growth of our country,

in the advancement of otir people in

civilization, in the arts, in the sci

ences, and in manufactures. This is

the great priue of the American peo

ple. Here we are on the border line

between the United htates and an

other great republic, and on this side

of the line we have 35 American sol

diers and on that side of the line

| there are less than 150 Mexican sol

diers. So that we are dwelling in

peace and amity, causing "peace on

earth and good will to men." We

want to settle our differences, if we

ever have any, with any of the pow

ers of the world by arbitration. We

want to exhaust every peaceable

means for settlement before we go

to war. And while we have author

ity to raise 100,000 troops, the neces

sity does not exist for that number,

and we do not propose to raise but

75,000. So don't be aiarmed about

militarism or imperialism. We know

no imperialism in the United States

except the imperialism of a sovereign

people.

At Deming, on the 6th, the presiden

tial party was welcomed by the gov

ernor of New Mexico. Both at De

ming and at Phoenix the president

made speeches; but as they are not

telegraphed they were presumably lo

cal in their references. After a ride of

nearly three days across the desert,

the' president and his party arrived

on the 8th in Los Angeles. He had

been met by the governor of Califor

nia at Redlands, and from that point

to Los Angeles the party was wel

comed at every station with floral dis

plays. The president's speech at Los

Angeles on the 8th in response to that

of the governor was local and compli

mentary7 except when he said:

This republic never can fail so long

as the citizen is vigilant. But our

triumphs are not the triumphs of

war. Our triumphs are those of a

free, self-governing people looking to

the development and upbuilding and

extension of liberty to all humanity

We have problems on our hands, but

the American people never ran away

from difficult questions or from a

well defined duty. We will meet

those problems in the fear of God

and will carry and mainta'n the

blessings of liberty wherever our

glorious banner floats.

While the president and his party

journey over the country the Wall

street barometer of prosperity plays

eccentric pranks- The 3d and 8th are

reported as unhappy days in that run

way of financial bulls and bears and

lambs. There was a great slump in

the price of stocks on the 3d,

and many a confiding investor was

divested not only of the profits he

had hoped for, but also of the savings

he had risked. The number of shares

traded in mounted up to 3,000,000.

For the week it rose to 15.567,062, of

the par value of $1,546,706,200, be

sides $41,119,000 of bonds. On the

8th the condition was worse. Spec

ulative values fell with a thud. The
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shrinkage in 28 leading stocks in that

one day, as compared with the clos

ing prices of the dav before amount

ed to $146,668,646. " By observers of

reputation for shrewdness these

slumps are regarded as preliminary

warnings of the business paraly

sis in which prosperity of the specu

lative kind inevitably culminates.

Two days before the public had any

inklingof thefirst premonitory break,

Russell Sage was reported as saying

that—

Another "Black Friday" is pending.

It will be the worst our financial

world has ever known. Anyone who

knows the value of stocks and studies

the prices at which many of them are

selling1 to-day cannot fail to realize

this. When the drop sets in and the

public have had their fill the conse

quences will be awful. It may mean

ruin for thousands. I don't think

this is very far away, either.

Meantime the consolidation of in

dustrial interests into gigantic trusts

goes on under the general direction of

Mr. Pierpont Morgan. To the steel

trust, the coal mine combination and

the railroad terminal combination Mr.

Morgan is now adding, as noted last

week, an ocean steamship terminal

combination. Besides the Leyland

line, the purchase of which by Morgan

was noted last week (p. 56), Mr.

Morgan is reported to have now ac

quired the International Navigation

company, which operates the New

York and Southampton line and the

Red Star line. The ocean terminals

which these lines control would give

the syndicate complete command of

the ocean freight carrying service.

The sale of the Leyland line was con

firmed without opposition at a meet

ing of the shareholders at London on

the 7th. The agreement gives them

an option until May 25 to remain in

the company or to sell their shares at

a stipulated price. Of the other pur

chases the reports are still uncon

firmed, and that regarding the Bed

Star line is denied.

To the public of Great Britain these

reported acquisitions by American

trust mongers, of the British mer

chant marine are disturbing, but not

nearly so much so. as the revolution

ary action of parliament in putting

an export duty on coal. Two weeks

ago (p. 41) we reported the adoption

of this duty by a vote of 171 to 127,

but that appears to have been a cable

error. The duty was not adopted un

til the 6th. After an acrimonious

debate, in which party lines were

broken, the duty was on that day im

posed by a vote* of 333 to 227. It is

25 cents a ton on all coal exported

from Great Britain. This is a radical

departure from the traditional fiscal

policy of the British government.

Not since the repeal of the corn laws

and the acceptance of free trade prin

ciples-—-more than half a century ago

—has the British parliament adopted

taxes obstructive to trade until now.

In this departure the ministers have

been spurred on by the necessity of

meeting the obligations incurred and

to be incurred by the Boer war.

The British coal interests, both em

ployers and workmen, were greatly

wrought up over the proposed export

duty on their product, and a meeting

of the council of the Miners' Federa

tion was called. It convened on the

7th in secret session and considered

the expediency of a general strike.

Being divided on this question it ad

journed until the 8th, whenit decided

that inasmuch as the British ministry

aver that the export tax on coal will be

paid by foreign purchasers no strike

should be ordered; but that if a reduc

tion of wages results the conference

will be reconvened to consider the

strike question. At a meeting of the

Mine Owners' association on the same

day a resolution was adopted con

demning the coal tax.

Prussia is in political commotion

over a different phase of the obstruc

tion to trade question. The land

lord and protectionist interestsof that

kingdom, represented by the agra

rian party, have again (vol. 2, No. 73,

p. 9) defeated the German emperor's

cherished project of a canal system

connecting the Rhine with the Elbe.

They oppose the project because they

fear that by opening Germany to the

introduction of foreign grain it would

destroy the German home market and

reduce German agricultural rents. In

consequen.ee of the success of the

agrarians in committee on this canal

project, the Prussian diet was dis

solved on the 3d by royal message, the

chancellor. Count von Buelow, ex

plaining that "as the government is

convinced, in view of the course taken

in committee, that an agreement on

the canal bill is at present out of the

question, it does not wish to offer any

aid in a continuance of fruitless dis

cussions." The finance minister, Dr.

von Miquel, resigned. It is reported

that he did so at the royal request.

Other ministerial resignations are said

to have been similarly requested. A

new ministry has been formed, and

there are expectations of a dissolution

of the diet and general Prussian elec

tions at an early day.

Another ministerial crisis furnishes

part of the political news of the week.

It has occurred in Japan, and closely

follows a similar cabinet break-up in

that country. Last fall (vol. 3, p.

409) Count Yamagata, then the Jap

anese premier, resigned along with

the rest of his cabinet. The mikado

thereupon commissioned Marquis Ito,

of Japan-Chinese war fame, to forma

new cabinet. Ito succeeded in doing

so. But now he and his ministry have

been obliged to resign. All the min

isters except Vatanebe or Watanase,

the minister of finance, handed in

their resignations on the 2d. The

crisis was reached over a cabinet dis

pute with the finance minister, the

nature of which is not clearly report

ed. It relates, however, to his neg

lect to provide for carrying oni pro

jected public works. Count Yama

gata, whom Ito succeeded, has been in

vited to form a new cabinet.

The foreign occupati6n of China,

so far as the United States is con

cerned, was relinquished on the 5th,

when the American troops withdrew

from Peking and proceeded to Taku,

where they are to embark upon trans

ports.

Since the rc-ports as to the amount

of Chinese indemnity agreed upon by

the foreign allies were given out from

Washington three weeks ago (p. 25),

the foreign ministers in> Peking have

come to an agreement which raises

the amount claimed at that time by

more than $11,000,000. This de"-cision of the ministers was made on

the 8th. They then addressed a col

lective note to the Chinese govern

ment informing it that a joint indem

nity of 450,000,000 taels (about

$326,250,000) would be demanded,

and asking what method of payment

the Chinese government proposes.

On the same day Li Hung Chang gave

out a proposition from the Chinese

court offering to the foreign allies the

control of the Chinese salt monopoly.

From this and other sources it is es

timated that, an annual income of

about $2,000,000 could be derived;

and the court indicates its willingness

to raise a foreign loan at four per
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cent., running 50 years, to be secured

by a pledge of thosesources of income.

We have come now in this

news tour of the world for the

current week to the Philip

pines, where the United States

government is struggling to establish

its sovereignty over alien subjects.

Gen. MacArthur reported on the 1st

that with the surrender in Iloilo of

Quentin Sales, April 21st, "all organ

ized opposition in that island is end

ed." Some kind of civil government

was reported on the 3d to have been

established in Manila, but what kind

is not clear, for the same report ex

plains that the American commis

sion is unwilling at present to permit

the experiment of elections there, "al

though they have been, authorized in

all other municipalities." The board

of health has taken a census of Manila

and finds the population to be 244,-

732. It is classified as follows:

Americans, 8,642; Filipinos,.] 81,360;

Chinese, 51,567; Spaniards, 2,383;

other foreigners, 960. We take the

figures from the Chicago Tribune of

May 4, in which the discrepancy be

tween the total of 244,732 and the ag

gregate of the classes is as above.

Other papers give the same general

total, but do not give the class totals.

American casualties in the Philip

pines since July 1, 1898, inclusive of

the current official reports given out

in detail at Washington to May, 8,

1901, are as follows:

Deaths to May 16, 1900 (see vol.iii., page 91) 1,847

Killed reported from May 16,

1900, to the date of the presi

dential election, November 6,1900 100

Deaths from wounds, disease and

accident, same period 468

Total deaths to presidential

election 2,415

Killed reported since presiden

tial election 37

Deaths from wounds, disease and

accident, same period 220

Total deaths 2,672

Wounded since July 1, 189S 2,433

Total casualties since July, '98.. 5,105

Total casualties to last report. . .5,095

Total deaths to last report 2,671

Total wounded to last report... .2,424

and presented their report to the con

vention on the 7th. As this was. done

at a secret session of the convention,

the character of their report is not

positively known, but dispatches from

Havana "credit it with assuring the

convention that—

President McKinley said the right

of intervention authorized by the

Piatt amendment would be limited

to the following cases: 1. In case

of an attack on Cuba by a foreign

power. 2. If a state of anarchy ex

ists in Cuba the United States is to

intervene and restore order.

NEWS NOTES.

The Cuban commissioners, who

sailed from New York for home on

the 1st, arrived at Havana on the 5th,

—The National Municipal league

met at Rochester on the Sth.

—According to the British census

recently taken, the population of

London is 4,536,034.

—The American minister to China,

Mr. Conger, was given a public re

ception at Des Moines on the 3d,

upon his return to Iowa.

—Against a strong protest from

Harvard graduates Harvarl univer

sity has decided to confer upoT! Presi

dent McKinley the degree of LL. D.

—The Illinois Central railroad has

made a horizontal increase of five

per cent, in the wages of its shop

employes. The road Has also adopt

ed, a pension system.

—The San Francisco Star reports

three municipal elections recently in

New Zealand at which the single tax

was adopted for local purposes,

namely, Sydenham, by a vote of 353

to 163; Onslow, 140 to 8; and Grey

Linn, 140 to 71.

—Charles G. Seymour, one of the

best known newspaper men in Chi

cago, died of consumption at Los An

geles on the Sth. He was a broth

er of Horatio Seymour, the publish

er of the Chronicle, who acquired a

national reputation in the presiden

tial campaign of 1892 by his free

trade editorials in the Chicago Her

ald.

—The mandamus proceedings

against the Illinois state board of

equalization to compel that body to

assess the value of the capital stock

of Chicago corporations (vol. 2, No.

105, p. 2; vol. 3, pp. 426, 530, 548),

which was instituted by the Teach

ers' federation, has been decided in

their favor. Appeal has been taken

to the supreme court.

—A terrible conflagration in Jack

sonville, Fla., on the 3d destroyed $15,-

000,000 worth of property and made

10,000 people homeless. It raged un

checked for nearly ten hours, sweep

ing a district 2y3 miles long by half

a mile wide, and consumed the prin

cipal hotels, the leading churches, the

municipal buildings, scores of whole

sale and retail business houses and

acres of residences.

—The Bucklin report on the Aus

tralian system of taxation, made to

the Colorado legislature, and on the

basis of which the people of Colorado

are to vote in 1902 upon the ques

tion of adopting local option in tax

ation, may be obtained free by any

person upon addressing his con

gressman. The report is embodied

in United States senate document

No. 209, of the Fifty-sixth congress,

second session.

—The monthly statement of the

treasury department for April shows

on hand April 30:

Gold reserve fund $150,000,000 00

Available cash balance. 156,494,208 49

Total $306,494,208 49

On hand at close of last

fiscal year, June 30,

1900 .\ $305,705,054 78

Increase $ 788,553 71

—There are reports from Spain of

the conviction by drumhead court-

martial, and the consequent shoot

ing, of several labor strikers at Bar

celona. From these and other occa

sional reports, Spain appears to be

in a badly disordered condition, with

strikes and riots prevailing and in

volving conflicts between citizens and

troops; but martial law is in force,

and the military censorship prevents

the truth about the disturbances

from becoming known.

MISCELLANY

FREEDOM TO COLUMBIA.. For The Public.

Said Freedom to Columbia: "There's blood

upon your hands;

The flag that I have loved, now floats o'er

subjugated lands-

Waves over weaker peoples you've hum

bled to the dust.

Oh, where is now the symbol I left with

you In trust?

Oh, where Is now the symbol I placed

within your hand—

The sacred lamp of Liberty to light your

favored land;

A lamp to guide all nations to lead them

into peace—

To one great Brotherhood of Man where

bitterness should cease?"

Said Freedom to Columbia: "My trust hasbeen betrayed—

Sold for a dream of Empire. I see yourhosts arrayed

To carry on the conquest. Tou glory In

your might;

Forgotten are the early days, your strug

gle for the right.

Most favored of the nations, I built myhope on you.

A future lay before you far greater thanyou knew.

Grander than any empire the world hasever known—
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The triumph of Democracy—mankind to

manhood grown."

Said Freedom to Columbia: "Turn fromyour evil course.

No lasting grood was e'er attained by themailed hand of force.

Turn to the Constitution your first greatchildren laid;

That early Declaration is a truth that can

not fade.

Turn to the path of honor, back to the wayof peace;

Then shall thy hands be stainless, and this

mad warfare cease.

Turn to the great uplifting of the people

in thy land;

This Is the greater conquest—most noble,

and most grand."

ROBERT T. WHITELAW.

THE PRESIDENT'S VISIT TO NEW

ORLEANS.From the New Orleans Times-Democrat

of May 5.

Nile Orleans, 2 Mai, 1901.—Mon cher

Sylvestre—Ah, bot thass a gret day

fo' the Creole, w'icb. it mean that

visite we receive f'oin M'sieu' Mac-

kinley an' hees gov'ment by the

r-r-railroad, us, yes.

An' nion cher Sylvestre, I say to

yo,' if I was not r-r-rippublican befo',

me, no, I am now convince' the bess

thing1 fo' yo' an' me, is fo' tie ou'se'f

to the pa'ty w'icb. have a man lak

that Mackinley fo' head boss, it, him,

yes.

Yo' was not at that banquet, no,

mon cher cousin, bot ou' family they

"was theh, in evidence, yes, an' the

way that president laugh, yes, w'en

those band they play those song,

"Pauvre piti Mamselle Zizi," it do me

good, yes. Bot at the sem time I

mos' say, w'en I see w'at those

menu, they fo'ce him fo' li'eat, him—

oui, mon cousin, I mos' say, I bleev'

w'en M'sieu' Mackinley finish that

diner, he go'ne find the second verse

■of that song ver' true, him, an' then

he see w'y we call Mamselle Zizi

"Pauvre piti," us, her, yes.

An' the way M'sieu' Mackinley he

poke the fon on those democrat w'ich

they sit an' think he say good thing.

—yes, mon cousin, the way those

president show to those peeps they

ver' little dif'funce between one

Louisiana democrat, an' one Ohio rip-

publican, ah, it mek me think M'sieu'

Mackinley, he h'only h'acquaint wit'

Louisiana democrat' by the way they

cas' they vote in congress, yes, an'

not by the way they save the pa'ty

w'en they mek spich in Claiborne

strit, them, yes. An' w'en he talk, I

notice ver' strong they was one gret

man w'at he don' say not'ing, bot he

twis' hees moustache, an' he wink

the h'eye,—an' thass ou' fren' Mur

phy Fostaire, him.

An' I feel ver' moch oblige to the

president fo' the kin' word he spik

of this place, him, an' the h'only

thing I didn't lak, me, was that w'en

he spik of Louisiane congressmen,

he hold his head op, an' spik wit'out

hesitate', him, bot w'en he spik about

l'histoire of la Louisiane, he got fo'

rid f'om paper, him. As fo' me, I

lak him mo' if turn that thing the

otheh way, yes.

Bot ees not the banquet w'ich it

affor'd M'sieu' le President the mos'

pleasure, no. Ees the parade an' the

reception the nex' day, yes, w'at he

lak, him. . . .

Me, I was at those history recep

tion, yes, in those second ricorder

court building, yes, w'en we hear

spich by Professeur Fortier, in w'ich

he riccall to M'sieu Mackinley we

got Historical museum in this ville,

us, yes, an' he h'explain to M'sieu'

Mackinley the dif-funce they is be

tween buying a contry of w'ich the

peeps is glad to be purchase', an'

the payment of planty cash fo' peeps

w'at riffuse to deliver theyse'f h'after

they is pay for. At w'ich M'sieu'

Mackinley, he smile ver' fonny smile

h'on the lef side hees face, an' say

to the professeur he moch h'oblige,

an' that he go'ne tek that rifflection

into consideration, him, w'en he re

turn to Washington, yes.

An' then, afteh he drink some pink

lemonade, w'ich it don' go to hees

haid, no, M'sieu' le President, he go

h'on the balcony an' say to the peeps

w'at they kip on the outside 'ow

sorry he feel he can't stay yeh fo'

the res' of his life, an' he tek ride

on stimboat fo' see the place General

Meyer go'ne convert into dry dock,

yes, if M'sieu' le President don'

h'objec', an' then afteh 11*1" mo' spich,

they turn him loose by the Morgan

r-r-railroad by wr'ich he liv fo' Beau

mont fo' h'examine one oil mine of

w'ich Hamrobinson he sell him the

h'option.

An' thass h'all, mon cher cousin; bot

thass a gret deal, yes. Thass the firs'

time a president comes yeh since

President Andrew Jackson come, an'

he was not yet h'elect' w'en he come,

that General Jackson, no.

An', between yo' an' me, Sylvestre,

I h'agree wit' M'sieu' le Maire, w'en

he say this a day fo' be mark wit'

tombstone of w'ite kalsomine, fo' we

will nevaire fo'get w'at tol' us by

the president of les Etats Unis, no;

if I don' mek mistake, some peeps

w'at bleev they represent those dem

ocratic pa'ty in le congress, they ain'

go'ne fo'get that visite, them, no, not

fo' long time, them. Thass h'all. Vive

l'empereur!

JACK LAFAIENCE.

ONE WAY TO CLEAN A CITY.

An interview with Charles A. Joslyn, Jr.,

published in the Chicago- Record-Herald of

May 5.

"The 'clean street' and 'beautiful

city' problems that confront Chicago »could be easily solved if each individ

ual property owuer took the proper

interest in his own piece of ground

and surroundings," says Charles A.

Joslyn, Jr. Mr. Joslyn is perhaps bet

ter known to the public'as,the owner

of "Golden Rule Park," a creation of

his own, illustrating his own ideas, in

his own way.

"I think I can safely say that I have

the cleanest place in Chicago,".he con

tinued, "and considering the condition

of the surroundings, the cleanest

street in front and the -cleanest alley

behind my place. It doesn't take me

an hour a week to keep it so, either.

Any other man can do the same as I,

and if every other property owner did,

or had it done for him, the city would

be a model of neatness.

"Now, if you'll just come out in the

yard with me I'll show you how I do

it," he went on. "I guess if we take

in the street and the alley first it will

be more methodical. Now, you see we

have cedar block paving in the street,

and though it is in rather bad shape,

it is clean."

And it was clean, swept as thor

oughly as a neat housewife's kitchen

floor. Not a scrap of paper or a bit

of dirt to be seen.

"I sweep this, with the help of my

son, every Saturday morning. I sweep

the length of my lot and half the

width of "the street. You see a few of

my immediate neighbors have become

imbued to some extent with my ideas,

consequently nearly all the block is

swept. The dirt is taken out in my

chicken yard, where it soon turns to

good soil, which in turn I use in my

garden.

"The city street cleaning depart

ment hasn't been in this neighborhood

for a year, and they wouldn't find any

thing to do if they should- chance to

put in an appearance. . If I had my

way I'd abolish the department—it's

of no use. I believe that every prop

erty owner should do his own clean

ing and have it done. As it is, we all

pay taxes to have it done, and few of

us ever get any benefit from it. If we

had to do our own cleaning we would

be sure to have it done properly.

"They make a lot of fun of the Hol

landers, call them slow and all that,

but the3r have the right idea about

these things. In Amsterdam it has

been the rule for years that every man

should keep his own street front and



76 The Public

premises clean, and Amsterdam is the

cleanest city in the world. The Dutch

law is right. The man who makes the

dirt ought to clean it up."

"But everyone doesn't live in a

house, as you do," was suggested.

"What would you have flat dwellers

do?"

"The owners of the buildings should

see to the cleaning—not necessarily

do it themselves, but bear the expense.

They might as well, they don't get

their money's worth out of the city

street cleaning department. And, be

sides, doesn't it add to the value of

the property when the surroundings

are c4eanly? Now, come out in the

alley and I'll show you something that

will open your eyes." And he led the

way through "Golden Rule Fark,"

where the new grass is just beginning

to peep out of the ground, the tulips

and hyacinths are getting ready to

bloom and the trees are blossoming

out in all their springtime glory.

There was a smell of fresh paint in

the air and the seats and swing in the

park shone brightly.

"You ought to see the park in the

summertime," said Mr. Joslyn. "It's

a regular Garden of Eden compared

to some yards in this town. Come

through the chicken yard into the al

ley, look out for paint there. Now,

what do you think of this? Did you

ever see such an alley?"To tell the truth, it didn't look like

an alley. The rear of the houses and

sheds were the only incriminating

features about it. But for these it

could have easily passed itself off as

a little side street in a real estate

folder. The ground was swept as

clean as the street in front of the

house, with not a tin can, a scrap of

paper or a bone in sight.

"Why, this isn't an alley, you have

no garbage box," was said.

"What of it! I don't need one. We

have no garbage. The refuse from the

table and kitchen is put in an iron

kettle and given to the chickens. Tin

cans arc put in a big box in the shed

yonder and at intervals are buried in

trenches in the yard, where they de

cay in a year or two.

"Bones are taken care of in the

same manner, all inflammable stuff is

gathered and at the end of the week is

burned and the ashes put in the gar

den for fertilizer. Bricks and stones

are used in making sidewalks and for

various purposes. Everything is dis

posed of in the same way."

"What do you think of small parks?"

was asked.

"We can't have too many of them,

nor of public play grounds. There,

again, the Dutch are ahead of us. In

Amsterdam they have these things.

They have had them for many years.

They are a good thing, as they keep

the children off the streets and give

them healthful places to exercise. It

is almost as good as the country for

them."

"Do you really think that Chicago

could be made beautiful if your rules

wrere followed?"

"Not my rules," he hastened to cor

rect, "but if the golden rule was fol

lowed, yes."

PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE.An editorial in the Hong-Kong Telegraph

of March 28.

It is always as well to hear the

two sides of a question before pass

ing an opinion, and as the Manila pa

pers have been filled of late with

statements to the effect that the

trouble in the Philippines was rap

idly drawing to a close, we took the

opportunity of interviewing Dr.

Apacible, a prominent Filipino, who

has lately returned here from Eu

rope and America. As will be seen

from the interview which we pub

lish elsewhere, Dr. Apacible is still

as confident as ever of the ability of

the Filipinos to prolong the strug

gle indefinitely, and he thinks, as we

do, that were the whole facts of the

matter placed before the American

public without bias, that a solution

of the Filipino problem would be

arrived at very shortly.

The United States authorities have

all along attempted to pose as the

liberators of the Filipinos, but, ac

cording to their own constitution,

you cannot govern a people without

their own consent, and this is just

what the United States are now at

tempting to do in defiance of all their

traditions. At the outset as we have

repeatedly pointed out, the Filipinos

were treated as the allies of the

Americans, and although nobody but

the persons concerned can say what

promises were or were not made be

fore the Filipinos consented to bear

the brunt of the fighting and drive

the Spaniards into Manila, facts speak

for themselves.

The United States profess to be un-

desirous of acquiring anything but a

foothold in Asia in order to estab

lish a base for their fleet. This could

be easily arranged, for their inde

pendence the Filipinos would willing

ly grant one or morecoaling stations.

American trade would flourish, wc

presume, just as freely under the Fil

ipino as the American flag, and the

United States would save millions of

dollars and hundreds of lives in rec

ognizing the independence of the

Philippines as suggested by Dr. Ap

acible. Why not establish a protec

torate? It would be far cheaper and

more satisfactory, and who knows

but that as the Filipinos come to

know the American people better,

they might not themselves apply to

be included in the union?

AN INTERVIEW WITH DR. APACI

BLE.

This Interview is the one referred to In

the editorial printed above, and appeared

in the Telegraph of the same date.

In reply to a question as to the

impressions he had received and the

conclusions he had arrived at as a

result of his travels, Dr. Apacible

said: At present I can only give you

a rough idea. I cannot enter into de

tail until such time as I am author

ized to do so. In the first place, how

ever, I saw that the government of

the United States is either very bad

ly informed as to the true situation

in the Philippines, or else is very

insincere in its statements. I in

cline toward the former supposition,

though I fancy that there is a little

of both mixed up in the doings and

sayings of the government. I am by

no means convinced that the whole

of the citizens of the United States

are antagonistic to us—that is to say

wish to drown our independence and

force upon us their sovereignty—nor

are the bulk of the most conspicuous

men, nor the people of the different

states against us. The political pas

sions that blind a proportion of them

and the greed of a few others are,

so far as I have been able to judge,

the only factors that keep alive the

spirit of expansion and war. The

information and reports of their own.

tools and appointees constitute, if

not the only fountain at which the

administration drinks, at least the

only one utilized. To this end men

so appointed have sent reports and

information of a most partial char

acter in order to serve the interests

Of their own party. I am sure that

when the American people come to

know the truth of what is passing*

and what has passed in the Philip

pines, they will insist upon the ad

ministration according to us our le

gitimate demands.

Do you believe in the possibility of

such a change taking place?

Yes, certainly, though perhaps not

for some time to come. How? By

our countrymen prolonging their re

sistance and so causing great ex

pense to America and touching her

heart by the loss of life occurring

amongst her sons. This is perhaps
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a very horrible method, but it is,

apparently, that ordained by provi

dence by which it is possible to force

those who are strong1 and who act

by reason of their greed to recog

nize their error; ordained perhaps

that they may thus expiate their

transgressions.

But will such a resistance be un

breakable? It is now reported that

two of your most renowned generals

have surrendered.

Such occurrences as this do not

make any appreciable impression

upon us. More than three of our

generals fell last August. Some were

victims of evil fortune, some of

treachery and almost all of them

were of the highest prestige, yet the

war did not come to an end; on the

contrary, on many occasions it has

been carried on with greater vigor

than ever. As for the rest, we all

know that not all who start to ascend

a mountain reach its summit. We

have still many other generals in

whose worth, courageousness, ener

gies, intelligence, tact and firmness

we have absolute faith. There re

mains to us still the most renowned

of all, our heroic leader, who will

not lay down his arms except with

his life or on the attainment of our

independence. It remains for us, the

Filipino people, who though some

times obliged by force majeur to ap

pear to favor the American cause,

though in our hearts we do not, to

contribute supplies for the national

defense, of which men, money and

other assistance are the mother and

support.

In that case the formation of the

federal party, as it is called, and the'

many apparent adhesions to it, can

not but be derogatory to your cause.

I believe I may assure you that the

formation of this party and the many

reported adhesions to it can dnjure,

and undoubtedly does injure, the

cause of Filipino independence

abroad; in the Philippines it really

does hot detract from our force. I

could show you letters aud testimon

ies in which we are assured that the

cause of such adhesions is but the

fear of reprisals on the part of the

Americans, for he who refuses to join

the party is pointed out as a revolu

tionary or as supporting those who

are still in arms. You already know

what Gen. MacArthur stated in his

proclamation with respect to those

who may be considered as such. The

Americans now hold about 6,000 polit

ical prisoners, and here in Hong-Kong

is a family composed of women, chil

dren and old men and only one young

man amongst them, who have been

expelled from Cebu because there is

a member of the family in the Fili

pino ranks and because they sympa

thize with our struggle for liberty.

This is apart from the deportations

to Guam and the houses and towns

fired upon, of which even the Manila

papers speak. I think that there are

not half a dozen persons who are truly

affiliated to the federal party at heart.

The reason is obvious. The platform

of that party does not fulfill the as

pirations of the country. I have stud

ied the party since my return from

Europe and America, and I see its

early downfall, as also that of other

parties formed in Manila, despite the

active support it receives from the

American authorities. A fuller meas

ure of autonomy was promisedto us by

the Spaniards in the last days of their

domination than that demanded by

the Parti do Federal, and was not ac

cepted by the Filipino people. With

what more reason can the promise of

the federals be accepted, now that not

even a promise exists / except the

vague, the very vague one held out by

Mr. Taft, which is even less definite

than those held out to us by Admiral

Dewey and Consul Pratt? Neither

congress nor President McKinley have

said anything definite on this subject

that I am aware of, and I wonder at

the manner in which the Manila pa

pers prate of the liberal offers put

forward by the United States.

Then you do not think that peace

will be long delayed?

I truly believe that so soon as the

true state of affairs becomes known

throughout America, a solution of the

difficulty will be arrived at, either by

a mutual agreement or by one or both

making concessions. I have already

said what the American administra

tion aims at with regard to the Philip

pines. On the other hand, the party

at present in power is not really the

representative of the great majority

of the American people. ... I can

assure you that nobody now in the

Philippines except Aguinaldo and Ma-

bini have intervened in the creation

of the Filipino committees in foreign

countries. I can also state that Agon-

cillo, with whom I spent nearly the

whole of January in Paris, has not

quarreled with us, as stated by the

American press, and had no intention

of returning. If he does some day re

turn it will not be because he re

nounces our ideals and much less be

cause he desires to place himself un

der the protection of American bayon

ets in Manila. As for myself, much as

I long to return to my country, I can

not, for I should be obliged to take an

oath repugnant alike to my convic

tions and my honor. I prefer a volun

tary exile, long though it be, in any

English or European country, where,

under the protection of equalitarian

and democratic laws, one is at least

sure of being respected in his personal

liberty and is free to profess and ex

press his political convictions. Of my

other companions here, who are not a

third of the number stated by the

American press, you may take the

same assurance.

In conclusion, if you publish this

interview, you can declare before the

world that we who are abroad work

for the independence of our country

on the same lines as our countrymen

who struggle on the battlefield and

lay down their lives. We earnestly

hope for peace, we wish for peace at

once, for the vapors emanating from

the lakes of blood shed in our coun

try reach us here, asphyxiating our

souls, and we cannot remain insensible

to the desolation wrought throughout

the country by war. But the bringing

about of peace is not in our hands.

America the strong, who has gone to

our land and has already satisfied her

military honor, is the one who could,

who ought to yield. We have no other

course to follow than that of attempt

ing to defend our inalienable rights,

the independence of our nationality.

Until independence is grained, only

temporary solutions of the difficulties

will be found. The faint spark of

tranquillity which may now and again

be kindled will be repeatedly quenched

long before it can burst into a steady

flame. America will lose much if she

persists in her dream of sovereignty.

On the contrary, she will gain much

if she prefers to take upon herself

the title of liberator. With it she will

obtain for all time our love and the

blessing of our voungcountrv.

A NOVEL SCHOOL.

The "elementary school of the Chi

cago university," the "Dewey school,"

as it is more generally known, be

cause Dr. John H. Dewey, head of the

department of psychology and peda

gogy in the Chicago university, is at

its head also, is a working exposition

of ideas and theories and methods di

rectly and diametrically opposed to

all the ideas and theories and meth

ods against which the (ordinary ac

cusations against schools) are made.

The child's interest in and use for

a subject or study is made the

test for his need of work in

this direction. Children are only

trained to read and write as thev



78 The Public

themselves feel the necessity and

usefulness of these accomplishments.

No child is set down to writing,

spelling, reading, arithmetic or an3-

of the time-honored subjects of

study until lie or she realizes the

need for just this work. Then, ac

cording to the exponents of this sys

tem of education, he or she is in just

the best possible condition for the

acquiring of this particular branch of

knowledge, and will naturally make

far more rapid progress than if

forced into it before his interest has

prepared him to cope with it proper

ly. The interest, if necessary, is care

fully created and fostered, but it

must come first.

Dr. Dewey believes, according to

one of his teachers and disciples, that

the time spent in an elementary

school on reading, writing and arith

metic could be more profitably spent

and that the average child can learn

ail these in the doing of other things.

The same idea is applied to every

other branch of study treated in the

school, and the children certainly do

seem to work wonders, or, rather,

the system worKs wonders with them.

Eleven and 12-year-old children con

verse easily in Latin, know quite a

little of French and German, together

with something of the history, prog

ress, governmental policy, stage of

development and general condition of

most of the countries and nations of

the world, can discuss national, state

and civic politics intelligently, un

derstand many of the basic laws un

derlying all knowledge and have a

good working acquaintance with

chemistry, science and even cookery.

They can set up electric bells, design

and make all manner of useful ar

ticles, handle tools and instruments

in the manner of an expert and tell

you more about "primitive life" and

the manner in which baby nations

grope and feel atter expression and

development than you ever dreamed

of knowing—unless you have made a

special study of these subjects. They

all know something of cookery and

needlework—the boys can sew on

buttons and use a needle and cooking

spoon and saucepan as easily and

skillfully as the girls can work with

hammers, saws, chisels and so on—

and they carry on a discussion courte

ously, intelligently and keep to the

point. Not one of them knows what

it is, however, to dread the failure to

"pass" in a coming examination, and

the competitive system has been com

pletely eliminated, save where it

would naturally crop up in the same

conditions anywhere in the world.

The best work survives, of course,

and the best worker m a "group" or

class has the work given him when

there is not enough to go around.

There is no shirking or idleness in

this school. Every child is alert,

eager and anxious to work. It is not

difficult to get them into the school

at all, but it is rather difficult, occa

sionally, to induce them to leave.

And many of the children are so

deeply interested in some phases of

the work that they ask permission to

take it home with them. The school

sessions last from nine o'clock in the

morning until noon and from one p.

ni. until 2:30. A few of the chuuren

are allowed to remain at the school

as late as three p. m. and the little

ones under eight years have a morn

ing session only. The oldest child in

the school is about 14 and the kinder

garten babies are surpassingly youth

ful—some of them. Boys and girls

work and study together, precisely

as men and women are thrown to

gether in real and maturer life, and

the conditions of this real and matur

er life are duplicated as completely

as possible all the way through.

"Education," says Dr. Dewey, "is a

process of living, not a preparation

for future living."

On this idea the work and methods

of the school are planned entirely.

The time is spent in doing things

rather than in learning how to do

them. This is the reason why the

government and conditions of the

school differ so essentially from those

more usually followed.

No more than ten children are al

lowed with any teacher at any time.

Ten is the largest number allowed to

a single one of the "groups" into

which the school is divided. The so

cial idea is preserved and the social

organization ideal sought after at all

times and places. For this reason the

public school student suddenly trans

planted into a group at the Dewey

school occupies some time in read

justing himself and his relations with

his fellow students and his teachers.

The understanding that if one mem

ber of a group fails in his or her duty

the best possibilities of the entire

group are thereby endangered, if not

lost, sinks into the consciousness of

the children before they know it.

"Bad" or incorrigible children, the

Dewey teachers believe, cannot possi

bly exist or persist long if the right

conditions are arranged for them. If,

as occasionally happens, a child is in

clined to sink below the level of his

best opportunities and powers, the

rest of the group can usually be

trusted to stimulate him, by better

work and potent example, to do his

best. The entire atmosphere of the

school contributes to this end. Of

"school government," as ordinarily

understood, there is very little. The

children never stay away voluntarily,

so the truancy problem never crops

up. And the "captain," or "leader,"

of each group is usually more than

equal to his responsibilities in the

way of looking after the rest of the

class.

This "captain," or "leader," is se

lected, as the seats in the various

classrooms are arranged according to

the alphabetical place and position of

the first letter of the last name.

Upon the leader of a group devolves

the duty of seeing that each member

of the group gets properly to his

classes throughout the day, following

out the programme given teachers

and leaders every morning, and also

hung up in the main halls, of insuring

order and quietness in the passing

back and forth along the corridors—

in order that no other class need be

disturbed—and taking care that

books, materials and so on are kept

neat and in good order. The younger

children are usually enchanted with

the responsibility entailed, the older

ones dislike it extremely. So, in the

older groups, pains are taEen to di

vide this responsibility somewhat in

order that no child need feel overbur

dened by it.

The manner in which children study

is as unusual as are the methods of

school government. The children work

over a thing or subject, be it texture

manufacture, numbers, history or

cooking, until, with the aid of judi

cious assistance or suggestion from

the teacher, they have worked it out

and mastered it for themselves. Then

the entire class joinsinproducingare-port—sometimes dictated to the teach

er, because none of the children in the

class are as yet able to read or write—

and this report is typewritten and

brought back to them. Clause by

clause, line by line, paragraph by para

graph, it is gone over in type-written

form. These reports are of themselves

powerful incentives to the study of

reading and writing. Nearly all the

children desire to have a hand in the

making of these reports, aside from

the cooperative authorship, and read

ing and writing are mastered to this

end. The "group songs," for which the

children first compose the words and

music, which they afterw-ard render

in their chorus singing and vocal cul

ture work, are produced by means of

similar methods. A number of songs
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really creditable to much older com

posers have been evolved from the

various groups, a favorite number be

ing the "Football Song," which has

the Chicago university yell for a re

frain. Other strong and general favor

ites of the children are the "Lincoln"

song and the "Spinning Song," of

which the words are herewith given.

The "Spinning Song" has a sort of

characteristic burden, the recurring

"Br," which is a really good bit of de

scriptive musical composing. The

words of the "Lincoln" song are as fol

lows:

'Twas In a small log cabin,One February day,

A little Lincoln babyIn a small, rude cradle lay;

When at the age of twelveBy night he studied law,

And when the morning dawned anewAgain took up his saw.

He rose to be a statesman

Of very gTeat renown.

His wisdom saved the union.

And slav'ry he put down;

'Twas in the spring of sixty-five

That messengers rode fast

To bring the news of Lincoln's death;

The noble life had passed.

The "Spinning Song" is equally good

in its way and both of them were com

posed by children under the age of 12.

The older children, who have studied

music more thoroughly, do not feel

the composer's impulse nearly so

strongly as their juniors, it has been

found.

The spinning wheel goes round so fast

It makes a sound like this:

Br

The threads they twist and never miss.

We'll weave the threa.ls as tight as we can

To make the canvas strong,

And then we'll shape it into tents,

With poles Just twelve feet long.

The spinning wheel it hurries on

And makes so many things—

Br

It goes as with a hundred wings,

From cotton, wool and silk worm's cocoons

It makes thread, yarn and silk.

And then we'll dye them brilliant tints

Or bleach them white as milk.

Refrain—Oh, spinning wheel; oh, spinning wheel,

How prettily you go!

Oh, I could spin on you all day

Because I like you so!

It may be said, in passing, that the

writing, reading and number work of

the children of this school is certainly

quite as good as if not better than the

same work done by the average public

school student several years older, and

many other subjects are dealt with

in shorter time daily than the public

school student spends in school. The

children will be ready for college much

earlier as well as far better fitted to

earn their own living at an early age

should this be necessary. And their

grasp upon the subjects studied is by

no means a slight or superficial one,

notwithstanding the wide diversity of

these subjects and the unusual manner

of getting at them.

"How on earth did you manage to in

terest such young children in Latin?"

was asked of the principal of the

school, Miss Georgia A. Bacon, after

learning that 10 and 11-year-old chil

dren actually talked in Latin. Miss

Bacon smiled.

"The children were interested when

quite small in old Roman stories," she

explained, "and the names of various

things and places were given them in

Latin. Thus they acquired, being eager

to know more, quite a Latin vocabu

lary before they knew it. French and

German were made interesting in the

same manner. Naturally again they

soon noticed that sometimes a Latin

word ended in one way and sometimes

in another and wanted to know the

reason why. Then their teacher from

time to time points out to them that

a given word is so-and-so in Latin,

something else in French, something

else still in German. The reason for

and grammatical conditions governing

these meanings and terminations are

then given. Thus the children without

being discouraged at the prospect of

mastering two or three different gram

mars, dealing with as many different

languages, come to understand the

basic laws underlying all grammatical

construction.

"They were talking of the laws

which govern the wars of nations and

the rights of other nations to hel"p or

interfere one morning not long since,

and the varying opinions, all quietly,

clearly and grammatically expressed,

would have done credit to a gathering

of men. They were very clear, also,

upon the dutjes of the president and

congress in regard to the declaring of

war and peace.

"It is sometimes asked us: 'What

becomes of character development if

the element of drudgery is entirely

omitted, and do you think the children

will acquire as fine a degree of self-

mastery if everything is made easy

for them as if they worked harder?' "

says Miss Bacon, the principal of the

school, "and this is a question most

easily answered, according to our way

of thinking. For the work done here

is only not drudgery because the inter

est felt in it redeems it from drudgery

to pleasure, and this is the way in

which the problems of later work in

life are settled. The thing we do not

like, and consequently feel no interest

in, is drudgery, drudgery of the dreari

est and most unpleasant kind, but it is

not, therefore, the most valuable to

us or the thing we can do best for our

selves and fellows. Give us an interest

in this work, transform it, consequent

ly, into something which we really like

doing, and it is no longer drudgery, al

though we work twice as hard at it as

we did before. And it is the work

which is performed with pleasure and

a keen sense of interest which is worth

most to us and to humanity at large."

This is the underlying principle and

the philisophy of the elementary

school of the Chicago university, in a

word, as it appears to the interested

observer. And it is certainly a princi

ple and a philosophy which child train

ers and educators everywhere might

do well to study.—Condensed from

Chicago Chronicle of April 13, 11)00.

CUBA LIBRE.When we sailed irom Tampa Bay,

(Cuba Libre!)

And our ships got under weigh,

(Cuba Libre!)

As we floated down the tide,

Crowding to the steamer's side.

You remember how we cried:

"Cuba Libre!"

When we spied the island shore,

(Cuba Libre!)

Then we shouted loud once more:

"Cuba Libre!"

As we sank Cervera's ships

Where the southern sea-wall dips,

What again was on our lips?

"Cuba Libre!"

These are foreign words, you know-

"Cuba Libre!"—

That we used so long ago;

(Cuba Libre!)

And in all the time between

Such a lot of things we've seen, *We've forgotten what they mean,

"Cuba Libre!"

Let us ask the president,

(Cuba Libre!)

What that bit of Spanish meant,

(Cuba Libre!)

Ask McKInley, Root and Hay

What on earth we meant to say

When we shouted night and day:

"Cuba Libre!"

But alas! they will not speak,

(Cuba Libre!)

For their memories are weak,

(Cuba Libre!)

If you have a lexicon,

Borrowed from a Spanish don,

Send It down to Washington,

(Cuba Libre!)

—Ernest Crosby, in Life.
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With practical simultaneity the

sword whizzed through the air, struck

into the block, and the head of the

Chinaman dropped and bounded light

ly from the pavement.

A great sigh burst from the breast

of the Caucasian witness.

Whereupon the celestials that were

present—and living—prostrated them

selves, and in a manner designed to

harmonize with the apparent regret

of the white man, they cried: "O

worthy Christian, grieve not! Sure

ly the wicked offender deserved to be

executed as your virtuous judges de

manded!"

The higher man condescended to

make no reply, but to himself he

groaned: "In a lawful sense, I sup

pose the punishment fully fitted the

crime, but how much more satisfac

tory it would be if the rascal had

been made with more than onehead!"

G. T. E.

"Did you have a good time in Bos

ton, Rivers?"

"Good time? I never had so much

fun in my life!"

"Fun? In Boston?"

"Yes. I went into one bookstore

after another, asking the salesmen if

they had any expurgated editions of

Balph Waldo Emerson's works."—

Chicago Tribune.

"Last night," said Johnn3r Imper

ialist, "I dreamed that every one of

the Philippines was a barren waste,

and not worth a cent!"

"Were we in the dream?" asked his

brother Sammy.

"Yes; we were working with all our

might and main trying to polish the

tarnished side oi the Dut3'-Destiny

shield."

G. T. E.

MAY MAGAZINES.

—The Manuscript, edited by Marion Mills

Miller, and published by the Manuscript

Press, 1123 New York, is a neatly printed,

readably edited and useful little magazine

(50 cents a year), which is published espe

cially for the pleasure and guidance of

manuscript makers.

—The Arena for May contains a personal

sketch of Georgre D. Herron, by Rev. W.

T. Brown, of Rochester, which It follows

with a conversation with Dr. Herron on

the subject of "The New Apostolate"

in which he is engaged. Another impor

tant paper relates to the progress of fis

cal reform, treating especially of local

option In taxation. It is by Marion Mills

Miller. To a new department, "On the

Stoa of the Twentieth Century." in which

"great social, economic and political meas

ures that intimately affect the welfare,

prosperity and happiness of the nation

and the advancement of civilization." are

to be discussed, and of which the initial

subject is "An Army of Wealth-Creators

vs. an Army of Destruction." the con

tributors are the editor—B. O. Flower,

Prof. Prank Parsons, Rev. Hiram Vroo-

man. Prof. Thomas E. Will. Dr. C. T.

Taylor. Rev. Robert E. Bisbee and Mayor

Jones of Toledo.

—The Pilgrim for May, the monthly

periodical published at Battle Creek, Mich.,

of which Willis J. Abbot has become the

editor, is no disappointment to Mr. Ab

bot's admirers. It is an illustrated family

paper, calculated to satisfy the want that

has brought so much success to the Ladies'

Home Journal, but which substitutes for

the mawkishness of that species of pub

lication an invigorating moral strenuous-

ness. It aims primarily at entertaining

and pleasing its readers. In this it suc

ceeds, if the Initial number under the new

editorship Is to be taken as indicative.

But unlike other periodicals of that class,

it refuses either to ignore or to approve

the spectacle of "pagan luxury existing

side by side with the most squalid pau

perism." The principal contributions to

this number are from Mayor Jones, on

"Aristocracy or Democracy;" Henry

George Jr., on "Tom L. Johnson, a Charac

ter Sketch;" Trumbull White, on Russia

and China—"Where Bear and Dragon

Meet;" Isabel McDougal, on the Artist Ab

bey, and ex-Secretary of the Treausry Fos

ter, on Benjamin Harrison. There are de

partments on dress, on domestic science, on

beautiflcation. on motherhood, on garden

ing and on health in the home, the latter

under the direction of Dr. «jTulla Holmes

Smith; and these are to be augmented by

departments and special contributions oh

other homelike subjects. With all the rest

the Pilgrim puts forth brisk and brave

editorials from the editor's own pen.
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