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The Democratic party is, indeed,

in a sorry plight, if it has no better

presidential possibilities to choose

from than the Republicans and the

coadjutor Eepublicans offer it.

First in this list—not because his

chances are best, but because, his rec

ord as a public man being ofsuch high

flavor that only strenuous political

sportsmen can stomach him, he

may be dismissed most briefly—is Ar

thur Pue Gorman. Mr. Gorman's De

mocracy is of the "copperhead" type.

The only sign of democracy about it

is the label. In Maryland his highest

ideal of statesmanship is disfran

chisement of the Negroes. In the

United States senate, he was a faith

ful representative of predatory finan

cial interests. In national politics he

play9 the game with the calculating

coolness and moral obliquity of a pro

fessional gambler. These are hisprin^

eipal political characteristics. Such a

man does not measure up to the polit

ico-ethical standards which Bryan

has set for the Democratic party, and

which it cannot repudiate without

committing suicide. Mr. Gorman is

a presidential impossibility.

Next in the list is David Bennett

Hill. He, like Mr. Gorman, is as

signed to this high position in the

list, not because his chances are good,

but because he is a close second to Mr.

Gorman as an available impossibility.

Yet Mr. Hill is not altogether impos

sible. As well as may be foreseen three

years in advance, he might capture

the Democratic nomination. Shep-

ard's defeat for mayor of New York

makes this barely possible. And, if

political conditions were unpropi- 1

tiousforthe Republicans, he might, if

nominated, win at the election. But

his nomination and election would

be the greatest possible satire upon

American Democracy.

Mr. Hill is truly what the Cleve

land faction, dubbed him ten years or

more ago, a "peanut politician."

Possessed of many personal virtues of

the negative sort—he does not steal,

nor swear, nor drink, nor smoke, nor

carouse—he is yet wholly without

political virtues. A political prin

ciple, moral or traditional, is some

thing in which he takes no interest

and with which he appears to have

no acquaintance. He calls himself

"a democrat;" but no one else would

call him one, and no one would ever

have suspected him of being one but

for his own assertion.

Mr. Hill's most recent disclosure

of his ignorance of or indifference to

democratic principle, is made in a

newspaper article in which he unfolds

and strenuously advocates a scheme

for suppressing anarchy. For its

avowed purpose nothing could be

more obviously futile; for defiance of

democratic principle and Democratic

tradition in the United States noth

ing could be more pronounced.

His scheme consists in excluding

alien anarchists from the country.

He would not admit those who were

known to be anarchists, and he would

remove those who were discovered to

be such after admission. How futile

for its avowed purpose such a law

would be is evident. It would be

operative only upon foreign and not

upon native anarchists. Yet the only

distinctly anarchist crime ever com

mitted in this country—the assassi

nation of President McKinley—was

committed by a native American. Is

it said in reply that foreign anar

chists would be prevented by Hill's

law from corrupting Americans with

anarchistic ideas? The answer is

simple and complete. They could do

that quite as effectively with their

books and papers as by personal con

tact; and Mr. Hill does not propose

a censorship of anarchistic publica

tions, but only a censorship of anar

chistic persons. As a measure against

anarchists this extraordinary law

which Mr. Hill so gravely fathers

would be absurdly ineffective.

It would be worse than ineffective.

Mr. Hill proposes that the law shall

not define anarchy. He would leave

the interpretation of that most im

portant word in the law to the dic

tionaries and the courts. On this

point he says:

The word anarchist is sufficiently

defined by every dictionary in the

land. It means a person who is op

posed to any government whatsoever.

Mere opposition by a person to mon

archical government or some particu

lar form of government does not ren

der that person an anarchist, but the

opposition must be to every form of

government.

So Mr. Hill would have congress en

act a law discriminating against per

sons who oppose government—not

those merely who attack governments

or government officials, but those also

who believe and teach that the prin

ciple of government is morally and

politically bad. He would condemn

men whose only offense is that the

philosophy they believe and teach

goes to the extreme of what Jefferson

taught; men who argue, democratic

fashion, that if "that government is

best which governs least" then the

best of all governments must be one

which does not govern at all.

This pretentious Democrat, this

"peanut politician," would draw no

line against monarchists. The em

peror of Germany, the tsar of Eus-
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sia, the sultan of Turkey, the ameer

of Afghanistan, the king of the Can

nibal islands, might send proselyters

to our country to teach that all sys

tems of government are bad but their

own, and Mr. Hill's law would admit

them; for they would be advocates

of "some particular form of govern

ment." But the gentle Tolstoy, who

opposes all forms of government,

arguingthat non-resistance is a Chris

tian principle which would produce

universal peace, and that the principle

of government is hostile to the prin

ciple of non-resistance—he would be

turned back from our shores by the

"democratic" Mr. Hill.

Though Mr. Hill appears to be un

aware of it, it is the fact that his law,

while keeping out non-resistant anar

chists like Tolstoy, would leave the

door wide open to the kind it is- es

pecially designed to exclude. For

physical-force anarchists are as a rule

communist-anarchists, and commu

nist-anarchists believe in govern

ment. Though they do not believe in

coercive government, they do believe

in voluntary, non-invasive industrial

government. This is certainly "some

particular form of government;" and,

according to Mr. Hill's own construc

tion of his law, would exempt its ad

vocates from exclusion.

But more important than any other

consideration, with reference, at any

rate, to Mr. Hill's ambition to be the

Democratic candidate for president,

is the fact that in addition to its ab

surd puerility his proposed law would

be distinctly un-democratic. It

would be un-democratic in prin

ciple, because democracy demands

that no one, native or alien, be dis

criminated against by law for opin

ion's sake. Free thought and free dis

cussion, these are democratic land

marks; and no man is a democrat on

principle who repudiates them. Da

vid B. Hill does repudiate them. His

proposed law would be un-Demo-

cratic also by tradition. It is essen

tially the same law as the old alien

act, which empowered the president

to exclude immigrant Frenchmen

(they being then regarded as holding

opinions inimical to our government)

and to remove those already here.

That law and one other — the

infamous "alien and sedition laws,"

—having been enacted by the Fed

eralist party, caused its ruin. The

Democratic party came into power,

with Jefferson at its head, upon the

wave of democratic indignation at

this legislation against opinions. It

stood opposed to the condemnation

of opinions by law; and no one can

be a Democrat by tradition who de

serts that stand. David B. Hill has

deserted it. Nomatter,therefore,how

often nor how vociferously he pro

claims, "I am a Democrat," he would

make a sorry figure as presidential

candidate of the Democratic party.

The third and last in the list of

Democratic candidates is Grover

Cleveland. We omit Bryan's name,

because we are considering only men

whom the Bepublican newspapers,

both within and without the Demo-

craticparty—thosenewspapers which

either openly or treacherously op

posed Bryan's election in 1896 and

his nomination and election in 1900

—regard as available. Cleveland is

really the more likely candidate in

the list for the nomination, for hehas

political convictions and his candi

dacy would consolidate the anti-

Bryan sentiment of the party. But

Cleveland's convictions are not dem

ocratic, and his associations are de

cidedly plutocratic. Upon no funda

mental political principle could he be

distinguished from a thoughtful Re

publican, unless by the fact that the

thoughtful Bepublican was the more

democratic. His consolidation, there

fore, of the anti-Bryan sentiment of

the party in his favor would have the

less encouraging effect of consolidat

ing the Bryan sentiment against him.

This fact militates very greatly

against his availabilitv.

before the people only as a man who

had made an ideal mayor from the

"good government" point of view,

and an excellent governor from the

corporation point of view, and a "win

ner in a walk" from the politician:'

point of view (he having polled a

phenomenally large majority for gov

ernor in a phenomenally small vote),

yet he grew in democracy, in the pres

idential chair, up to the point of writ

ing his famous free trade message.

But Mr. Cleveland's democracy died

early. Two campaigns were fought

upon his democratic message, and he

won the second brilliantly, only to

fritter away its fruits after his inau

guration.

Mr. Cleveland gave indications

once of being a genuine democrat.

Though at his first election he stood

If ever a president was elected

with a specific mandate from the

people, that president was Mr. Cleve

land. He was elected, and a Demo

cratic congress with him, under ex

press orders to abolish the protective

tariff. The new congress could not

meet for 13 months. But Mr. Cleve

land could have called it together in

special session, to execute the popu

lar mandate, in less than five months.

Had he done so, a tariff measure

would have been passed, under the

impulse of the popular command,

which would have been an honor to

his administration and a relief to the

people. The trusts would then have

been powerless to turn the Democrat

ic tariff into a joke, as they were after

wards able to do. Had he followed

this obvious course, the subsequent

political campaigns would have been

fought progressively for free trade,

with the protectionists on the defen

sive. The Democratic party would

have been united; and free trade Re

publicans, assured at last of Demo

cratic sincerity, would have joined it.

Defeat would in those circumstances

have been impossible. In that case

there would have been no Spanish

war, yet Cuba would be free. For a

Democratic president would have ac

cepted Spain's concessions, instead of

suppressing and misrepresenting

them in order to make war, as was

done. There would consequently
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have been no Philippine question, no

imperialism, no militarism, no

"world-power' humbug, but a steady

progression along democratic lines

toward a democratic republic. Mr.

Cleveland neglected this opportuni

ty, and the deplorable result is a

black page in our history.

Nor can his mistake be attributed

to error of judgment. This charita

ble verdict might be rendered had he

refused to call congress together in

special session for any purpose. But

he did call it together, and for what

purpose? To execute the popular

mandate? By no means. He called

it together to create a new issue, and

in that he was entirely successful.

His four years of nominal law practice

in the purlieus of Wall street, had

brought him new friends, who

brought him a handsome fortune, and

from whom heimbibed new ideas. In

consequence, when he went back to

the White House, the idea of reform

ing the tariff was not uppermost in his

mind as it had been when he left the

White House after his first term. The

burning question with him now

was finance. Out in the West,

in the silver producing regions

and in the neighboring agricultural

states, there was apparently an almost

universal demand for silver coinage.

But the question was not a national

issue and the silver men could not

have made it one. Mr. Cleveland

did that. Although he would not as

semble congress in special session to

do what the voters who elected him

had commanded, he did assemble it

to do what they had not commanded.

He turned from an issue upon which

the party was united, to- one upon

which it was divided. By that act

he created the silver issue, and pro

duced party demoralization.

When at last congress did act upon

the tariff question, free traders had

been disheartened, tariff reformers of

the West had felt the diverting and

disintegrating effects of the money is

sue, and the protectionists of both

parties, as well as* their clients, the

trusts, had regained confidence and

courage. The Democratic tariff

measure consequently came out of

congress in a condition to justify all

the ribaldry of the scoffers. Both

the precipitation of the money issue

and the debasement of the tariff ques

tion were the work of Mr. Cleveland.

Instead of growing in democracy he

had turned toward plutocracy, in

stead of sitting at the feet of Jeffer

son and Jackson he had taken coun

sel of J. Pierpont Morgan. It was

not the fault of the Democratic party

that Mr. Cleveland made a fool of it

in 1892-96. It would be its fault were

he to do so in 1904.

That Mr. Cleveland's democracy,

such as he has, is of therule-of4humb

variety, is evident from what he said

last week in a speech in Pittsburg, in

celebration of founder's day at the

Carnegie institute. On the whole, it

was one of those ponderous speeches

which seem profound until you dig

into them to find a thought. But at

one point the speaker did try to say

something. For purposes of exami

nation we quote it.

No American citizen was ever yet

doomed by birth to a life of labor or

poverty, and fortunes are the products

of industry and intelligent endeavor.

It is somewhat puzzling to know what

Mr. Cleveland could have meant by

this, if, indeed, he meant anything.

No one doomed to "a life of labor"!

Pray how shall every one escape la

bor? Is not continuous labor the

condition of existence? Would not

men be like rats in a trap if labor

ceased for even a brief time? How is

it possible then for every one to es

cape labor? If any escape, must it not

be on condition that others do their

work for them? But if this be so,

many must be doomed to labor; for

there are those who do not labor, yet

live in luxury. What Mr. Cleveland

probably had in mind was the old

Democratic notion that everybody

can get ahead in this democratic

country of ours if he is industrious

and intelligent. This inference is

confirmed by his remark that "for

tunes are the products of industry

and intelligent endeavor." That is a

delusion which nobody believes in

any more, except lucky and self-satis

fied old men and inexperienced and

ambitious voung ones.

But what makes the above quota

tion repulsive to the democratic con

science is its manifest implication.

The point that Mr. Cleveland evi

dently wished to impress, but which

he did not put into words, was that

"industry and intelligent endeavor"

are the only conditions of fortune

making, and that upon these terms

all can be rich. But the fact is

that, other conditions are neces

sary, and any observer whose in

stincts are democratic knows it.

Millions in this country who are both

industrious and intelligent have no

fortunes. Those who have fortunes

have either inherited them or have

acquired them through legislation

which is predatory in its character.

The rich man does not exist who has

earned his fortune. He may have

won it by industry; but highwaymen

are industrious. He may have won it

by intelligent endeavor; but counter

feiters are intelligent in their endeav

or. We do not mean, of course, to say

that rich men are on the moral plane

of highwaymen and counterfeiters, or

that all fortunes are tainted with per

sonal dishonor. What we do mean is

that such terms as "industry," "intel

ligent endeavor" and the like are

moral neuters. They indicate noth

ing as to the moral conditions which

are necessary to make industry and

intelligence succeed. Though for

tunes be acquired by "industry" and

"intelligent endeavor," it does not fol

low that they are earned. They may

have been "industriously" and "in

telligently" diverted from those who

did earn them; and with most if not

all fortunes that is true. Had Mr.

Cleveland said that fortunes are the

products of industry, intelligent en

deavor, and monopoly laws, he would

have been right as to all but inherited'

fortunes, which rest almost entirely

upon monopoly. But his ignoring of

the third condition indicates that he
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either has no convictions regard

ing the equitable distribution of

wealth, or that his convictions are

plutocratic. In either case he lacks

the essential quality of an available

Democratic candidate for the presi

dency at a time when democratic

principle is needed to solve industrial

problems.

During the New York mayoralty

campaign we endeavored to explain

the real causes of Tammanyism, in

sisting that they lie deeper down than

dilletante "good government" poli

ticians like to admit. In concluding

that explanation we said that Tam

manyism can be uprooted only by one

or the other of two things:

Either the ballot must be taken from

the poor, which would enable the com

fortable classes to realize their own

ideal government; or poverty must be

abolished, by destroying privilege,

which would lift the poor to higher

planes of citizenship.

Commenting sympathetically and in

telligently upon this conclusion, the

Dubuque Telegraph-Herald draws

attention to the remarkable declara

tion of Abraham S. Hewitt (a Demo

crat!), made in behalf of Mayor Low's

candidacy, in these refreshingly can

did terms:

If Shepard thinks that universal

suffrage is the best form of govern

ment for large aggregations of men

he differs with most statesmen and

the best thinkers of the day. They

all agree that municipal government

is a matter of business, and not of

general politics. They think that ig

norance should be excluded from con

trol, and that the city business

should be carried on by trained ex

perts selected upon some other prin

ciple than popular suffrage. In this

view I concur.

The Telegraph-Herald's suggestive,thoughtful and democratic commentis as follows:

Abram S. Hewitt, ex-congressman

and ex-mayor, agrees with The Pub

lic's conclusions, and as he is opposed

to elevating the poor by destruction

of privilege and incidental abolition of

poverty, he holds that city officials

ought to be chosen by some other

method than a popular vote. He would

prevent the poor from voting at

municipal elections by disfranchising

them. In time, the concentration of

wealth continuing, this may be done.

Whenever and wherever organized and

combined privilege finds itself un

able to dictate the votes of the poor

by the methods so successfully em

ployed in the national campaign of

1896, it will favor use of the methods

in vogue in the South against the

Negro. But with control of the trans

portation lines and of the productive

industries rapidly concentrating in

fewer and fewer hands, open, whole

sale disfranchisement will hardly be

necessary. The concentration of

wealth and of power over future

wealth is steadily rendering the mass

es of men less and less independent

and more and more dependent, and a

consquence of this process of degra

dation must be subjection of the votes

of the dependent to the will of the in

dustrial masters.

It is gratifying to learn from the

Piatt papers that popular suffrage is

a success. Mayor-elect Low also calls

it a success. That is because it de

feated Shepard. Had Shepard been

elected, then, according to the ami

able ex-Mayor Hewitt and democrats

of his particular brand, popular suf

frage would have been proved a fail

ure. Some classes of people are so

well satisfied with themselves and

their manifold and manifest virtues

that they test everything by its ef

fect upon their own class. If it serves

them, it is successful; otherwise it is a

failure.

Constitutional lawyers of Great

Britain, as well as believers in British

liberty everywhere, are shocked by a

decision of the judicial committee of

the king's privy council. This com

mittee has apparently decided that

the British courts are not open for

the protection of individual liberties,

when the protection of those liberties

might endanger, in the opinion of the

courts, the interests of the empire.

The case passed upon came up from

South Africa. A British subject of

the name of Marais had been arrested1

in Cape Colony, and is now in prison.

He had no connection with the Brit

ish army, but was arrested and is con

fined solely by military authority. No

charge has been made against him,

and he is ignorant of the reason for

his arrest. Early in Septemberhe ap

pealed to the supreme court of Cape

Colony on habeas corpus proceedings,

on the ground that as a civilian he

was subject to the process only of civil

tribunals, and could not be lawfully

imprisoned by military authority.

That court dismissed the writ, refus

ing to interfere. Had the case in

volved money in large sums, instead

of personal liberty, Marais could have

appealed to the home courts as a mat

ter of right. But as it did not in

volve money, but only the liberty of

a man, he had no right of appeal. He

could only ask leave to do so. It was

upon this application for leave that

the judicial committee of the privy

council is understood to have made

the decision in question.

In the course of the argument the

lord chancellor frequently interrupt

ed Marais's lawyer with hostile com

ment. At one point, when the law

yer was arguing that in the absence of

express statutory authority civilians

cannot be tried by court-martial while

the ordinary courts are open, the lord

chancellor interjected the statement,

as reported by the press dispatches,

that "the courts are not open, if ac

cess to them would endanger the in

terests of the state." One member of

the privy council, Lord Davey, pro

tested emphatically against iJhis rev

olutionary doctrine; but he was out

voted, and the leave to appeal was de

nied. The reason for the decision is

assumed to be in substance that ex

pressed by the lord chancellor during

the argument and quoted above.

Should this prove to be the case, the

liberties of British subjects may be

regarded as hanging hereafter by a

slender thread. The British courts,

whenever they choose to regard the

interests of the empire as in danger,

may close their doors to applicants

for writs of habeas corpus; and civ

ilians will be as much at the mercy

of military law as soldiers enrolled in

the army. Imperialism comes at a

high price.

It is said that the Chicago traction

companies are about to apply to the

federal courts for an injunction pro

hibiting the Illinois board of tax

equalization from obeying the proc
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ess, procured by the Chicago teach

ers from the supreme court of the

state, which directs the board to tax

these companies on the value of their

local franchises as indicated by the

value of their stocks and bonds

minus that of their tangible property.

Should the federal courts favorably

entertain such an application, the

fact would go far to show that the

sovereignty of the states in local con

cerns has been totally abrogated, and

that the central government, original

ly intended to be limited in its scope,

has become supreme in all things.

The power of taxation is the citadel

of sovereignty. When that power of

the states becomes subject to federal

supervision, the states are no longer

in any degree federated or united sov

ereignties. They are from that time

forth mere subdivisions of a nation,

like tie counties of a commonwealth

or the provinces of an empire.

Mayor Harrison, of Chicago, hav

ing rather definitely intimated that

Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland, is ar

ranging to make a bid for Chicago

street car franchises, Mr. Johnson

makes a positive denial. He says:

I have no time to go into street car

deals anywhere. As far as Chicago is

concerned, I never dreamed of going

there. The report that I am figuring

on entering the Chicago field is an ex

cuse of the Chicago aldermen for not

devising a means of relief, and as an

excuse it will serve as well as any

other.

A remarkable statement appears in

the special Manila correspondence of

the Chicago Tribune in the issue of

November 10, relative to taxation in

the Philippines. Eeferringto a meet

ing at San Fernando, Luzon, the cor

respondent says:

As elsewhere in the Philippines, even

the most intelligent found it difficult

to understand that buildings and other

improvements increased the taxable

value of property.

The latter part of that sentence is

less illuminating than suggestive.

Apropos of a movement in France

to call all adult women "madame,"

whether married or single, a newspa

per wants to know what would be

come, if that were done, of the prece

dence of mothers over their adult

daughters. The question suggests an

other. Where is the distinction now

between fathers and their adult sons?

The title for both is "mister."

THE AMERICAN INVASION OF

ETJBOPE.

There is something very funny,

when you think of it, about all this

newspaper hullabaloo over the

"American invasion of Europe."

Observe, that the invasion is com

mercial. It consists in "deluging"

Europe with American goods, for

which America gets no pay. She is

commonly supposed to get her pay

in gold. But the record shows that

she doesn't. From the foundation

of the government to March 31, 1901,

over $4,000,000,000 worth of silver,

gold and merchandize, was exported

from this country, in excess of simi

lar imports during the same period.

That is, our total unpaid "favorable

balance" of trade during that period

was over $4,000,000,000. For this

enormous balance no gold has been

received. The same thing is true in

even greater degree of our foreign

trade subsequently. We have re

ceived but little gold as compared

with our enormously increased ex

cess of silver and merchandize ex

ports.

Attempts are made to account for

this upon the theory of investments

abroad. Our exporters and bankers

are said to invest their gold in Eu

rope instead of bringing it home.

But that theory doesn't square with

the evident facts. From all the indi

cations, Europe is investing more in

this country than this country is

investing in Europe. This would

also be probable, for returns upon

investments here are higher than re

turns upon European investments.

Neither this nor any other ex

planation, can account, consistently

with the "favorable balance" notion,

for the fact that when America wants

to draw against her "favorable bal

ance," against what are exploited as

her "European credits," she finds

she has none to draw against, but

must pay a premium on her drafts.

For, notwithstanding the enormous

accumulation of foreign "balances

in our favor," high rates of exchange

prevail at New York—as high now

as $4.88 to the pound sterling, the

par of exchange being only $4.86. It

is not usual for creditors to pay

premiums upon drafts against their

own balances. This is so wrell un

derstood, that an effort to explain

|it has been made. It is said that

American balances abroad are al

lowed to remain there to earn the

extraordinary interest which pre

vails in Europe, and that consequent

ly those who have the right to draw

refuse to do so without a premium,

preferring to let their money earn

foreign interest. But among the

obstacles to the acceptance of this ex

planation is the fact that interest in

Europe is in fact not extraordinarily

high, as compared with interest in

the United States. Another objec

tion is that the amount of our "favor

able balance" for which this explana

tion would account, is conceded to be

only a small fraction of our whole

"favorable balance." In fact, Amer

ica has no balance abroad, notwith

standing her wonderful exports.

The truth about our "favorable

balance" is that a large proportion of

it goes to pay the profits of European

investors in American enterprises

.and the rents of European owners

of American lands.

It does not, therefore, stand for a

balance in our favor, against which

we may draw in the future. It is in

nowise analagous, as "favorable bal

ance" touters would have us believe,

to shipments of farm produce to city

commission merchants for ship

per's account. What it is analogous to

is the produce shipments of Irish

tenants to their London landlords. It

is a shipment for which nothing is

to come back. It is a payment by

Americans io Europeans for permis

sion to cultivate American farms, to

dig in American mines, to operate

American railways, and to do business

on the building lots of American

cities.

To export for such purposes may

be proper enough. We are not now

considering that question. But think

of boasting about it as if it were in

itself profitable to America!

What has become of American hu
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mor, when Americans can take such

boasting seriously?

If the end man at a "nigger min

strel" show were to boast of having

paid $2.50 to a pawnbroker as inter

est on a ten-dollar loan, describing

the payment as extra gain for himself,

the audience would laugh. Histopsy

turvey conceit of accounting interest

payments as profits would strike their

sense of humor. The middle man

would take the joke seriously, for

that is his line of "business;" but

even he would want to know how it

is possible to regard outgo as income.

And he would doubtless be indignant

if the end man explained thatv the

$2.50 was a profit to himself because

he had "invaded" the pawnbroker's

with it.

Yet the funny newspapers, not

without the aid of solemn middle

men in public office, have set the

American people agape with gratified

astonishment at our record of ex

ports. They see no joke, but only an

evidence of prosperity not otherwise

discernible to the naked eye, in the

figures which show that our outgo

is in enormous and perpetual excess

of our income; and they throw their

hats in the air when these papers

burst out with brave cartoons and

splashy headlines, expressive' of

their joy over the "American invasion

of Europe."

Think of it. We are invading Eu

rope with what the Europeans want,!

We are shipping them flour and

clothes and pianos and type writers

and agricultural implements and

what not of that kind; and because

what we ship to them is worth more

than what we get from them, we call

it our "invasion!" Was ever any

thing more modestly altruistic? Did

ever charity before so bashfully hide

itself behind the bellicose phrases of

military conquest?

One comic paper, for instance,

prints a cartoon in which a whole

army of Uncle Sams is "invading"

Great Britain, each holding out some

desirable product of American indus

try—things to wear, things to use,

things to eat. John Bull, in the

character of Rip Van Winkle, is just

awaking from sleep and looking

in amazement at this army of "in

vasion." What he thinks, we are left

to infer; but it would be easy to

imagine him as saying, in the accents

of Rip: "Vot! All dem good tings

for me! An' for nodings! Eef my

dog Shnyder vos here, he vould like

dose invasions."

Who wouldn't? Who wouldn't

like invasions that brought him good

things for nothing? Who wouldn't

like to wake up and find his larder

stored and his wardrobe supplied by

"invading" farmers and manufactur

ers who wanted nothing in return ex

cept the privilege of boasting of ex

cessive exports and commercial inva

sions? If all foreign invasion were

of this altruistic character, every man

and every nation might welcome con

quest. Nothing but a corresponding

altruistic spirit would make it re

pugnant. The selfish instinct would

alwavs welcome it.

But we must not jump to the con

clusion that the serious attitude of

the American people toward this ab

surd commercial "invasion" shows

them to have lost their sense of hu

mor. By looking a little below the

surface we shall find a very serious

reason for their absurd seriousness.

If every man in America were con

scious of contributing to the national

loss which a perpetual excess of ex

ports must necessarily entail, there

would not be so much jubilation—

not as matter of business. We might

compliment ourselves upon ouraltru-

ism, but we would not count this as a

business gain. Much less would we

boast of it as an "American invasion

of Europe." We should realize then

that such an "invasion" enriches the

invaded at the expense of the invader.

Conversely, if every man in Eu

rope were a recipient of the advan

tages of a perpetual excess of imports

from America none would complain.

For altruistic reasons they might ob

ject to the unfair trade which bene

fitted them at the expense of the

Americans. But they would not ob

ject for business reasons. As business

men or workingmen they would have

no fear of "the American peril," but

with one accord would shout to

their generous brethren across the

sea: "Go on with your invasion!"

But we all know that everybody in

America is not conscious of contrib

uting to our excess of exports, and

that everybody in Europe does not

share in its benefits.

The one thing that all hut the

privileged few in both countries want

is a chance to work. Old Father

Adam thought of the sentence to

work as a penalty, but the ordinary

man of our time regards it as a boon.

If a business man, he wants custom

ers; so that he may work. If a work-

ingman, he wants a boss; so that he

may work.

What is really wanted, of course, is

not work but the things which are

as a rule bought with the pay for

work. Each man would rather have

these things without, work than with

it. That is proved by the fact that

everyone tries to accumulate enough

to relieve him from the necessity of

working. But although it is the

fruits of work that men want, and

not the work, opportunities for work

have grown so scarce that we have

come to think and to speak of work

itself as the thing really desirable.

This inverted habit of thought and

speech accounts for the prevailing

notion, both here and in Europe, that

we are invading Europe when we

supply them with what they want

cheaper than they can do it them

selves. This is what makes the in

vasion seem to us like conquest and

to them like the "American peril."

It seems like conquest to us. because

it gives our industrial classes work

to do which otherwise would have

been done' in Europe; it seems like

"the American peril"' to them because

it takes away work which otherwise

they would have got.

As American goods come in, Euro

pean workingmen, dependent upon

opportunities for work, see their jobs

leaving them and starvation grinning

through the windows of their homes.

To them, therefore, this is a real and

dreadful invasion. So is it with Eu

ropean business men whose trade is

swept away by the invading im

ports. But American workingmen.

on the other hand, find in the in

creased foreign demand an assurance

of continued employment, while to

American business men it is a guar

antee of brisk sales. On both sides

of the Atlantic, the idea is dominant

that there is only so much work to

go around, only so much selling to
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do, and that what share of work and

celling some get to do others must

lose.

The absurd idea that the virtual

giving of goods by this country to

Europe is an "invasion," is thus ac

counted for by the fact that there has

grown up rigid limitations upon the

unlimited natural opportunities for

work.

It may be asked, upon the facts

just stated, whether excessive exports

are not true indications of prosperi

ty. The answer depends upon wheth

er we consider the country as a whole

or individuals or classes separately.

Considering the country as a whole,

they are not true indications. No

country can continuously send out

more wealth than it gets back with

out being to that extent depleted of

its wealth. This is a simple problem

in elementary arithmetic.

But with reference to the working

and business class, simply as workers,

excessive exports are indications of

domestic prosperity in so far as more

work implies prosperity. They are

indications of prosperity the same as

are burning buildings, which, though

implying a loss of wealth in the aggre

gate, imply as well that the demand

for builders will be keener. Similar

ly, the loss to the people as a whole

from excessive exports is not neces

sarily a loss to the workingclass. The

loss may be that of the privileged

classes. The loss of those who work

has a deeper cause, and persists with

out much regard to exports and im

ports. It is due to scarcity of work.

To those who in a country where

work is scarce must yet live by work,

their own work, it makes little differ

ence whether the country has more

• wealth or less wealth. Their pros

perity, such as it is, depends not upon

average wealth but upon their being

able to get work. It is this fact that

turns people's thoughts topsy turvey

with reference to exports and im

ports. It is this that makes them

feel that the excessive exporting

which tends to impoverish their

country, benefits them; and that the

excessive importing which tends to

enrich Europe injures European pro

ducers. It is this that causes the ab

surdity of "invading" foreign coun

tries with good things to be taken so

seriously by a people noted for their

humor.

This whole lesson has been illus

trated in parable by an economic

writer of world-wide fame. Taking

that "community which we must per

force consider as a whole—that coun

try with a population of one, which

the genius of Defoe has made famil

iar," this economic writer imagines

an American export boaster, a protec

tionist of course, as warning Crusoe

against a "deluge of cheap goods :"

"In fact," we may imagine the pro

tectionist to say, "so cheaply can all

the thing's you require be produced

abroad that unless you make it hard

to land them I do not see how you

will be able to employ your own in

dustry at all." ■

"Will they give me all these

things?" Robinson Crusoe would nat

urally exclaim. "Do you mean that

I shall get all these things for noth-'ing, and have no work at all to do?

That will suit me completely. I shall

rest and read and go fishing for the

fun of it. I am not anxious to work

if without work I can get the things

I want."

"No, I don't quite mean that," the

protectionist would be forced to ex

plain. "They will not give you such

things for nothing. They will, of

course, want something in return.

But they will bring you so much and

will take away so little that your

imports will vastly exceed your ex

ports, and it will soon be difficult

for you to find employment for your

labor."

"But I don't want to find employ

ment for my labor," Crusoe would

naturally reply. "I did not spend

months in digging out my canoe and

weeks in tanning and sewing these

goat skins because I wanted employ

ment for my labor, but because I

wanted the things. If I can get what

I want with less labor, so much the

better, and the more I get and the

less I give in the trade you tell me I

am to carry on—or, as you phrase it,

the more my imports exceed my ex

ports—the easier I can live and the

richer I shall be. I am not afraid

of being overwhelmed with goods.

The more they bring the better it

will suit me."

And so the two might part, for it

is certain that no matter how long

our protectionist talked the notion

that his industry would be ruined

by getting things with less labor

than before would never frighten

Crusoe.

Yet, are these arguments for pro

tection a whit more absurd when ad

dressed to one man living on an is

land than would be true in the 60,-

000,000 living on a continent? What

would be true in the case of Robin

son Crusoe is true in the case of

Brother Jonathan. If foreigners will

bring us goods cheaper than we can

make them ourselves, we shall be the

gainers. The more we get in im

ports as compared with what we

have to give in exports, the better

the trade for us. And since foreign

ers are not liberal enough to give us

their productions, but will only let

us have them in return for our own

productions, how can they ruin our

industry? The only way they could

ruin our industry would be by bring

ing us for nothing all we want, so as

to save us the necessity for work.

If this were possible, ought it seem

very dreadful? .... Let us go

back to Robinson Crusoe. In speak

ing of him I purposely left out Fri

day. Our protectionist might have

talked until he was tired without con

vincing Crusoe that the more he

got and the less he gave in his

exchange with passing ships the

worse off he would be. But if he had

taken Friday aside, recalled to his

mind how Crusoe had sold Xury into

slavery as soon as he had no further

use for him, even though the poor

boy had helped him escape from the

Moors and had saved his life, and

then had whispered into Friday's ear

that the less work there was to do

the less need would Crusoe have of

him and the greater the danger that

he might give him back to the canni

bals, now that he was certain to have

more congenial companions—would

the idea that there might be danger

in a deluge of cheap goods have

seemed so ridiculous to Friday as it

did to Crusoe? Friday

was Crusoe's slave, and no mat

ter how much the opening of

trade with the rest of the world

might increase wealth, he could only

demand the wages of a slave—-enough

to maintain him in working ability.

. ... If Friday, instead of setting

Crusoe's foot upon his head, in token

that he was thenceforward his slave,

had simply acknowledged Crusoe's

ownership of the island, what would

have been the difference? As he

could only live upon Crusoe's prop

erty on Crusoe's terms, his freedom

would simply have amounted to the

freedom to emigrate, to drown him

self in the sea, or to give himself up

to the cannibals. Men enjoying only

such freedom—that is to say, the

freedom to starve or emigrate as the

alternative of getting some one else's

permission to labor—cannot be en

riched by improvements that increase

the production of w-ealth. For they

have no more power to claim any

share of it than has the slave. Those

who want them to work must give

them what the master must give the

slave if he wants him to work—
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enough to support life and strength;

but when they can find no one who

wants them to work they must

starve, if they cannot beg-. Grant to

Crusoe ownership of the island, and

Friday, the free man, would be as

much subject to his will as Friday,

the slave; as incapable of claiming

any share of an increased production

of wealth, no matter how great it

might be nor from what cause it

might come.

"He that hath ears to hear, let him

hear." The reason that the indus

trial classes of America are so serious

ly impressed with the ridiculous idea

of "invading" Europe with goods, and

that the industrial classes of Europe

so heartily denounce this "invasion"

as "the American peril," is because in

both countries the industrial classes

are Fridays, whose countries are

owned by Crusoes of wealth and leis

ure. More work for themselves,

therefore, not more wealth for the

country as a whole, is their instinctive

demand. The logic of it would lead

them to desire earthquakes, confla

grations, cyclones, anything that

would destroy wealth and thereby en

hance the demand for work. It is, in

deed, an inverted theory of prosper

ity. But the inversion begins not with

that theory, but with the institution

of land monopoly. This inversion of

the normal relations of mankind to

the planet, produces a disordered in

dustrial condition which inverts

every other economic relationship.

NEWS

The European war cloud which

loomed up last week in consequence

of the French invasion of Turkey, has

"passed around."

It appears that the reports sum

marized in our last issue as not veri

fied, to the effect that an actual land

ing upon the Turkish island of Mity-

lene had been effected by the French,

who were then in occupation of three

customs ports of the island, was pre

mature. No landing had been made

up to the 6th. But on the 7th the

French did make a landing and take

possession of one customs port, that

of Medilli. There was no resistance.

On the contrary, such a sympathetic

welcome had been extended to the

French squadron, according to the ad

miral's official report, that he landed

only a company of marines, and they

were received with marked confi

dence by the inhabitants.

Very soon after this mildly aggress

ive action, the Turkish government

yielded to all the demands France had

originally advanced and to other ex

actions which she subsequently

made. This submission was an

nounced by the French foreign of

fice on the 8th. It comprised acquies

cence in the money claims, including

the exacted guarantees, and official

recognition by Turkey of French

schools and religious and hospital in

stitutions, together with their ex

emption from certain taxes. The set

tlement was formally agreed to by the

sultan on the 10th, when he signed

the "irade," or decree, for its execu

tion ; and on the same day the French

government officially announced the

termination of the controversy and

the resumption of diplomatic rela

tions between the two countries. The

French marines were consequently

withdrawn from the Mitylene port,

and the fleet sailed on the 11th for

Greek waters, where it is expected to

remain for the present.

No news of importance comes from

South Africa. The censorship re

mains very strict, and the British pub

lic is left, to guess at what is going on.

With reference, however, to the effect

of the war upon public opinion in

Great Britain and the probable action

of the ministry, it is reported from

London that if the Boers keep up the

war for another year England will

revert to her old tariff system. "The

resources of direct taxation are prac

tically exhausted," says the report;

which means that the limits of Brit

ish patience with a war tax which

comes to the tax payers without a

mask, has been reached. Indirect tax

ation is, therefore, proposed in influ

ential circles. Feeling this only in

higher prices, the public would com

plain only of the rapacity of store

keepers, instead of the burdens of tax

ation. The signs of a probable con

scription for the purpose of supply

ing needed troops are also increasing.

While details from the American

war in the Philippines are few, the

dispatches indicate that this war in

"our Asiatic possessions." like that of

the British in South Africa, is far

from having been ended. Lieut.

Rowan, who became famous in the

Spanish war as the man who "carried

the message to Garcia," and is now a

captain in the American army in the

Philippines, writes to his wife in Kan

sas, that the situation in the island

of Bohol, where he is stationed, is

discouraging, and that it seems the

war will never end. In the island of

Leyte, notwithstanding the strict

food blockade which the Americans

have established, the dispatches re

port the Filipinos as becoming more

active. Another battle has been

fought on the island of Samar at

Sojton. It lasted two days. On the

second day, after a desperate engage

ment, the Americans carried the Fil

ipino position. Twenty-six Filipinos

and two Americans are reported

killed. From the island of Mindoro

come brief accounts of still another

battle. The attack was made by the

Filipinos on the American garrison at

Abra de Hog. It was repulsed, with a

reported loss to the Filipinos of five

killed and to the Americans of one

wounded. Even from Luzon there

come vague reports of two battles, in

one of which 16 Filipinos were killed

and nine captured at a cost of two-

Americans wounded. In addition to

these reports of operations in the

field, it is reported that seven Fili

pinos have been arrested under the

new treason ordinance of the Ameri

can commission.

In American politics there is noth

ing to report but the adoption by an

other Southern state of a Negro dis

franchising constitution. This state

is Alabama. The Alabama conven

tion which framed the new constitu

tion held its sessions last summer.

The suffrage clauses disfranchise all

persons convicted of crime or va

grancy, and also provide that until

January 1, 1903, the suffrage shall be

vested in—

(1) All who have honorably served

in the land or naval forces of the

United States in the war of 1812, or

in the war with Mexico, or in any

war with the Indians, or in the

war between the states, or in the war

with Spain, or who honorably served

in the land or naval forces of the

confederate states, or of the state of

Alabama in the war between the

states; or

(2) The lawful descendants of per

sons who honorabiy served in the

land or naval forces of the United

States in the war of the American

revolution, or in the war of 1812. or

in the war with Mexico, or in any

war with the Indians, or in the war

between the states, or in the land or

naval forces of the confederate
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states, or of the state of Alabama in

the war between the states; or,

(3) All persons who are of good

character and who understand the

duties and obligations of citizenship

under a republican form of govern

ment.

After January 1, 1903, the suffrage is

to be restricted to—

(1) Those who can read and

write any article of the constitution

of the United States in the English

language and who are physically un

able to work; those who can read

and write any article of the consti

tution of the United States in the

English language, and have worked

or been regularly engaged in some

lawful employment, business or occu

pation, trade or calling, for the great

er part of the 12 months next pre

ceding the time they offer to register,

and those who are unable to read and

write if such inability is due solely

to physical disability or—■

(2) The owner in good faith in

his own right, or the husband of a

woman who is the owner in good

faith, in her own right, of 40 acres of

land situate in this state, upon which

they reside; or the owner in good

faith, in his own right, or the hus

band of any woman who is the owner

in good faith, in her own right, of

real estate, situate in this state as

sessed for taxation at the value of

$300 or more, or the owner in good

faith, in his own right, or the hus

band of a woman who is the owner

in good faith, in her own right, of

personal property assessed for tax

ation at $300 or more; provided, that

the taxes due upon such real or per

sonal property for the year next pre

ceding the year in which he offers to

register shall have been paid, unless

the assessment shall have been legal

ly contested and is undetermined.

The adoption of the constitution was

strongly opposed. Chairman Lowe, of

the Democratic state committee, at

tacked the suffrage clause on the floor

of the convention, of which he was a

member, and one Democratic dele

gate, Frank S. White, voted against

the adoption of the instrument as a

whole. But it was carried in the con

vention, September 3, by a vote of

132 to 12 and at the election on the

11th it received popular sanction by

a majority estimated at about 30,000.

Only oneinstance of trust organiza

tion lias been reported during the

week, but this is a trust of great mag

nitude and unusual economic signifi

cance. Its objectisthe centralization

of railway control west of the Missis

sippi river. The name of the trust is

the Northern Securities Company. It

was incorporated in the state of New)

Jersey on the 13th, with a capital of

$400,000,000. Its. immediate object

is the settlement of the Northern Pa

cific fight between the Morgan-Hill

and the llarriman-Rockefeller com

binations by consolidating in one

company the control of the Great

Northern, the Northern Pacific, and

the Burlington railroad systems. The

powers of this railroad trust, as de

fined by its charter, are—

to acquire by purchase, subscrip

tion, or otherwise, and to hold as in

vestment, any bonds or other secur-

itits of indebtedness or any share of

capital stock created or issued by

any other corporation or corpora

tions, association, or associations, of

the state of New Jersey, or any

other state, territory or country. To

purchase, hold, sell, assign, transfer,

mortgage, or otherwise to dispose of

any bonds or other securities or evi

dences of debt created or issued by

any other corporation or corpora

tions, association or associations of

the state of New Jersey or any other

state, territory, or country, and,

while owner thereof, to exercise all

the rights, powers, and privileges of

such ownership.

To enable the trust to act with secrecy

when its directors think it advisable,

the charter provides that.—the board of directors from time

to time shall determine whether and

to what extent and at what times

and places and under what condi

tions and regulations the accounts

and books of the corporation or any

of them shall be open to the inspec

tion of the stockholders, and no

stockholder shall have any right to

inspect any account book or docu

ment of the corporation except as

defined by statute of the state of

New Jersey or authorized by the

board of directors or by a resolution

of the stockholders.

Eeports have it that the trust is to

be purely a financial organization,

and will not manage the traffic of

the constituent roads but will leave

each road free to manage its own oper

ations as heretofore. It is to be ob

served, however, that the trust is to

have a traffic director; and that the

general traffic officials of the constit

uent roads are to report, not to the

president or general manager of their

respective roads, but directly to the

traffic director of the trust.

NEWS NOTES.

—At Leavenworth, Kan., on the

7th, 26 convicts escaped from the fed

eral prison. Several have been killed

in attempts to recapture them, and

several have been recaptured, but

some are still at large.

—At the elections for the munici

pal council of Berlin, Germany, held

on the 0th, 16 districts previously rep

resented by seven socialists, eight

liberals and one conservative, re

turned 13 socialists and three liber

als.

—Santiago Iglesias, representing

the American Federation of Labor, is

imprisoned in San Juan, Porto Rico.

The news report describes him as of

fending by being "a dangerous la

bor agitator," who is "continually

causing unrest."

—Another of the surprises of the re

cent election, one not altogether un

like that at San Francisco, was the

election for mayor of Bridgeport,

Conn., of Denis Mulvihill, a fireman

in a factory, who had held that hum

ble job until after his nomination.

Although the Democratic candidate

in a city which has been Republican

for ten years, Mr. Mulvihill was elect

ed by 3,387 majority.

MISCELLANY

TO MAKE MEN FREE.To make men free has been the dream

Of every noble soul on earth-

To bring a better time to birth;To see the future's hills agleam

With the first holy light

Of a new era bright,

From which the human might

Of ages- speeds away,

Its sable folds withdrawnBefore the golden dawn,Where earth goes rolling onInto the grander day.

To make men free from court and throne,

Free from the money changer's greed,

Free from hypocrisy and creed,

Free from the dreaded lash of need,And free to reap where they have sown;

Free from earth's scourge, the conqueror;

Free from the murderous lust of war,

Free from the robber's cry of more,And free to have their own;Free voluntarily to share

Their blessings for the common good;Free to each other's burdens bear,

In helpfulness and brotherhood;Free in security to live

And seek the blessing of content;Free In the freedom love can give,

The freedom of enlightenment!

To make men free! It is with me

The dearest purpose of my heart

That I may know and do my part

To help the cause of liberty;

My energy and life to be

Made consecrate to the one theme,

The single purpose and the dream,

In every land, to make men free—

To make men free.

—Denver News.

FREE TRADE AND WAGES.

New South Wales again plays havoc

with the theory that admission of

Asiatic goods must drag the workers
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down to the Asiatic level. Free trade

has exposed New South Wales to un

restricted competition, from which

high duties "protected" Victoria, and

yet official returns and the evidence

of trades union officials have lately-

shown that in New South Wales wages

remained high, while in protected Vic

toria they fell "to the lowest level com

patible with mere brute existence."

The legislature had to step in, and by

means of "the new protection" has

raised wages in some trades to the'

level existing in New South Wales

without such interference. In all oth

er trades wages are still far lower in

the protected than in the free trade

state. What becomes of the previous

contention that free trade, the unre

stricted admission of the product of

low-paid labor, reduces white work

men to the level oi* Asiatics?—Mel

bourne Arena of September 21.

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.

"If anybody doubts that we are

regulating the tough district as it

was never regulated before," said Po

lice Director Dunn yesterday, "he

need only turn to the election fig

ures of Tuesday. The Republican

ticket carried every precinct in the

ward but one, and that one is in a

locality not inhabited by the vicious

and immoral."—Cleveland Plain Deal

er of Nov. 8.

"They have a just cause for com

plaint against me," said Mayor John

son Monday, referring to the resolu

tions adopted by the Euclid Avenue

Baptist church congregation against

the noise made by the pavers on the

street. "I promised those people that

.services should not be disturbed,"

continued the mayor, "and I took

such steps as I thought would bring

about the desired condition. But I

did not go about it in the right way

and I must admit that the blame is

on me."

"What steps did you take?"

"I told the contractor, Mr. Bramley,

that there ought not to be any work

done at all on Sunday, but that if

it was absolutely necessary to work

(luring the day there should not be

any work done during the hours of

church services. He promised me

that there would not be any. at least

during church hours. I should have

stationed a policeman there to see

that the order was enforced."

The mayor sent for Bramley, and

when he arrived asked for an ex

planation. "I didn't know any

churches were there," said Bramley.

"Honestly, I have been so busy that

I overlooked it."

"That is no excuse, Mr. Bramley,

you know what you promised me."

"I do, Mr. Mayor, and I owe you

and the church people an apology.

It's no money in my pocket to work

on Sunday, as I have to pay my men

for a full day's work, and I do not

keep them after three o'clock in the

afternoon. I simply want to get this

work done, for there is no telling

when the weather will become so bad

that we can't do anything. I want

you to feel, however, that it was not

an intentional disregard of your or

ders. It was carelessness."

The mayor then gave orders to Di

rector of Police Dunn to see to it

that street car companies and others

who sometimes find it necessary to do

work on Sunday do not work near

churches during the hours of serv

ices.—Plain Dealer of Nov. 12.

RELIGION IN POLITICS.An extract from a sermon delivered In

the Vine street Congregational church in

Cincinnati. November 10, by the pastor,

the Rev. Herbert S. Bigelow.

The danger in a republic is that

the government is liable to fall into

the hands of politicians who have

the power of kings without their re

sponsibility. Every American citi

zen who taboos politics adds to that

danger, and, by his indifference, puts

the institutions of the country in

jeopardy.

There are three kinds of an

archists. There is the anarchist who

is the avowed enemy of the gov

ernment and who would destroy it

by violence. He is not the least dan

gerous. There is the anarchist who

would subvert government by mak

ing it the means of private aggran

dizement. His name is Privilege.

Then there is the anarchist whose

lack of public spirit and neglect of

political duties are mainly respon

sible for the growth of privilege

and the consequent growth of law

lessness and violence.

"I trust there will be no politics in

your lecture," said a preacher in

whose church I was announced to

speak. From another church I have

just received an invitation to attend

a service commemorating the one

thousandth anniversary of the death

of King Alfred the Great. Thus, you

see, a living prophet is nothing but a

"politician." The preacher may go

a thousand years into the future, or

a thousand years into the past for

his theme; he may talk of reforms

that have long since been won, or he

may talk of reforms that lie beyond

the range of the probable, but if he

speaks of reforms that are being

won now he is accused of dragging

politics into the pulpit.

If some man, in the love of God

and his fellows, is striving, through

the agency of political action, to

bring the kingdom of heaven a little

nearer to earth, the ecclesiastical

politician will be the last one to en

courage him. When he has won

they will make haste to claim the

credit of his victory. When he has

been dead long enough they will

give him a place among the

prophets and the saints.

A man to be a patriot must be a

politician. The true politician is he

who seeks to induce his fellow men

to make justice the rule of their

public as well as their private con

duct.

Ohio has at least two mayors of

whom I can say: Their politics is

my religion. This nation is having a

new birth in freedom. This is being

brought about by the infusion of the

religious spirit into political move

ments.

An editor, writing to a great

daily, commended certain citizens as

safe advisers, because, as he said,

"they have no moral interest in the

government." Those men are not

safe guides; they are blind leaders

of the blind, who cannot see in every

political question a moral question,

who do not know that public policies

must prove harmful in the end if

they are not right. Our pulpits are

not being converted into political

platforms, but our political plat

forms are being converted into pul

pits where the gospel of the old He

brew prophets is heard again, that

gospel of public justice, of civic

righteousness, which is the salvation

of the nations.

ANARCHY BY OTHERS THAN AN

ARCHISTS.Extract from an address on the above

subject delivered before the Chicago So

ciety for Ethical Culture, Sunday morning.

November 3, by William M. Salter, as re

ported in the Chicago Chronicle.

Anarchy may be practiced by oth

ers than those who call themselves

by this name. The essence of an

archy is taking the law into our own

hands, being our own judges and

executioners. Lynching is anarchy.

It is advocated by respectable peo

ple, but under civil society all pri

vate violence or intimidation is out

lawed. It should be punished. It is
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spreading from the south to the

north.

We are beginning to burn negroes

here. Since the president's assassin

ation we have have had an epidemic

of anarchy—anarchy to fight an

archy. That was an execrable crime,

but it was for the courts to deal

with, and so was any criminal utter

ance or act since. To palliate vio

lence or intimidation because it is in

a good cause is to play with fire.

Another form of respectable an

arch}- is when private interests rule

the state. The state is for all. True

laws are framed in the interests of

all. Those who capture the state

and run it for selfish profit are not

citizens, but anarchists masquerad

ing in the guise of citizens. They

are the most dangerous enemies the

state has. I do not state to what

extent this happens, but so far as

reciprocity is defeated by selfish in

terests, so far as tariffs and ship

subsidy bills are to put gains into in

dividuals' pockets, so far as corpora

tions dictate laws and ordinances for

their own gain, so far as the flag be

comes a mere commercial asset, to

this extent we have anarchy in the

community rather than true law.

Laws ma\' even thus become a

short cut to wealth that men could

never get by their own exertions.

What do we think of patriots of this

stamp?

Of all the enemies of man perhaps

none is worse than self-righteous

ness. We are not as those anarchists

are—let us hope not. But let us not

think that we are not like them sim

ply because we do not assassinate

presidents or throw bombs. If, liv

ing under civil society, we take jus

tice into our own hands our prin

ciples are indistinguishable from

theirs, and if we corrupt civil society

we are worse than they.

THE TEACHERS' VICTORY.

The City of Cleveland,

Mayor's Office.

Tom L. Johnson, Mayor.

W. B. Gongwer, Secretary.

November 7. 1901.

Miss Margaret A. Haley and Miss Cath

erine Goggin, Chicago, 111.

Dear Miss Goggin and Miss Haley:

Permit me the liberty, which I should

have taken sooner but for our legisla

tive campaign just closed which in

volved the question of equitable taxa

tion, to congratulate both of you most

heartily upon your victory in the su

preme court of Illinois.As I understand the case, public

service corporations in Chicago had

been systematically evading taxation

upon their public franchises. These

franchises were of great value, as was

demonstrated by the enormous bal

ance in favor of the corporations after

deducting the worth of their tangible

property from the selling price of

their stocks and bonds in the open

market. Yet the state board of equal

ization, in the face of these facts and

your demands, refused to make the

proper legal assessment of those

franchise values for taxation. There

upon you instituted and carried

through quo waranto proceedings to

compel the board to act as the law re

quires, and in those proceedings you

were completely successful.

I understand, also, that you were

prompted to act as you did by the

shortness of public school funds in

Chicago, threatening the efficiency of

the schools in which you were teach

ers, and that you were loyally sup

ported in your public spirited and suc

cessful work by the Chicago public

school teachers in a body. You have,

indeed, performed a great service, not

alone for Chicago, nor even for Illinois,

but for the whole countr}-.

Judge Thompson's sweeping deci

sion in your favor, unanimously af

firmed as it has been by the supreme

court of your state, must be an in

spiration everywhere to all who, like

you, are struggling against the power

of privilege and monopoly to secure an

equitable adjustment of taxation.

Your success is an earnest of the ulti

mate victory in this fundamental

fight.

And it is fundamental. Let no one

imagine that the question of equitable

taxation is superficial. Seldom have

the masses been subjugated, except

through inequitable taxation. Not

only is that the lesson of history, but

it is natural it should be so, as you

must have realized. Through equit

able taxation, and only so, can we ever

hope to relieve the industrious of their

burdens, economic as well as fiscal.

The fight for that most desirable con

summation must, at any rate, be first

effectively made along the lines of

equitable taxation. It is in that di

rection that we must go, if we would

liberate the people from the grip of

monopoly.

Again congratulating you both, and

also your loyal fellow teachers, upon

your successful service in this twen

tieth century fight for freedom, I am,

Sincerely yours,

TOM L. JOHNSON.

Error is harmless, if truth is free to

combat it.—Franklin.

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS.For The Public.

I tend mit a lecture at de Insti

tute last week by a brofessor of bo-

litical economy from Columbus col-

lech, und he talkt for more as an

hour bout brosberity.

He say dis coundry is gittin rich

er und richer every year, dot dere

never vos such goot times as ve haf

it now, und he broof it by reading

a paper full of fickers, vot 1 can't

remember me any more.

He told de people dot our exports

vos much larcher as our imports;

dot ve vere sending over to Europe

many more goots as ve vos gittin

back; und dot de more ve send oud

dis vay, the bicker vos our bros

berity.

I fount oud from him dot one man

in de steal bisniss vos gittin a mil

lion dollars a year vaches, und he

said clot dot brosbect vos open to

every young man, vot is.

Ven my boy Jakey vos liddle, I

somedimes tell him dot he might be

bresident von day, but dot million

dollar a year feller beats presidents

und kings and brinzes all holler.

Anyhow, I vos glat to hear dot my

boy hat so a goot chance, becos I

vos vondering vot I vill put him at,

since he lose his chob in de rolling

mill.

You know de big mill shut down

two veeks ago. De bobulist papers

sait dot it vos on count of de drusts,

but I don'd know how it vos. All de

fellers vot got no vork in de mill,

come to de lecture on purbose to

hear bout dot brosberity—it didn'd

cost someding.

Jakey vos dere too, und listen mit

bote ears und eyes und mout vide

open, to dot brofessor, who say so

much bout pauper industries, und

balance of immikration, dot I got all

confoozled, but I guesst it vos all

right, for de rolling mill men vos a

shtomping de floor und hurraying de

whole lecture dru; only Jakey he sit

still und don'd do anyding.

"Ven ve got home, I ask Jakey uf

he unnerstand dot export und im

port bisniss, vot de brofessor talk

aboudt; und he say: "Sure, pop."

"Veil, how it is anj-how?" I sait;

und den he begin.

"See here, pop, you bin in de

soap bisniss, ain't it? You sell soap

und buy fat. You buy fat so dot you

can make soap; ven you git much

fat, you can make much soap. Ain't

dot so?"

And I say: "Go on, Jakey."

"Veil, pop, you stard oud in de

morning mit your push cart, und
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some soap on boardt, und you gry

oud dru de streets: 'Soap fat!'

'Soap fat!' so dot vomens call you

to de back gate, und gif you pots and

pans full of fat for vich you give dem

some soap.

"So you go round dru de day till

de soap is all gone; und den you

come home mit a push cart full of

fat, und de more of it you haf, de

more you vissel und sing as you go

up de alley.

"Now, vot haf you done, pop?

Ditn't you sell dose vomens soap und

buy fat from 'em, und don't you

every time find out dot dere is more

dollars vort of fat, dan dere vos dol

lars vort of soap in your push cart.

Ditn't you importet more as you

exportet; und ain't you glat uf dis

happens all de time to you. Uf you

hat gift oud more dollars' vort of

soap as you git back dollars' vort of

fat, don't it be dot you vas gittin

poorer, und is dere any diffrens uf

more people do de same ding as

you?"

Dot's de vay my boy sait it, undI am buzzled—dot brofessor say itvon vay; und my Jakey brooft itjust de udder vay. Don't you dinkdot dot boy is right?

HERMAN V. HETZEL,.

Philadelphia.

ANARCHY THE PROGENY OF DES

POTISM.Of all the wild things that have been

said about anarchy since President Mc-

Kinley's assassination, quite the wild

est are to be found in an article by

Geoffrey Langtoft in the current issue

of the Fortnightly Review. This

writer not only maintains that "there

is no essential difference between the

teachings of anarchists and social-

sts,": but he also declares that both

"these noxious political growths are

the progeny of democracy itself." He

goes even further in suggesting that—

The problem of effectually dealing with

anarchism may prove to be Insoluble so

long as democratic principles are permitted

to formulate and dominate the policies of

leading nations without adequate check

from those higher and more stable ele

ments of national life which are represent

ed by proprietorship and intellect.

And later he says:

By democracy tens of thousands of peo

ple have been taught to believe . . . that

not only are theft and murder not crimes

but are positive virtues, provided they be

committed in the name and to further the

Interests of some political cause.

There must be some people to whom

talk of this kind will appeal, for it is

extremely improbable that any indi

vidual—even Mr. Langtoft—is tmique.

But the mental constitution of such a

person is certainly peculiar. Mr.

Langtoft avers that anarchy is "the

progeny of democracy," and yet al

most in the same breath he innocently

remarks that "American anarchists

are mostly foreign immigrants, Ital

ians and German Jews being specially

prominent." It is curious that he does

not see how neatly this refutes his

thesis. Anarchy "is the progeny of

democracy," and yet in democratic

America anarchy is not a home prod

uct but a foreign article imported

from monarchical Italy and monarch

ical Germany. How Mr. Langtoft can

take himself so seriously is a puzzle.

But why American anarchists should

be "mostly foreign immigrants" is no

puzzle. The reason is that anarchy is

the "progeny" not of democracy, but

of despotism. For anarchy is in large

measure an expression of class hatred

and, therefore, flourishes most where

the gulf that divides the subject

classes from the ruling classes is wid

est. In a country like Russia, where

the governing power is wholly in the

hands of a small circle, it does not

seem unnatural that certain of the

masses, thinking it impossible to get

recognition of the needs of their fel

lows by lawful means, should resort in

despair to violence as a method of

frightening government into conces

sions. But in a land where every cit

izen is guaranteed by fundamental law

an equal voice in determining the pol

icy of the government, the motive for

using violence is taken away, because

the champion of any cause has in the

right of free speech and the ballot box

much more effective means of making

himself felt. He sees that to secure

the success of his cause it is necessary

to persuade a majority of his fellow

citizens of its expediency and thti

there is no more certain way of alien

ating the public sympathy, on which

success depends, than by resorting to

crime.

Men who have lived long enough in

the United States to understand the

American creed of democracy are not

likely to become violent anarchists

unless they are also fools. So it hap

pens that our anarchists are, as Mr.

Langtoft says, "mostly immigrants"

—that is, men who have grown up in

hatred of some callous government

controlled by a few and come to our

shores too late to learn the difference

between a despotism and a govern

ment by the people. Their anarchy

is the result of their ignorance of our

people and our institutions, and those

of them alone are incapable of recla

mation who are too stupid or too blind

ed by animosity to understand their

own interests.

So far, then, from anarchy being the

progeny of democracy, precisely the

opposite is true—democracy is the

antidote of anarchy. The best way to

prevent the growth of an indigenous

race of violent anarchists among us

is to perpetuate our government as a

democracy in truth as well as in name

and to teach the nature of democratic

institutions to every citizen.—Chicago

Tribune of November 3.

THE PLAIN LESSON OF THE OHIO

ELECTION.

The political revolution in Cuyahoga

county and the democratic defeat in

the state teach the same lesson, and it

is one both parties will do well to heed.

In this county the battle was made

by the democrats on a single issue,

that of equitable taxation. Under the

leadership of Mayor Tom L. Johnson

the local democracy made an aggres

sive campaign on that issue, refusing

to be drawn or driven away from it

into discussion of national questions

that had no immediate connection

with the election to be held, and

studiously avoided appeals to partisan

passions or prejudices. Unequal taxa

tion bears with like injustice on re

publicans and democrats, and a cam

paign that had for its object the recti

fication of this common wrong ap

pealed to men of all parties.

The local democracy showed their

wisdom also in putting up a good tick

et, one that could stand comparison

with the rival ticket without loss.

This left the independent voter—and

that class is rapidly increasing in this

city—free to consider the merits of

the issue raised.

The republican managers could not

help seeing the wisdom of the policy

adopted by their opponents. They did

their utmost to belittle the new issue

and to distract the Attention of voters

from it by raising the old party cries.

It was in vain. Unequal taxation is

something the voters know and feel.

They have learned by long experience

that "voting the party ticket," just

because it is the party ticket, does not

touch the evil they are suffering from.

They wanted to know whether there

was not some remedy, and when May

or Johnson invited them to come and

listen to his explanation of the causes

and cure of the evil they went, in spite

of the urging of their leaders to "let

well enough alone" and stay away

from the classes of instruction in tax

ation.

The result is seen in the political

revolution in this county. No fight

was made here upon the republican

party as a national party, or upon the

republican state ticket except inci
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dentally. The one issue was taxation

reform. The republican candidates

against whom the issue was made were

those in some way connected with the

present unjust distribution of taxa

tion, or whose offices, if elected, could

be used to continue that injustice.

Every one of those candidates was

snowed under by democratic and in

dependent republican votes. The only

republican on the local ticket who es

caped defeat was Judge Phillips, and

he was saved only by a small majority,

although there was at one time a dis

position to allow his candidacy to be

unopposed.

A clean ticket and a single live is

sue, appealing to everyone alike with

out regard to political differences, and

an aggressive campaign on that issue

—that is the story of the campaign in

Cuyahoga county and of its magnifi

cent success.

Now turn to the campaign in the

state outside of Cuyahoga county and

mark the difference, both in the meth

ods and in results.

Th« democratic slate managers re

jected the counsels of Mayor John

son to fight the state on the taxation

question. They took the line marked

out for them by their republican op

ponents. They were afraid of the tax

ation issue and preferred to fight on

the old partisan lines. So the repub

lican and democratic candidates and

spellbinders went up and down the

state mouthing the old platitudes,

making' pretense of fighting each oth

er on old issues that are no longer live

issues, and invoking the shades of the

dead and gone to keep their party fol

lowers in line.

The result was what was to be ex

pected from such folly. The reptib-lican state ticket has been overwhelm

ingly elected. The legislature is heav

ily republican, notwithstanding the

solid democratic delegation that will

go to Columbus from Cuyahoga coun

ty, and democratic losses are reported

in democratic districts to offset the

sweeping democratic victory in the re

publican county of Cuyahoga.

If Mayor Johnson's policy had been

adopted and carried into effect

throug-hout the state as it was in this

county, there would be a democratic

governor and a tax reform legislature

at Columbus in the coming year.—

Editorial in the Cleveland Plain Deal

er of November 7.

PUBLIC IGNORANCE CONCERNINGTHE LIFE AND TEACHINGS OPHENRY GEORGE.An address delivered by Charles G. Heif-

ner at the Henry George Birthday banquet

In Seattle, Wash., September 2, 1901.

If even the Newtonian philosophy

were not permitted to be questioned,

mankind could not feel as complete

assurance of its truth as they now do.

—John Stuart Mill.

I honor the man who Is- willing to sink

Half of his present repute for the freedomto think,

And when he has thought, be his cause

strong or weak,

Will risk t'other half for the freedom tospeak,

Caring naught for the vengeance the mob

has In store,

Let that mob be the upper ten thousand

or lower.

—Lowell.

This gathering is only one of many

held to-night throughout the United

States to pay tribute to the name and

fame of Henry George—a man who

thought, and dared to speak. Upon

this sixty-second anniversary of his

birth it is eminently fit and proper that

students of political economy and

sociology should seek to hold firm

faith, and awaken new interest, in

the teachings of one of the greatest

and noblest men that the nineteenth

century produced.

Henry George did not write for only

one people, nor for any particular

time; he wrought for all men and for

all time. Truth is the same yesterday,

to-day and forever, and Henry George

spoke no word and wrote no line that

he did not believe to be the truth. No.

Spencerian recantations are found in

his writings.

He was brave. It requires a high de

gree of moral courage to speak the

truth always. He formulated his own

motto when he said:

I propose to take nothing for granted,

but to bring even accepted theories to the

test of first principles. I propose to beg no

question, to shrink from no conclusion,

but to follow truth wherever it may lead.

If the conclusions that we reach run coun

ter to our prejudices, let us not flinch; if

they challenge Institutions that have long

been deemed wise and natural, let us not

turn back.

If during his eventful life he ever

deviated in the least from the high

course thus marked out, even his op

ponents have not remarked it. And

the best test of his fidelity to truth is

found in the fact that the book from

which I have quoted has been trans

lated and published in the French,

German, Italian, Dutch, Swedish, Rus

sian, Japanese and Chinese languages.

Few American authors have been thus

honored or so widely read.

It is the most to be regretted, there

fore, that so many of his countrymen

are so densely ignorant concerning one

of their greatest men, and know so

little of the mighty truths which he

uttered.

I think I do not do my fellow citizens

an injustice when I say that a ma

jority of them have no true concep

tion of his purpose and teachings. The

popular estimate of him both as a

man and as an author is erroneous. He

is frequently unjustly regarded as hav

ing been simply an agitator, as a man

with only one idea, who sought to rev

olutionize society and existing prop

erty rights by urging the enactment

of some impracticable, hair-splitting

theory termed the "single tax," and

the enforcement would result in abso

lutely destroying title to land, and in

compelling those who have to divide

with those who have not. This estimate

which, I submit, I have not overdrawn,

could not be farther from the truth.

He did, indeed, attack existing social

and economic theories and conditions,

but the remedy he offered 'took from

no man what he had earned, deprived

no man of the fruits of his efforts and

labors, and prevented no man from ac

cumulating wealth or achieving fame.

Is there a man who wants more than

he earns, who wants the results of

other men's efforts and endeavors,

who wants the wealth created by oth

ers or the community? If there be,

him only has he offended. He held

that the present system of taxation is

unjust, that the lowliest child born

into this world has an equal right with

the child horn in a palace to have air

to breathe, water to drink, and land

to live on, without paying tribute

therefor; and that governemnts had

no right in the sight of God or in the

light of the teachings of Christ to give

the controlof those rights, advantages,

or privileges, which nature or the com

munity has created, into the hands of

the influential few as against the

claims of the undesigningmany. Hence

it was to overthrow entrenched wrong

and unjust precedent which he saw

everywhere around him, that he de

voted his highest endeavors and the

best years of his life; and he died as

he had lived, clad in the armor of truth,

his face toward the foes of justice,

fighting "For the cause that lacks as

sistance, 'gainst the wrongs that need

resistance."

He was a man of exceptional mental

power, a careful observer, a close rea-

soner, cautious in arriving at conclu

sions on anything less than over

whelming evidence. He had traveled

far and observed much, and from ob

servations and study he concluded

that the chief cause of poverty was to

be found in the unjust and inequitable

system of taxation prevailing not only

in this country, but in almost all oth

ers. Now the power to tax one is of
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the most far-reaching prerogatives of

governments. It carries with it the

power and evils of confiscation. It is

as old as government itself, and in its

various applications it has attached

not only to man in his own person, but

has claimed and collected tribute from

every form of industry, toil, accumu

lation and possession. The evils and

inequalities growing out of the exer

cise of this power have been as numer

ous as the capabilities of the human

mind to conceive. Driven to despera

tion by the extravagance of dissolute

monarchs and rulers, official treas

urers, almost from time immemorial,

have exacted contributions from

every person and. valuable thing within

the inexorable arm of the law. With

the military to exact compliance, re

sistance on the part of the subject has

usually been futile, while alleged ne

cessities from within and dangers

from without have been the ever

ready excuses to justify, placate and

appease. The longer an injustice ex

ists the stronger, and to some minds,

more sacred it becomes, and thus

methods of taxation, defensible in the

beginning on grounds of equity or

morality, have been reenacted by par

liaments and congresses, and toler

ated, sustained and upheld by the

masses. Indeed, it would seem that for

thousands of years governments have

acted upon the theory of the French

financier, Colbert, who somewhat cyn

ically declared that "Taxation was the

art of sopluckingthegooseas to secure

the largest amount of feathers with

the least amount of squealing." In plain

truth, I do not hesitate to say that

every form of indirect taxation was

designed to conceal theft, has been

perpetuated to cover extravagance,

and is the legitimate outgrowth of Col

bert's financial philosophy. With all

our boasted intelligence, our people are

the innocent instrumentalities in the

hands of sentiment and tradition. Else

how shall we account for the incon

gruous theories concerning taxation

which have grown up amongst us, and

in one form or another have been enact

ed into statute laws?

More than 100 years ago Adam Smith

laid down four canons of taxation, the

first of which is:

That the subjects of every state ought

to contribute to the support of the govern

ment as nearly as possible In proportion

to their respective abilities, that Is, Ira pro

portion to the revenue which they re

spectively enjoy from the protection of the

state.

Instead, however, of acting upon

that principle, it would seem that gov

ernments have sought rather to ob

scure and evade it. It would be diffi

cult, indeed, to find much of the es

sence of that great canon in the taxa

tion laws of this country. Syndi

cates, combinations and trusts have

been organized in every conceivable

form, and, ostensibly, for every con

ceivable purpose to escape personal li

ability on the part of the promoters

thereof, to smother competition, en

hance prices, reduce wages, monopo

lize trade and conceal the evidences of

wealth from the eyes of the assessor

or tax collector. Or, failing in this,

flagrant and open briber has been re

sorted to to accomplish the same re

sult. Evasions of the law regarding

the listing of personal property for

taxation have become the rule, rather

than the exception. What in the early

days would have been considered a

crime has, in these later days, come

to be looked upon as a virtue by men

of large corporate wealth holding ex

tensive personal estates. Nor is this

all. The most vicious teachings have

been inculcated into the minds of the

American people, especially regarding

the effect of certain methods of tax

ation. A few years ago, back in Iowa,

I heard political orators solemnly de

clare to the evident gratification of

their audiences that a customs duty of

25 cents a bushel on corn, wheat and

oats resulted in an increase to just

that extent in the prices of those

cereals.

This was believed, notwithstand

ing we exported millions of bushels

and imported none. Hence a certain

political party was to be eternally

glorified because of its solicitous

care for the farmer. Now that our

manufacturers are successfully com

peting with those of other nations

in the markets of the world, we are

told by these same orators that this

same customs duty, by some inscru

table process, has worked a reduc

tion in prices. The gravity of the

situation appears when we reflect

that a majority of our people evi

dently believe both these absurd

propositions.

Is it any wonder that we have

been groping in a wilderness of eco

nomic doubt regarding taxation

when such things are believed?

There was work, indeed, for the

great mind and heart of Henry

George. He took this abstruse sub

ject, and having mastered it him

self, proceeded to elucidate, illus

trate and make plain. That he is

misunderstood is due simply to the

fact that he has not been read and

studied. Throughout all his writ

ings, whether considering taxation

in the abstract, whether demolishing

the "manufactured to order" argu

ments of Herbert Spencer, whether

replying to the duke of Argyll, or

answering the far-reaching but un

tenable statements of Pope Leo,

there was ever the broad, humani

tarian spirit of fairness, of justice

for all men, high or low, rich or

poor. He blamed not men, but con

ditions and precedents; he attacked

not men, but systems; and' recogniz

ing that selfishness is inherent in us

all he acknowledged an Astor or

Vanderbilt to be as much a victim of

circumstances as the poorest man in

the land. He opposed war, stood for

peace, and pleaded for liberty, free

dom and opportunity for all men in

all climes. Art and literature, sci

ence and invention, statesmanship,

education and enlightenment—these

were the heights toward which he

would have led us all. He hoped and

prayed and pleaded and believed thatThere shall come, from out this noise of

strife and groaning,

A broader and Juster brotherhood,

A deep equality of aim, postponing

AH selfish seeking to the general good.

There shall come a time when each shall

to another,

Be as Christ would have him, brother

unto brother.

There shall come a time when brotherhood

grows stronger

Than the narrow bounds which now dis

tract the world;

When the cannons roar and the trumpets

blare no longer,

And the ironclad rusts and battle-flags

are furled;

When the bars of creed and speech and

race, which sever,

Shall be fused in one humanity forever.

—Lewis Morris.

When the world knows and com

prehends the mighty purposes set in

motion by Henry George, nations

will cease to wage wars for conquest

and subjection; they will be actuated

by higher motives than the sale of

rum and gunpowder and opium, and

the conquering of continents for com

merce and spoliation. The energies

of men will be devoted to the ame

lioration of the condition of man

kind, not its enslavement. For—Were half the power that fills the earth

with terror,

Were half the wealth bestowed on Camps

and Courts,

Given to redeem the human mind from

error,

There were no need for Arsenals and

Forts.

The warrior's name would be a name ab

horred,

And every nation that should lift again

Its hand against a brother, on its forehead

Would wear forevermore the curse of

Cain.

—Longfellow.

While the world pays homage and



The Public 511

builds monuments to its con

quering1 chieftains and war he

roes, I prefer rather to treasure in

the hearts of men the memory of

one who had no ambition but, to do

good and be just, no aspiration but

"to mark out the path and make

clear the way up which all the na

tions of the earth must come in

God's appointed time," and who

"dared for a great cause to fight, to

suffer, if need be, to die."

Speak, History. Who are life's victors?

Unroll thy long annals and say.

Are they those whom the world calls the

victors,

Who won the success of the day?

The Martyrs, or Nero? The Spartans

Who fell at Thermopylae's tryst?

His Judges, or Socrates?

Pilate, or Christ?

—W. W. Story.

Changing only the terms, I make

his own language at once the meas

ure of his life's work and his epi

taph.

He sought the law and Justice. And as

his ncbler nature developed there arose the

desire higher yet, that he, even he, might

somehow aid in, making life better and

brighter, in destroying want and sin, sor

row and shame. He turned his back upon

the feast and renounced the place of power;

he left to others to accumulate wealth, to

gratify pleasant tastes, to bask themselves

in the warm sunshine of the brief day. He

worked for those he never saw nor could

see; for a fame, or maybe for a scant jus

tice, that could only come long after the

clods had rattled upon his coffin lid. He

tolled in the advance, where it was cold;

and there was little cheer from men, and

the stones were sharp and the brambles

thick. Amid the scoffs and sneers that

stabbed like knives, he builded for the fu

ture. He cut the trail that progressive

humanity might hereafter broaden Into a

highroad. Into higher, grander spheres

his desire mounted and beckoned, and a

star that rose in the east led him on.

This is the height and breadth

and depth of his mighty purpose,

which, let us hope, will grow and

blossom till established justice and

equality shall be the heritage of all

men through all the lengthened

years.

The great and glorious statesman

whose memory every gentleman would

revere, the late Lord Chatham . . .

thanked God that America had re

sisted the claims of this country. But

"all the calamities are to be ascribed

to the wishes and the joy and the

speeches of the opposition!" Oh, mis

erable and unfortunate ministry!

Oh, blind and incapable men! whose

measures are framed with so little

foresight and executed with so little

firmness that they not only crumble

to pieces, but bring on the ruin of

their country, merely because one

rash, weak or wicked man in the house

of commons makes a speech against

them!—Charles James Fox (1781).

Hower—I hear that Changley has a

permanent job.

Neumiller—Yes; he's a soldier in

the Philippines.

G. T. E.

Petersbe (moralizing) — Do you

know, if you didn't smoke you would

save about $600 every ten years?

Smithington (thoughtfully) — You

don't smoke?

Petersbe—Certainly not! I haven't

for 20 years.

Smithington—Then I suppose you

have got $1,200 to show for it?

The particular moral—or joke—of

this modern fable is that Petersbe

was forced to admit that he hadn't

saved a cent.—Leslie's Weekly.

"The king has given several thou

sand medals for meritorious service in

South Africa."

"The Boers are not getting any med

als?"

"No; but they may, if the recipients

of the British medals go back to South

Africa."—Puck.

"Hello, central! Give me one triple

nought, south.""What?"

"Don't you catch it? One zero, zero,

zero, south.""Wh-a-t?"

"South one double nought nought."

"Can't you speak plainer?"

"One thousand, south—ten hundred,

south. Get it now?"

"Oh, you mean south one ought dou

ble ought. All right."—Exchange.

"You have rated me as having $1,500

worth of property!" roars the cit

izen.

"Precisely $1,498.03," says the as

sessor, upon reference to his books.

"Making me out a poor man and thus

liable to taxation, when in point of

fact I am amply rich enough not to

be taxed at all! I—I—"

But here the citizen becomes inco

herent, such is his indigation.—Puck.

"What do they mean in Europe by

the 'American peril?' "

"Oh! They're afraid that America

will sell goods so cheap that every

body in Europe will "Be able to buy

them." —Puck.

BOOK N0TI0ES.

A unique and valuable reference book

for economic students and politicians inter

ested in economic subjects is Max Hlrsch's

"Material for Comparisons Between New

South Wales and Victoria, Great Britain,

the United States and Foreign Countries,"

published by the Renwick Press, Mel

bourne, Victoria, Commonwealth of Aus

tralia. The especial value and significance

of this logically arranged and copiously

indexed collection of facts and statistics

is due to the fact that New South Wales

has been a free trade country long enough

to test the effect of that policy upon social

conditions, while Victoria, its next neigh

bor, has been a pronounced protection

country. Mr. Hlrsch's materials, there

fore, afford an opportunity for comparing

the commercial and sociological effects of

these two policies, and this comparison is

strengthened by utilizing materials from

Great Britain and the United States.

"Peace or War in South Africa" (London :

Methuen & Co., 36 Essex street, W. C), by

A. S. Methuen, has attracted phenomenal

attention In England, as it is now doing

also in the United States. The book is in

Its sixth edition, and at this no reader will

wonder. It Is from the pen of a member of

the London publishing house of Methuen

& Co., a Briton who did not always sym

pathize with the Boers, but whose exam

ination Into the subject has resulted In

this most judicial condemnation of his own

government. It Is in fine literary form.

It is instinct with high moral principle.

And, though never weak, It is pervaded by

a spirit of fairness, patience and modera

tion, which go far toward securing candid

consideration from even hostile readers,.

Beginning with the impressive parallel of

the American revolution to the South Af

rican war, Mr. Methuen moves on into an

interesting historical narrative of South

Africa down to 1896. Then follow the cir

cumstances which culminated in the out

break of the war, and a critical review of

the military campaign, the book closing

with a discussion of the whole matter and

suggestions looking to honorable peace.

Copies of valuable documents are contained

In an appendix. This book may be had in

this country upon application to the Trans

vaal league, room 14, No. 88 La Salle street,

Chicago.

MAGAZINES.

—In the Pilgrim for November (Battle

Creek, Mich.: J. Wills Abbot, editor)

Henry George, Jr., has an article on the

practical progress of the single tax move

ment in legislation.

—The principal article In the Ethical

Record (New York, 48 East Fifty-eighth

street; 75 cents a year, 16 cents a copy) for

October-November is by Felix Adler. on

"The Character and Achievement of Paul

the Apostle of the Gentiles."

—The fall number of the Single Tax Re

view (New York: Joseph Dana Miller and

Mrs. George P. Hampton, 62 Trinity place.

Quarterly, SI a year; single copies 25 cents)

gives in full Judge Arthur O'Connor's min

ority report of the British royal commission

on taxation. In which Judge O'Connor
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makes a remarkably able application of

single tax principles to existing political as

well as economic conditions and present

political possibilities. Other prominent ar

ticles are by James Love, on "Serial Eco

nomics," and Senator James W. Bucklin.

on "The Australasian Tax System."

—The International Socialist Review,

probably the best periodical representative

in the United States of the socialist move

ment (Chicago: Charles H. Kerr & Co., 56

Fifth avenue. Monthly, $1 a year; single

copies 10 cents. Edited by A. M. Simons),

not only maintains its original standard

of excellence as a mirror of socialistic

agitation and achievement, but improves

upon it. In the November number Clarence

S. Darrow's candid address to Negroes on

the Negro problem has first place. The

other Important complete article is a dis

cussion of opportunism In practice, from

the standpoint of uncompromising social

ism. A timely editorial deals with the

evident disposition of the postal depart

ment to censor radical publications. This
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