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The earlier reports regarding the

municipal election in New York,

which were full of assurances that Mr.

Low would have a "walk-over," are

giving place to reports of an entirely

different character. At present, al

though the Republican committee

claims a plurality of 80,000, the

surface indications point to Mr.

Low's defeat. These indications

are confirmed by the preliminary

canvasses of the Herald and the

World, which show, upon the basis of

the presidential vote of last year, that

Shepard will probably be elected by

nearly 20,000 plurality.

A different result is most improb

able. 1 1 would be strange indeed if at

this crisis in national affairs and at

this promising juncture in the polit

ico-economic movement, the Demo

cratic city of New York should elect!

a Republican mayor, when it has the

alternative of electing a Democrat

who is democratic. Between Shep

ard, the anti-imperialist Democrat,

even as "Boss" Croker's nominee,

and Low, the imperialist Republican,

as "Boss" Piatt's nominee, the polit

ical duty of an independent demo

crat should be plain enough. Polit

ically, Shepard is far more democratic

than Low. Economically he is cer

tainly no more conservative, and prob

ably much more radical. His person

al character being as pure and his

abilities higher, his administration of

local concerns would be as good or

better. And as to the objectionable

source of his nomination, he repre

sents what is bad in Tammany Hall

no more than Low represents what is

bad in the Piatt machine. Shepard's

nomination has removed every rea

son, unless personal pledges be ex

cepted, why men of democratic faith

should vote for Low. Reasons are

abundant why they should vote for

Shepard.

The mask of non-partisanship un

der which Low came into the field has

been dropped. That could not be

helped. For in fact there was not a

truly non-partisan movement of

magnitude behind him. When the

Citizens' Union, which went through

the form of first nominating him,

after Mr. Piatt had refused to unite

with that body upon any candidate

who had voted for Bryan—in other

words, any democrat at all,—when

this non-partisan body made a call

for campaign funds, the call met

with no popular response. The of

ficers of the organization were obliged

to confess that thenon-partisan move

ment was upon the point of breaking

down. It has broken down, in fact.

The Republican machine is now in

complete control of the Low cam

paign.

All that remains of the so-called

"fusion" movement may be classified

in six groups. First comes the Re

publican party machine, which se

cured Low's nomination by the docile

Citizens' Union, and then endorsed

him. Low was an ideal man for

Piatt's purpose. Though always a

Republican he was never quite ortho

dox until a year ago. He had regu

larly voted the machine ticket, but

had been seen to "hold his nose" while

doing it. This record, with some

genuine non-partisan service, had

given him the non-partisan trade

mark which Piatt needed. Thetrade-

mark lost some of its brilliant color

ing a year ago, when Mr. Low decided

no longer to "hold his nose," but to

swallow the Republican programme

—protectionism, imperialism and all

—as if he liked it. Since then he has

been in good standing with the Re

publican machine. While this fact

decidedly lessens his value to Mr.

Piatt as a candidate, it would im

mensely increase it as mayor. The

second group of the "fusion" residu

um is composed of individuals of

both parties, most of whom are sin

cere non-partisans in local affairs,

many of whom are genuine radicals,

but none of whom bring any effective

political following. In the third

group are a few respectable survivals

from the old "County • Democracy,"

a faction which as a political force

was as corrupt while in power as Tam

many Hall itself. This group is insig

nificant. Then comes the fourth

group, a collection of gold Democrats

like ex-Mayor Hewitt and Mr. Stet

son, ex-President Cleveland's former

law partner. They opposed Bryan

not only on the money question, but

also on the issue of imperialism; and

it was to this group that Piatt limited

the non-partisans in their choice of

a Democratic candidate for mayor,

thereby driving them to accept Mr.

Low. The fifth group is composed

of ex-Tammanyites—Sheehan, Crim-

mins, etc., to many of whom Tam

many Hall is indebted quite as much

as to Croker for its bad character and

reputation. This is a new element in

anti-Tammany politics, and its

strength cannot be estimated. It is

the only strong factor in support of

Low besides the Republican machine.

The sixth group is a miscellaneous lot

of camp followers, among whom the

perenial "Jimmy" O'Brien is con

spicuous. Why should independent

democrats regard their support of

such a "fusion" as an act of non-parti

sanship?

One of the reasons urged upon in

dependent democrats in behalf of the
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candidacy of Mr. Low is that the elec

tion of Low would break up Tam

many Hall. But why break up Tam

many Hall? It is the political evils

for which Tammany Hall stands, and

not Tamamny Hall itself, that needs

to be broken up; and those evils maybe as well represented by other organ

izations as by Tammany Hall. Were

Tammany Hall broken up by the

election of Mr. Low, those evils would

be represented by the Piatt machine

just as certainly as Mr. Low's cam

paign is now managed by it.

The evils of Tammany Hall, as

distinguished from the organiza

tion, are much more likely to be

broken up by Shepard's election than

by Low's. Were Piatt as successful in

electing Low as he was in nominating

him, Low's election would but trans

fer the evils from one political organ

ization to another, besides counting

as a political triumph and a per

nicious factor in national affairs.

Shepard's election, on the otherhand.

would put at the head of the Demo

cratic city of New York a Democrat

in national concerns who is conceded

to be at least the equal of Low as an

able and honest municipal administra

tor.

The essential fact to be borne in

mind about Tammany Hall is that no

election, no political reform, no

municipal or economic reform, can

rid New York of Tammany evils,

short of a reform so radical, one go

ing so close to the root of the evils,

that if it were imminent Mr. Low

would hasten to imitate Mr.

Hewitt in hysterically imploring

Tammany Hall it&elf to help him

"save society" from its fancied rav

ages. The political evils that are as

sociated with Tammany Hall are ef

fects, not causes. Wherever great

wealth is congested in the possession

of a small class, as in New York, and

grinding poverty is suffered by the

masses, there will be bad local gov

ernment if popular suffrage exists.

Organizations like Croker's and

Piatt's will spring up. If one is put

down the other will take its place. If

both are disrupted new ones will come

into being. These organizations ce

ment their power by getting jobs for

their followers; for where such social

conditions exist nothing is so much

wanted as a job. Nor does this im

pulse come from a desire to shirk

work. A laborious job on the "big

pipes" or at making pavement is as

truly effective for political purposes

as a sinecure. The impulse comes

from the condition of limited oppor

tunities for earning even a poor liveli

hood. Tammany Hall's pronounced

success in utilizing this condition is

not because its members are peculiar

ly corrupt. They are no more corrupt

than other politicians, and politicians

generally are no more corrupt, under

corresponding temptations, than the

business class. The success of Tam

many Hall is due to two general

causes. In the first place, the inclina

tions of the poor—"Alameda citi

zens" or "penniless plutes" excepted

—are instinctively democratic; and

as Tammany Hall affiliates with the

Democratic party, and the masses of

New York city are of the poor, a natu

ral political bond exists between (hem.

In the second place, Tammany Hall

works with and among the poor,

faithfully and all the time. Not for a

few weeks before an election; not for

good government fortherich,and the

devil take the poor, nor to do them

good "and regulate their lives;" not

as gentlemen to vagrants with votes.

Not in that fashion. But as man to

man, morning, noon and night, three

hundred and sixty-five days in the-

year, getting them jobs, gettingthem

and their friends out of trouble,

helping them over hard places, par

ticipating in their amusements, danc

ing with them at their weddings, and

mourning with them at their funer

als. The work of a local Tam

many leader is the hardest kind of

work. Only that of a faithful coun

try doctor can compare with it.

When "non-partisans" do this kind of

work as well as Tammany does they

may break up Tammany Hall. But

the evils of Tammany will then be

theirs. The evils will not have been

destroyed. To destroy these evils,

one of two things is necessary.

Either the ballot must be taken from

the poor, which would enable the

comfortable classes to realize their

own ideal government; or poverty

must be abolished, by destroying priv

ilege, which would lift the pon» ^

higher planes of citizenship.

In attempting to attract Bryan

democrats to Mr. Low, the Piatt Re

publicans show their utter lack of the

saving sense of humor. Why should a

Bryan man, as such, vote for Low

against Shepard? It would be an

absurd stultification. Of course, a

Bryan man might do this on grounds

of local policy, as a non-partisan in

local affairs. We should in that case

respect his opinion while wondering

at his judgment. But to do it, not.as

a non-partisan, but as a Bryan man,

would come close to the comic. It

might be urged that Shepard is not a

silver man as Bryan is; that he is a

gold man. But so is Low. And after

that the similarity disappears as to

national politics, in respect of which

alone can Bryan's name be mentioned

in New York. Low is an imperialist

Republican. Shepard is an anti-im

perialist Democrat. And that Shep

ard's democracy sinks deeper than

partisan limits, is attested by his "Life

of Martin Van Buren," and more re

cently by his speech last fall in sup

port of Bryan. It is not possible after

reading that speech carefully to re

tain a conviction that Mr. Shepard

was only perfunctorily re-aligning

himself with his party. Consider

these sentences, which only suggest

Undemocratic character of thes-peech

as a whole:

We face a grim alliance between

aggressive imperialism on the one

hand, reckless of the rights of men

and ready to despoil them when they

are weaker and we are stronger, and

on the other hand a union of mighty

organized interests. . . .

If the wrong begin in the Philip

pines, it will come to its full fruit in

the United States. . . .

The assertion of the right to govern

without the consent of the governed

is truly mated with that scheme of

tariff and other privileges to small

and special classes which is so rap
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idly and lamentably ending the day

of small merchants, small manufac

turers, and independent mechanics.

The sole issue of the campaign in

New York is succinctly summed up

by a leading Bryan man of that city,

Henry George, Jr., who in a letter of

the 18th to George Foster Peabody,

says:

Permit me to commend the posi

tion taken in your published letter

from Lake George dissenting from

the belief that there can be no sal

vation for the New York city gov

ernment except by and with the sup

port of the party still controlled by

Senator Piatt. That, it seems to me,

embodies the real issue in this munici

pal campaign—whether the democrat

ic party or the republican party shall

control New York. By all the stand

ards o>f his opponents, Edward M.

Shepar-d is in character and ability

worthy of the mayoralty; and they

do not any more pretend that he has

made discreditable bargains or that

he can be used by bad elements than

that Mr. Low has made such bargains

or can be so used. Yet they do deny

that Senator Piatt effected the anti-

Democratic nomination, and that that

nomination has a bearing on national

politics; whereas, it is well known

that the senator and his able adju

tant, Lieut. Gov. Woodruff, were from

the start, openly or covertly, the

champions of Mr. Low, and that the

senator made the fusion nomination

possible only on national Republican

lines by repeatedly declaring that he

would oppose for such nomination

any man who had voted for the late

Democratic candidate for the presi

dency—Mr. Bryan. The municipal

situation is, therefore, unlike that of

3897, insomuch as there are no inde

pendent mayoralty candidates. The

choice for the voter lies between the

Democratic and the Republican nomi

nees. For myself, I shall make the

choice tbat most nearly expresses my

views, and shall vote, as I am certain

my father would likewise have done,

for the Democrat.

During the past week the Demo

cratic campaign opened vigorously

in northern Ohio. It began with a

large meeting in Cleveland, presided

over by John H. Clark and including

Mayor Johnson among the speakers.

Republicans as well as Democrats

were invited to this meeting, both as

auditors and speakers. Republican

candidates for the legislature were of

fered the platform, turn about with

Democratic candidates, and guaran

teed fair play and a respectful hear

ing, the subject being taxation. But

the republican candidates did not re

spond. They were sturdily trying to

stand by the policy of their party,

which insists that national and not

state issues are at stake this year in

Ohio.

This policy was somewhat petu

lantly maintained by the speakers at

the opening meeting of the Republic

ans at Delaware on the 19th. They

referred to the issue of taxation in

state and municipality as a sort of

foreign substance which Johnson is

trying to inject into the state cam

paign. Whether or not this policy of

evading the question of taxation suc

ceeds in the rest of the state, it has

proved a dismal failure in the West

ern Reserve. Dismayed by the hold

the question of taxation has taken

upon the people in Cuyahoga county

in consequence of the disclosures of

Mayor Johnson in Cleveland, the Re

publican candidates for the legis

lature have been forced to break the

silence imposed by the state ' man

agers of their party and formally to

address the people upon the taxation

subject. It would seem that the state

managers were right. Silence upon

this subject could not havebeen worse

for them, and might havebeen better,

than this weakly defensive address.

They say, for example, that "substan

tially everything that has been done

in Ohio to lighten the burden of tax

ation upon real estate has been done

by the Republican legislature." To

lighten the burden upon real estate!

But what galls the people is not the

burden as a whole, but its inequality.

It is this inequality that MayorJohn

son is endeavoring to correct, and in

that the Republican party has

opposed and obstructed him.

When he sought to raise the as

sessment of railroads to 60 per cent,

of market value, so astobringit with

in the rule as to farm and residence

property, Republican auditors over

ruled him. When he went before the

state board, that body, all Republic

ans, also overruled him. It did so

upon the basis of an opinion fur

nished by the attorney general whom

Mr. Hanna's party had nominated in

place of the Republican attorney

general, Monett, by way of punish

ing Monett for prosecuting trusts.

When Johnson asked the decennial

board of appraisers to equalize real es

tate valuations in Cleveland, and of

fered to demonstrate its feasibility,

they refused to consider the matter,

contenting themselves with, raising

the appraisement generally, so that

real estate owners already overas-

sessed were overassessed still fur

ther. In spite, however, of these ob

stacles, thrown in his way by Repub

lican officeholders, Mayor Johnson

has reduced the tax rate of Cleveland

from 3 per cent, to 2.67 per cent. He

did this through the local equaliza

tion board, a majority being ap

pointees of his own, which added

$20,000,000 to the tax duplicate, by

increasing the values of street car and

other public franchise companies.

But he has done still more impor

tant work in fiscal lines. Through

the, tax bureau which he organized

under the management of Peter Witt,

he has made public the gross inequal

ities of real estate taxation which the

Republican decennial board refused

to. correct. Mayor Johnson's expla

nation of this work is of universal in

terest. He has addressed the people

of Cleveland in a letter in which he

not only makes that explanation, but

couples with it other explanations of

equal value regarding points referred

to above. He says:

The work in the so-called tax school,

though not finished, has progressed

far enough to show what the final

result will be. Small shops and homes,

including the rented homes of the

poorer people, are assessed relatively

higher than any other real estate in

the city. A great majority of these

small properties, valued at less than

$2,000, are assessed at more than 60

per cent, of their true value, some

being actually assessed at more than

the owners offer to sell the property

for. If all of this property were re

duced to a 60 per cent, basis it would,

in my opinion, reduce the tax dupli

cate at least $10,000,000. The more
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valuable properties, those assessed at

more than $2,000 each, show great

variations, and generally the more

valuable pieces are assessed at the

lowest rates. If this property were

raised to 60 per cent, of its true val-

lie the effect would be to increase the

duplicate more than $70,000,000. There

are some cases where small proper

ties on one side of a street are as

sessed at six dollars per foot front

and the valuable property of a single

owner on the opposite side of the

street is assessed at less than one

dollar per foot front. The rule is al

most universal that the valuable prop

erties are assessed low, while the

least valuable are assessed high. The

reason for this is that the small prop

erty owners have neither the time nor

the means to look after their assess

ments, while the larger interests em

ploy the highest skill to secure an un

dervaluation. This whole question

was fully presented to the decennial

board of revision. While their ac

tion isn't complete they have done

enough to show their inability or un

willingness to deal with the question.

The changes they are making are in

significant. They are making no ef

fort whatever to correct these in

equalities, though they have full pow

er to do so. The annual city board

of equalization has devoted much

time to investigating these inequali

ties and will, in all probability, be

able to make a report during the

month of December that will throw

great light on this subject. In the

meantime they have actually raised

the tax duplicate nearly $20,000,000 by

assessing at something near 60 per

cent, of their value the municipal mo

nopolies of this city. This one fact

has been the greatest triumph in the

equalization of taxation yet accom

plished in this state, and it was due

to this increase solely that the rate

of taxation was lowe.red from three

per cent, to 2.67 per cent., so that

the old rate was 12 1-3 per cent, higher

than the present rate. If the decen

nial board and the county auditors

had proceeded in the same way the

tax duplicate would have been in

creased nearly $100,000,000, the effect

of which would have been to reduce

the rate to less than 1.78 per cent.,

without any decrease in revenue to

either the city, county or schools.

Every small property owner in the

city would have realized the benefit

by a reduction of one-third in the

amount of his taxes.

Judge Kohlsaat's injunction against

the striking machinists and all who

aid and abet them—whether parties

to the lawsuit or not, whether served

with the injunction order or not—

an injunction which is said by the

plaintiff's attorneys, though that is

possibly only a professional advertise

ment, to be the most sweeping labor

injunction yet issued, brings the

question of "government by injunc

tion" once more into prominence. It

is somewhat difficult to sympathize

with the organized workingmen who

voted for this very principle in 1896

and again in 1900. It was distinctly

in issue in the national campaigns of

both those years, and every organized

workingman who voted for the Ee-

publican candidates voted for the in

junction order which Judge Kohl-

saat has granted. But the question is

too broad and cuts too deep to be dis

missed with an admonition to its vic

tims who voted for it that they de

serve what they have got. This in

novation of "government by injunc

tion" strikes at the vitals of free gov

ernment.

How deadly is its aim may be real

ized by considering one point in the

argument of Leon Hornstein, the

lawyer who represented the strikers

before Judge Kohlsaat. "It is not,"

said Mr. Hornstein, "the old chan

cery remedy of injunction that these

employers really want. It is a law.

They want a law which no congress

and no legislature would enact, and

which no court could sustain as con

stitutional if it were enacted. But

precisely such a law is what this court

will assume to enact if it grants this

injunction." Mr. Hornstein elabo

rated his idea. We cannot spare the

space to do so, but a suggestion will

suffice. Suppose congress or a state

legislature should pass a lawmaking

it a crime, for any person knowing of

the existence of the law, to interfere

with the business of another, by as

saulting, threatening or intimidating

his workmen, or persons who wanted

to become his workmen, or the fami

lies of any such, either upon his prem

ises, or in the streets or at their homes,

with the object of causing them to

quit or refuse to enter his employ

ment; or to attempt to accomplish

that object by the use of any act or

language tending to induce such per

sons to quit the employment or to re

fuse to enter it. Suppose such a law

were enacted, and suppose it provided

that any person charged with offend

ing, knowing the law to have been

passed, should be liable to be brought

before a judge and summarily tried

for the crime, without indictment by

a grand jury. And suppose that this

impossible law left it to the discretion

of the judge whether he would con

front the prisoner with the witnesses

against him, whether he would take

testimony orally in open court or by

affidavits prepared and sworn to in se

cret, and whether he would call a

jury or not. Suppose further that

this Jaw should empower the judge

not only to decide whether the pris

oner knew of the law and knowing of

it committed the act, and therefore

to convict without witnesses or jury,

but should also -leave the extent and

severity ' of the penalty of fine

or imprisonment, or both, abso

lutely to the whim of the judge. Sup

pose such a law did work its way

through congress or a state legis

lature, what court which had the

slightest respect for the constitution

al safeguards of innocence could pos

sibly sustain it ? No competent judge

could sustain such a law if it were

passed, and no legislative body would

pass it if it were presented. Yet pre

cisely such a law was asked for in the

labor case under consideration, and

precisely such a law was enacted by

Judge Kohlsaat. We defy anj law

yer to distinguish any substantial

difference between the impossible law

we have outlined and the Kohlsaat

injunction. The only difference is in

the name. One would be a "law," the

other is an "injunction." And that is

what "government by injunction"

means. It is government by auto

cratic judicial power.

When ex-Congressman John J

Lentz, acting as a lawyer, applied re

cently for an injunction against strik

ers, he was criticised for inconsistency.

Why he was any more inconsistent in

this than the lawyer who is politically

opposed to capital punishment but

professionally prosecutes a capital
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ease, we do not quite see. Since the

courts have established government

by injunction, there is no reason, in

consistency, why a lawyer should not

apply for injunctions for clients, and

yet, as a citizen, vote and work against

this innovation. If he were very nice

indeed about the point of consistency,

so nice as to refuse to give to his cli

ents as a lawyer the benefit of laws

which as a citizen he opposed, his com-petit ors at the bar might be benefited,

for they would get his clients away

from him, but it is not easy to see how

political opposition to these laws

would be thereby strengthened.

Lentz himself has explained that

in applying for an injunction he was

move d by a desire to let those working

people who had twice voted for gov

ernment by injunction have a dose of

the kind of medicine they had voted

for.

In deciding to convict a labor union

picket of violating a labor injunction,

Judge Baker, of Indianapolis, took

occasion to say that "it is treason

against human right to prevent a man

from working that he may keep his

family from starvation." Judge

Baker didn't mean that. It is abso

lutely true, but he didn't mean it and

doesn't believe it. In a multitude of

ways men are prevented from work

ing, and Judge Baker approves them.

Taxes on occupations do this very-

thing, but he wouldn't abolish these

Taxes. Blacklisting does it, but he

doesn't care. Protective tariffs do it,

but he wouldn't repeal the protective

tariff laws. Land monopoly does it,

but he wouldn't abolish land monop

oly. All these things are "treason

against human right," but Judge

Baker is content. He didn't mean to

say that "it is treason against human

right to prevent a man from work

ing." That is too comprehensive

for him. He should have been more

specific. What he did mean to say

was that "it is treason against human

right for labor unionists to prevent a

non-union man from working."

During the current week the bi

centenary of the founding of Yale

college was celebrated. This isa fit oc

casion, therefore, to compare Amer

ican prosperity of the present with

American prosperity of Yale's cen

tennial period; the more especially as

it can be done by quotations from a

source which Yale justly delights to

honor. One hundred years ago, in

Yale's first centennial year, old Dr.

Dwight, then president of Yale, a

grandfather of President Hadley's

immediate predecessor, made an ex

tensive tour of New England, and aft

erwards embodied the results of his

observations in some volumes of

"Travels." His purpose in part was

explained in his preface. Said he:

As it was naturally presumed by

me that some of those who will live

eighty or a hundred years hence

must have feelings similar to my

own, I resolved to furnish, so far as

it should be in my power, means of

enabling them to know what was the

appearance of their country during

the period occupied by my journeys.

Over and over again Dr. Dwight in

sists that equable conditions of life,

neither high nor low, make up the

sum of contentment, and hence of

happiness, in America. In another

part of the preface he writes:

Every farmer, with too few excep

tions to deserve notice, labors on his

own ground, and for the benefit of

himself and his family merely. This

also, if I am not deceived, is a novelty;

and its influence is seen to be remark

ably happy, in the industry, sobriety,

cheerfulness, personal independence

and universal prosperity of the people

at large. Great wealth, that is, what

Europeans consider as great wealth,

is not often found in these countries.

But poverty is almost unknown. Com

fortable subsistence is enjoyed every

where, unless prevented by peculiar

misfortunes, or by vice. The feelings

of a benevolent man are very imper

fectly satisfied by the sight of opu

lence and splendor in the hands of a

few, contrasted by want and suffer

ing in the many; of palaces and villas,

encircled by cottages and cabins. A

succession of New England villages,

composed of neat houses, surrounding

neat schoolhouses and churches,

adorned with gardens, meadows and

orchards, and exhibiting the universal

ly easy circumstances of the inhab

itants, is, at least in my own opinion,

one of the most delightful prospects

which this world can afford.

That is a very different kind of pros

perity from thekind that Prof. Hadley

would be obliged to describe were he

to follow the example of his illustri

ous predecessor and write a book of

observations on the American social

conditions of Yale's bi-centenary.

One more quotation from Dr.

Dwight should in this 200th year of

their alma mater interest all Yale

men who believe in keeping this a

country of democratic masses instead

of making it a domain of plutocratic

classes. We quote from Dr. Dwight's

observations on the first town hetrav-

eled through after leaving New

Haven :

. . . . The houses are generally-

good; and their owners obviously in.

eas3' circumstances.

I say their owners; for you are to un

derstand that every man in this coun

try, almost without an exception, lives

on his own ground. The lands are uni

versally holden in fee-simple, and de

scend, by law, to all the children in

equal shares. Every farmer in Con

necticut, and throughout New Eng

land, is, therefore, dependent for his

enjoyments on none but himself, his

government and his God, aDd is the

little monarch of a dominion sufficient

ly large to furnish all the supplies of

competence, with a number of subjects

as great as he is able to govern. In

the cultivation of his farm he gratifies

his reason, his tastes and his hopes,

and usually finds the gratification at

least sufficient for such a world as

this. Here he can do everything which

is right, and no man can, with im

punity, do anything to him which is

wrong. If he is not in debt, an event

necessary only from sickness or de

crepitude, he is absolutely his own

master and the master of all his pos

sessions.

There is something to me in the

sight of this independence and the en

joyments by which it is accomplished

more interesting, more congenial to

the relish of nature, than in all the

melancholy grandeur of the decayed

castles and ruined abbeys, with which

some parts of Europe are so plentiful

ly stocked. The story of this happi

ness will, indeed, be less extended and

less amusing; but the actual prospect

of it is incomparably more delightful.

In consequence of this mode of oc

cupancy every man has something to

defend, and that something, in his own

estimation, of incalculable value. It

is a secure estate, absolutely his own,

and of such magnitude as to furnish an

ample competence to himself and his

family. In estimating the subject,

pounds, shillings and pence are forgot

ten. Too much endeared to him to be

computed in this manner, it endears

everything around him—his neighbor
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hood, his country and its government

—for with every serious thought con

cerning the blessings which he enjoys

all these are intimately associated.

With such an attachment to the ob

jects which claim his protection, and,

the high spirit of independence, in

wrought from the beginning into his

character, it is scarctly possible that

he should not act the soldier, when he

perceives any danger threatening his

enjoyments or his country.

What a deadly parallel might bedrawn between the prosperity whichcould suggest those observations andthe prosperity of which we hear somuch a hundred years later, whenthe happiness of all is supposed to beserved not by modest and equableconditions, but by the fabulous andsordid gains of a privileged few.

President Roosevelt has entertained

as aprivateguestatdinneratthc- White

House, the Negro scholar and gentle

man, Booker T. Washington. As

this was a private dinner, the event is

nobody's business, and President

Roosevelt is quite right in refusing

for thatreason to discuss it. But some

bourbon papers of the South, some

sensational papers of the North, and

some Democratic politicians who

don't know what democracy is when

they see it without the label, have

raised a newspaper tempest over the

incident, which demands a word or

two of democratic comment. It is

good democracy, to begin with, to al

low every man the freedom of his own

inclinations with reference to person

al associates. But if this White House

dinner were a public instead of a pri

vate matter, still it would be good de

mocracy not to criticise it upon

race grounds. Democracy, true de

mocracy, knows no race distinctions.

This does not imply that a democrat

must associate socially with mem

bers of a race that is repugnant to him.

He has the same right to regulate his

personal associations by race stand

ards as by individual manners. But if

he objects to the presence in any pub

lic place of a person, who, for race or

other reasons, is repugnant to him, he

raises the question of that person's

right to be there. It is not a matter of

congeniality. It is a matterof right*.

Now Booker T. Washington has the

same right to be at the White House,

and the same right to be at

the White House table, whether on

private or state occasions, if invited,

as the whitest faced man in the coun

try. That is democracy.

White persons' objections to as

sociating with Negroes, are, let

us observe and not for the first

time, not based upon personal repug

nance. They are based upon class dis

tinction. That the Negro is not per

sonally repugnant is proved by the

fact that to the very class that objects

he is most acceptable in the closest

personal relationships, but only as

a servant. The real objection to

association with the Negro is not

that he is personally offensive,

but that his color is an indel

ible badge of servitude. Let him

appear in white company in the role

of a servant, and he is welcome; but

let him appear as a man, and he is

repugnant. This reason for objecting

to Negroes is un-democratic, and no

one who is truly a democrat will be

governed by it in his convictions, no

matter how his timidity or his tastes

may prompt him to act. Whatever

course he may himself decide to pur

sue with reference to associating with

persons of that race, he will not, if he

is a democrat, object to association by

others with gentlemanly members of

it, nor deny to anyone of the race, for

race reasons, his equal rights as a man

and citizen.

After attributing to Bryan's cam

paign the stubborn resistance of the

Filipinos to American invasion and

aggression, and assuring the people of

this country nearly a year ago that

Bryan's defeat had been followed by

substantial pacification of the "new-

possessions," the war department now

proposes augmenting the American

military force in the island. This is

what might reasonably be called an

anti-climax.

Important action on the sub

ject of taxation was taken by the

State Commerce convention of New

York in session at Buffalo on the 17th.

This convention unanimously re-

adopted a desolution declaring—

That the best way to reform the

system of local taxation is to grant

local option in taxation to the cities

and counties of the state.

This is a distinct and emphatic ap

proval of the method of tax

ation that is to be voted upon in Col

orado next fall, and which will come

prominently before the legislatures

of New York and Ohio this winter.

The State Commerce convention of

New York is an influential trades body.

Among its delegates are representa

tives of the hardware jobbers* associ

ation, the wholesale grocers' associa

tion, the Albany chamber of com

merce, the Buffalo merchants' ex

change, the New York produce ex

change, and the Utica chamber of

commerce, besides numerous other

civic, industrial and fiscal bodies, and

the mavors of several cities.

Explanations from Virginia regard

ing the striking out of the guarantee

of freedom of speech from the state

constitution are to the effect (we

quote one of them, a letter in a

school publication, The Little Chron

icle) that—

The words "freedom of speech"

were not originally in the bill of

rights as drafted by Madison, Mon

roe, Marshall and Lee in 1829, nor

were they inserted bj- the conventions

of '51 and '76, but were put in by the

Underwood convention. In the con

vention now sitting the words were

struck out as superfluous, because

section 14, article 5, of the state con

stitution provides, in positive terms,

that "the general assembly shall not

pass any law abridging freedom of

speech or of the press." The daily

press, north and south, assumed that.

because of the assassination of Pres

ident McKinley, Virginia proposed to

throttle free speech, in spite of the

first amendment to the constitution

of the United States. Freedom of

speech is one of the corner stones

of our government and no state could,

constitutionally, deprive its citizens

of this right. It is inconceivable that

one of them would desire to do so.

We trust that this statement of fact

is more trustworthy than the exposi

tion of constitutional law that accom

panies it. The first amendment to the
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federal constitution does not prohibit

throttling of free speech by thestates,

but only by congress. We could wish,

moreover, that the Virginia expla

nation were more circumstantial. It

is easy to understand that the press

reports may have misrepresented the

convention in the manner indicated;

but it is hardly probable that they in

vented the speech of one of the dele

gates, purporting to have been made

upon the floor, which definitely men

tioned and enlarged upon McKinley's

assassination as a sufficient reason for

striking out the free speech clause.

Whatever may have been the fact,

however, the Virginia convention

has now put itself right by inserting

in the bill of rights a strong free

speech clause by an overwhelming

majority.

If immigrants who come here in

ships must take an oath of belief in

our form of government before being

allowed to land, shall we apply the

same rule to immigrants who are

brought here by storks? Anarchists

are quite as likely to get in by the one

route as bv the other.

PSYCHOLOGY OF THE 0Z0LG0SZ

OEIME.

The execution of Czolgosz revives

momentarily in the public mind its

waning memory of President McKin

ley's assassination. But there is less

of the spirit of the wild beast in the

expression of public thought now

than when the crime was fresh.

Sensational preachers could hardly

win rounds of applause from ten

thousand people at a "religious"

camp meeting, as Talmage did less

than two months ago, by violently ex

pressing from the pulpit regret that

the officers of the law who arrested

Czolgosz had not committed murder

by lawlessly killing him on the spot.

Neither would reverend apostles of

satanic joy, like. the now forgotten

clergyman who Jeaped into passing

notoriety, expect to win popular favor

by publicly proposing, as he did, that

the privilege of assisting at the execu

tion of Czolgosz. by touching buttons

simultaneously at different telegraph

offices of the country, the buttons to

be electrically connected with the

chair of death at Auburn, be sold to

Christian patriots at a dollar a touch,

for the purpose at once of affording an

opportunity for the joyful expression

of popular hate and of raising a Mc-

Kinley monument fund. Savage sen

timents like these, typical of the

mere commonplace utterances of pul

pit and newspaper only six weeks ago,

appear now in something like their

true character.

So nearly, indeed, has the public

mind returned to its normal state that

one may doubt if any of the proposi

tions for the avowed suppression of

free press and free speech, which were

so popular immediately after the as

sassination, would find responsible ad

vocates now. Even the reactionary

Virginians, who, in distinct terms,

made the assassination their reason

for striking a free speech clause out

of the state constitution, are now ex

plaining and reconsidering. Though

the work of suppressing press and

speech will probably proceed insid

iously as heretofore, through postal

department rulings and federal in

junctions, it is evident that the pan

icky public feeling, which promised

for a time to support open measures

against these landmarks of liberty, is

subsiding.

With this returning sanity, it maybe possible to get a candid hearing

upon a possible cause of Czolgosz's

crime, to" which the public ear was

closed while the spasm of hysteria

lasted. We refer to the gospel of the

strenuous life, which had been

inculcated by practice and precept,

not by men of the Most type in the

name of anarchy, but by leaders of

thought and action in the name of

manhood, morals, religion, and des

tiny.

The one thought about Czolgosz

and his crime, regarding which there

is and can be no reasonable dispute,

is that he acted irresponsibly.

We do not mean, of course, that he

was irresponsible in a legal sense. The

criminal law cannot draw nice distinc

tions with reference to mental im

pulses and operations. Given a case

in which one man kills another law

lessly, doing so with a set purpose,

and being at the time in possession of

his faculties, the criminal law must

classify him as a murderer. And such

appears to be the case of Czolgosz.

But when sociological phenomena

are under consideration, not in the

forum of criminal law, but in the spec

ulative domain of psychology, we may

go farther. We may then say that

Czolgosz was irresponsible, in the

sense that his murderous act derived

its impulse not from his own malice,

but from an outside source; in other

words, that he was merely an instru

ment—a willing instrument, it may

be conceded—of external influences

to which the weakness of his charac

ter made him susceptible.

Not only may this be said, but it is

said. Those who attribute the crime

of Czolgosz to the teachings of an

archist agitators adopt that theory.

They assume, and they often assert,

that Czolgosz, a weakling, becamethe

irresponsible instrument of a mur

derous philosophy. And though

others attribute the act to other

causes, all agree that he was influ

enced by an external impulse. From

this generally conceded fact, then,

that Czolgosz was moved by psycholog

ical influences external to himself, the

inquiry into the question of responsi

bility for his crime may fairly proceed.

What we have to seek, consequently,

is the influence most likely to have in

jected into his weak mind the mur

derous impulse in obedience to which

he acted.

His own explanation that he was

inspired by a speech delivered by

Emma Goldman at Cleveland must be

dismissed as utterly untenable, ex

cept upon the theory that he is not

only psychologically but legally irre

sponsible. Xone but an insane man

could have been inspired by that

speech to commit murder.

The substance of the speech, em

bodying the worst parts of it as we

may be sure, has been published by

the Chicago Tribune. Instead of ad

vocating assassination, either di

rectly or by suggestion, Miss Goldman

appears to have opposed it. And she

opposed it in a way which leaves no

room for fair suspicion that she did so

only in letter while favoring it in spir

it. The very significant fact should

be noted also, that a squad of police at

tended her lecture with instructions to
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stop her if she expressed incendiary

sentiments.

It is possible, of course, that Czol

gosz did derive his murderous im

pulse from this lecture. But if he did,

we repeat that he must have been an

insane man. Only an accident, in that

case, made Miss Goldman's speech

the exciting cause. Being insane, he

would have been moved as readily by

his crazy interpretation of any other

speech which he might have happened

to hear.

Upon the hypothesis that Czolgosz

was not insane, we must drop the

Goldman theory and look further for

the source of his murderous impulse.

We shall get a clew by recurring for

a moment to the hysteria that fol

lowed the assassination.

It seemed to be satanic in its mani

festations. Men of weak character

became, as it were, possessed of dev

ils. Whatever excited their hostility

aroused them to the pitch of murder

ous wrath. Their reason had fled.

They were sane enough in the legal

sense. They knew right from wrong,

and were sufficiently discreet to avoid

overt acts that might bring them into

the clutches of the criminal law. But

they were not in the full senserespon-

sible. Impelled by some external in

fluence, they were in a frame of mind

to "run amuck," and were restrained

only as fear of unpleasant consequen

ces to themselves intervened. All this

was plain to sober observers.

What was the influence that turned

the minds of those men, men not per

sonally malicious normurderous,into

the channels of irresponsible crimi

nality? Was it not the panicky condi

tions of the time, generating a gen

eral spirit of revenge, to the influence

of which men of weak character

might be especially susceptible?

In all kinds of panic it is noticeable

that individual characteristics alter,

seeming for the moment to be af

fected by the prevalent spirit. There

is a common impulse different from

the normal impulse of every indi

vidual concerned. Mobs exemplify

this psychological phenomenon in

one way; revival meetings exemplify

it in another.

The theory is certainly plausible

that individuals are influenced togood

or evil actions by the spirit of the mass.

We call it spirit for convenience of ex

pression; but it makes no difference to

the point under consideration,

whether the phenomenon is spiritual

or not, the simple and indisputable

fact being that when strenuous con

ditions dominate the common mind,

be they good or evil, they generate or

accommodate a corresponding spir

it, influence or force which is apt to

take possession of and visibly express

itself through susceptible individuals.

If the strenuous conditions be good,

this force seems to have an affinity for

men of good inclinations and strong

character; if evil, for men of evil in

clinations or weak character. When,

for instance, a great religious revival

stirs the masses, like that in which the

Methodist church was born, a Wesley

or a Whitefield appears; but when

the masses are excited by some start

ling crime, which generates vindic

tive feelings, this evil impulse in the

common mind finds visible or tangi

ble expression through the kind of in

dividuals who take part in lynchings.

But this psychological theory, if

sound, does not apply to what are

known as panics exclusively. If true

in times of panic, it must be true at

all times, that susceptible individuals

are influenced to action by the com

mon mind. And is not this obviously

true? Even in the most placid peri

ods do not the actions of individ-

als take colorand direction from what

the Germans call the "Zeit Geist"—

the spirit of the time? It must, there

fore, be true—and pursuant to the

psychological theory we have noted,

certainly is true—that at any time of

evil stress or tension of the common

mind an evil psychological influence

is generated, which, finding vent

through evil or weak and therefore

susceptible individual minds, express

es itself concretely in individual

crime.

Upon that hypothesis what more

probable explanation of the irre

sponsible crime of Czolgosz could

there be than the strenuous life of ag

gression and destiny which the Amer

ican people were passionately learning

to lead?

The gospel of the strenuous life

had been preached from high places.

Its ideal was war. This was welcomed

for its own sake, as inspiring robust

ambitions and giving strength to

character. War was described as mak

ing heroes, and peace milksops.

Throughout this strenuous life there

ran rivulets of human blood, and over

it there hung the heavy shadow of

wholesale murder. It was to be the

middle age tournament come again,

but with slaughter enough to have

turned the stomach of your middle

age knight.

And in this sanguinary spirit an

imperial destiny was working out.

The first republic of Asia had been

strangled in infancy by the first

republic of America. Its people hav

ing been bought for a price of

a moribund European monarchy, their

resistance to the criminal ag

gression of forcible annexation had

been met with terms of unconditional

surrender and punished with the

blight of the most desolating and

deadly war in modern history, the

analogous war of the English in South

Africa alone excepted. The American

republic, turning its back upon its

ideals of liberty and peace, was ex

changing the substance of world influ

ence for the reputation of a world

power.

There was in this country as well

as in England, what the New Age of

London pointedly names a "neurosis

of slaughter." Just as that paper

quotes Christian English women

as saying of the Boers, "I would

shoot them all," and describes

these women as showing "no

tremor of horror over the record

of the deaths of the children in the

camps," but rejoicing "that the iron

is thus made to enter the soul of the

Boer women who exhort their hus

bands to fight to the death," precisely

so were Americans urging on a bloody

war of conquest in the Philippines,

and brutally rejoicing at the fright

ful slaughter and terrible devastation

of our invading armies.

A complete revolution in the com

mon mind had taken place. Itwasno

longer moved by appeals to righteous

ness but only by appeals to love of

power. Destiny was becoming the

standard of national duty. The col

leges were playing battledore and

shuttlecock with moral principle.

That might, not right, is the higher

law, was becoming the dogma of the

man in the street. Fidelity to the prin
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ciples the flag represented, had given

way; as the test of patriotism, to

adoration of the bunting of which it

was made. Lynchings had grown

common. Brutal hazings had revived

among college students. On all sides

the evidence was abundant that the

people themselves had become lawless.

In the common mind a spirit of an

archy was being generated in the

name and by the methods of the

strenuous life.

This was the psychological environ

ment of the susceptible Czolgosz when

he shocked the world with his crime.

It may not be that Czolgosz de

rived his murderous impulse from

those evil influences. But if he did

not, then it is folly to look for it be

yond the malice of his own heart, or

a disease of his own brain. If any ex

ternal influences—other than di

rect instigation, of which there is no

evidence—are responsible for this

crim e, they must be influences notonly

of sufficientconcentration to have pos

sessed the man, and, in the psycho

logical sense, to have used him; but

also of a character corresponding to

his act. To those requirements the

mental condition of the American

people which we have described con

forms. It was for the time the dis

tinguishing characteristic or spirit,

of the American mind; and it was

strikingly pictured forth by what

Czolgosz did. What the imperialistic

spirit, the spirit of the strenuous life,

the spirit that acknowledges destiny

for its deity, the spirit of scholastic

atheism which ignores the moral law,

the spirit, that puts might above right,

the spirit of masterful domination,

the spirit that delights in deadly com

bat, the spirit of murder garbed in

the apparel of patriotism—what

these blended in one in the

common mind are in the abstract, pre

cisely that was Czolgosz's crime in the

concrete. If Czolgosz was a victim

of obsession at all, then this must have

been the evil influence that controlled

him.

At any rate, with the possibility of

an influence such as that to explain

his crime as the act of an irresponsible

weakling obeying an external im

pulse, it is absurd to turn to minor in

fluences. The teachings of anar

chists, the rhetorical and pictorial

caricatures of a yellow press, political

opposition to the party in power, to

gether with all the other asserted in

fluences by which Czolgosz might

have been affected, are too insignifi

cant to be compared with the influ

ence of the vicious spirit of the time

which has exalted power above jus

tice, war above peace, and national

ambition above moral obligation.

And whether these psychological

speculations be well founded or not,

the American people will lose nothing

if they reflect for a season upon Czol

gosz's crime as an outward manifes

tation or visible picture of an evil

spirit of enormously destructive

possibilities which had found lodg

ment in the common mind. There

is a lesson here that should not be

lost.

NEWS

Censored dispatches from South

Africa, meager as they are in detail,

show nevertheless that the Boers are

still maintaining their military re

sistance to the British occupation of

their country. As their commandos

have been several times surprised' by

the British in the dead of night, they

now shift at nightfall, so that the

British themselves are surprised by

finding only abandoned camps where

they had designed, after long and fa

tiguing night marches, to capture

Boer commandos. Some British suc

cesses are enumerated, however,

though of a minor kind, such as:the:

capture of small groups of prisoners

and herds of cattle. At one time

during the week DeWet's death was

reported by different prisoners, but

the reports did not tally when com

pared and are now disbelieved. One

brisk fight is mentioned in the cen

sored dispatches; but with what re

sult, other than the loss of several

British soldiers wounded, and five

killed, including a captain, the dis

patch does not say.

The result of that fight may be in

ferred, however, from other facts.

The battle occurred near Piquetberg.

which lies on the southwest slope of

the Olifants River mountains, and is

on the route to the Atlantic coast at

Saldanho bay. As the same censored

dispatch which reports the Piquet

berg battle announces that a Boer

commando of 500 men had pene

trated to Saldanho bay, the inference

is that the fight at Piquetburg was

won by the Boers. That a Boer force

should have fought its way to the

coast at this point, only 75 miles

northwest of Cape Town and in the

adjoining colonial district, is highly

significant of the completeness of the

Cape Colony revolt against Lord

Kitchener's methods of warfare, and

of the revival of the Boer cause. This

significance is emphasized by a report

of the London Daily Express of the

22d that Lord Kitchener has cabled

an urgent demand to the British war

office for more trained mounted

troops.

Curiously enough the Americans

in the Philippines, like the British in

South Africa, are also driven to in

crease their army of occupation. Ac

cording to the latest dispatches from

Washington, it is admitted at. the

war department that not less than

10,000 soldiers will probably be sent

to the Philippines before the close of

the year. The official dream of "pa

cification" seems to have ended in

nightmare. And there is reason for

it. Kews readers will recall the dis

aster of a few weeks ago at Balangiga,

on the island of Samar (p. 410). and

the stubborn fight reported last week

(p. 441) at Batangas, on the island of

Luzon. Another fight on the island

of Samar, at Bangajon, on the Gan-

dora river, took place on the 16th,

in which a garrison of 46 men of Co.

E of the 9th regiment was en

gaged. Gen. Chaffee reports that

400 Filipinos, armed only with

bolos, attacked the garrison, losing

81 of their number in killed. They

were beaten off, but at a loss to the

Americans of 10 killed and 0

wounded.

Another surprise in Samar is re

ported to have been frustrated by the

secret service department. That it

was the secret service department,

however, that frustrated the plot dis

credits the report, for secret service

departments are notorious for discov

ering plots where novelists do—in the

recesses of their own imaginations.

But of the revival of Filipino re

sistance to the American occupation

there is no longer room for doubt.

Besides the three fights already men

tioned, this disappointing condition

is certified to. with reference to the

island of Samar, by Rear Admiral
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Bodgers, who cabled officially from

Cavite on the 22d as follows:

Active insurrection in Samar. New

York leaves to-day for Catbalogan

with 300 marines, to return to Basey

and Balangiga to cooperate with the

army. Xearly all naval force con

centrated on Samar patrol. Services

Arethusa and Zafiro. two colliers,

needed and being- utilized.

Concurrently it is reported from

Washington (we quote from the cor

respondence of the Chicago Record-

Herald of the 23d) that—

an active campaign, participated in

by the army and navy, has been in

augurated against the rebels in Sa

mar. That island is to be swept

clean of Filipinos hostile to Ameri

can sovereignty. They are to be

given no opportunity to escape to

another island. They will be killed

in action, or, in order to prevent be

ing driven into the sea, they must

surrender.

Light is thrown upon the inner

meaning of that dispatch by one of

,the 22d from Manila (from the- corre

spondent of the Chicago Tribuneand

published in that paper of the 21st),

which says:

It is not likely that the troops will

take any more prisoners, as the war

against the treacherous natives will

be carried on without asking for or

giving quarter.

Pan of the American force in this

work consists, according to Manila

dispatches, of the Macabebes, native

scouts, whose relation to the civilized

Filipinos is much the same as that

of the Indians to the Americans in

our Revolutionary war. The Maca-

bebe scouts are relied upon to do the

work in the interior of Samar, while

the American troops operate along

the coast. Another method decided

upon by Gen. Chaffee, as reported by

the current dispatches from Manila,

is the policy inaugurated by Gen.

Weyler in Cuba and imitated by Lord

Kitchener in South Africa—the re-

concentrado policy of compelling the

rural inhabitants to go into towns.

Gen. Chaffee modifies this policy for

Samar, however, to the extent of ex

empting men who are known to have

a steady occupation.

Samar is not the only place where

resistance to American occupation of

the Philippines has revived. The

island of Lcytc is described to be as

disturbed as Samar. and general un

easiness is reported as prevailing in

central Luzon.

Passing now to Afghanistan, where

the death of the ohi ameer (p. 42-1)

and the succession of his son Ilabibul-

lah (p. 440) were regarded as likely to

result in local disturbances that

might embroil Great Britain and Rus

sia in war, it seems more than prob

able- that this danger has passed.

British dispatches from India have

all along denied, though uneasily,

that a controversy was imminent.

The St. Petersburg dispatches alone

predicted trouble. But a St. Peters

burg dispatch of the 18th declares

that it is asserted in high diplomatic

circles there that even should compli

cations arise in Afghanistan in conse

quence of the death of Abdur Rba-

man and the accession of Habibullah,

these would not lead to concurrent in

tervention, which means that Russia

would give Great Britain no cause for

protest.

In France parliament reassembled

on the 22d, under circumstances

which imperiled the continuance in

power of the Waldeek-Rousseau min

istry, of which the socialist Millerand

is a member. The critical situation

is connected with a possible strike in

the coal regions of the north of

France. The miners' committee had

adjourned, after a session of several

days, without making public the re

sult of its deliberations. It is to

meet again next February. When

parliament assembled, on the day of

the adjournment of that committee,

the 22d. a socialist deputy, M. Basly.

demanded immediate consideration

of a bill to 'establish a minimum

wages scale for miners, with a work

day of eight hours and a pension of

2 francs a day after 25 years' service.

The premier. Waldeek-Rousseau,

stated that while the ministry favored

the general principle of the bill, and

was inclined to continue its examina

tion into the question of miners' pen

sions with a view to incorporating it

in the general question of pensions,

it was opposed to fixing a minimum

wages scale, and, though desirous of

ameliorating labor conditions every

where later, could not now act upon

the eight hour question without in-

jurv to national production. He

added that the ministry would not

yield to the pressure of influences gen

erated bv temporary irritation. Upon

this declaration the ministry was de

serted by the socialist deputies. Mr.

Yiviani. their leader, denounced it

vigorously for refusing now to fulfill

pledges which both Waldeek-Rous

seau and Millerand had made to the

labor party. But the loss of socialist

support was offset by conservative

accessions, and the position of the

ministry was sustained by the narrow

majority of 66.

Labor controversy in the United

States is again involved somewhat

conspicuously as well as significantly

in the question of "government by in

junction." This is in connection with

the injunction order against the

striking machinists, grante-d August

23d by the federal judge, Kohlsaat.

of Chicago (p. 329). Arguments

upon continuing that injunction were

heard in September, and on the 21st

of October Judge Kohlsaat decided

against the strikers. The permanent

order, as signed, omitting merely

formal phrases, commands all per

sons—

to desist and refrain . . . from

in any manner by violence or threats

of violence interfering with, hinder

ing, obstructing or stopping any of

the business of the complainant, the

Allis-Chalmers company . . . and

from entering upon the grounds or

premises of the complainant against

its wish, for the unlawful purpose of

interfering with, hindering or ob

structing its business in any form

or manner, or from compelling or

inducing, or attempting to compel or

induce, by threats or intimidation of

any sort, or by force or violence, any

person to leave the employment of

said complainant, or not to enter its

employ if desirous of so doing . . .

and from congregating at or near

the aforesaid respective plants or

factories of the complainant . . .

to intimidate, or obstruct, surround

or impede, or in any manner calcu

lated to intimidate, or for that pur

pose, any of the employes of the

complainant, or any person or per

sons seeking employment from said

complainant in the operation of its

said business by an act of violence or

any act calculated to intimidate such

persons, and from in any manner in

terfering with I he complainant in

carrying on its business in said re

spective plants or factories in the

usual and ordinary way by and in

the manner aforesaid . . . and

from picketing, guarding, obstruct

ing, impeding, besetting or patrol-

ing the streets, alleys or approaches

to the aforesaid several premises of

said complainant or ordering the

same to be done, for the purpose, or

in such manner as to intimidate, co

erce or by any act or language tend

ing to intimidate, or induce any

other employes of the complainant

from remaining or continuing in

such employment, or for the pur
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pose, or in such manner as to intim

idate, coerce or induce any person

seeking employment of complainant

from entering' such employment, and

from intimidating1, molesting1 or in

terfering1 by either of the means

aforesaid with the employes of said

complainant in going to and from

their daily work at either of the said

plants of the complainant, and from

interfering ~by either of the means

aforesaid with any such persons any

where because of such persons being

in the employ of the complainant or

because of their seeking such em

ployment . . . and from going or

directing anyone to go, either singly

or collectively, to the homes, board

ing houses or places of habitation of

employes of complainant, or any of

them, or of persons seeking employ

ment, for the purpose of intimidat

ing or coercing any or all of them to

leave the employment of complain

ant, or from entering complainant's

employment, and as well from intim

idating or threatening in any man

ner the relatives, wives and families

of said employes, at their said homes,

boarding houses or elsewhere.

This order is described by the at

torneys for the employers as t lie most

sweeping injunction ever issued

against strikers by any court in this

country; and the Chicago Federation

of Labor has decided to fight it as a

menace to all labor. Besides provid

ing for legal expenses and arranging

for a struggle in the upper courts,

that body unanimously adopted the

following resolutions on the 20th:

Resolved, That it is the sense of

this Federation that such decisions

as have been recently rendered by

federal Judges Kohlsaat and Baker

in the injunction cases are calcu

lated to produce a feeling of disre

spect and contempt for the law as

administered at present; and, be it

further resolved, That the legislative

committee be instructed to draw up

a memorial to congressmen and sen

ators of this state requesting that

the federal laws of the United States

be so modified as to curtail the arbi

trary power of the federal judges of

this country.

The mention of Judge Baker in

these resolutions is an allusion to the

federal judge of Indiana who (p. 329)

issued a similar injunction last sum

mer in the Conkey printers' strike.

Judge Baker has convicted Edward

Bessette, of Chicago, of contempt of

court for violating that injunction,

although Bessette was not named in

the order and had never been served

with a copy. He fined Bessette $250

and costs, with commitment to jail in

default of payment, but allows him

to be at liberty during an appeal, upon

giving a bond of $1,000.

Political activity in the United

States centers chiefly in Iowa, Ohio

and New York city. The Iowa cam

paign is made notable by the partici

pation of Mr. Bryan as a speaker on

the Democratic side. The principal

issue is the question of making rail

road corporations bear their equita

ble share of taxation. The New

York city campaign is in full blast

with public meetings; and the Ohio

Republicans opened their campaign

at Delaware on the 19th, with Sen

ators Hanna and Foraker as the lead

ing speakers. Their keynote for the

campaign is the question of endors

ing and perpetuating the national

policies of the late President McKin-

ley, and they denounce the attempt

of Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland, to

raise a state issue over taxation.

Mayor Johnson, who is making the

legislative campaign in northern

Ohio on the question of equitable tax

ation, was present and gave this de

scription of the occasion:

I had never heard Senator Foraker

and I was much interested in what

he said, and the manner in which he

said it. Given a good subject, I be

lieve he would make a magnificent

speech. I do not think he should be

blamed so much for the miserable

failure he made to-day. All the

speakers were in the same boat.

What can be expected of people who

live in yesterday and the day before.

Being the first time I ever attended a

Republican state opening, of course

I was entertained; but I prefer to

spend my time with people who live

in to-day and to-morrow. No state

issues, they say! I have known

people to be mistaken.

The formal opening of the Democrat

ic state campaign in Ohio took place

at Bucvrus on the 23d.

NEWS NOTES.

—President Roosevelt has appointed

George E. Koester, a gold Democrat,

as collector of internal revenue for

South Carolina.

—The Universalist general conven

tion, assembled at Buffalo, on the 22d,

elected Hon. W. D. Washburn, of Min

nesota, as president.

.—The term of official mourning for

the late President McKinley terminat

ed on the 19th, 30 days after the

funeral at Canton.

—J. S. Pills-bury, seventh governor

of Minnesota, and a noted millionaire

flour manufacturer and philan

thropist, died at Minneapolis on the

18th.

—The new president of the Mormon

church, chosen on the 17th to succeed

Lorenzo Snow, whose death we re

ported last week, is Joseph F. Smith,

a nephew of the Mormon prophet,

Joseph Smith. He is 63 years old.

—The pan-American congress, com

posed of delegates from every country

of North, Central and South America,

was formally opened on the 22d in

the City of Mexico. The address of

welcome was made by Ignacio Mares-

cal, Mexican minister of foreign af

fairs.

—The statistics of exports and im

ports of the United States for the fis

cal year beginning July 1, 1901, as

given by the September treasury sheet,

are as follows (M standing for mer

chandise, G for gold and S for silver):

Exports. Imports. Balance.

M J323.362.S49 $213,104,332 $110,248,517 exp

G 3,091.744 16.515.774 13.424.030 Imp

S 13.054.077 7,286.320 5,768,757 exp

$339,498,670 $236,906,426 $102,593,244

—The trust organizing process re

ported during the week is as follows:

The White Mountain Paper company,

with $25,000,000 capital, as a competi

tor of the now dominant paper trust;

a British iron and steel trust, capital

ized at $200,000,000, the forming of

which is, however, denied; and a

camera and photographic supply

trust, with $35,000,000 capital, to in

clude the Kodak company.

—The judges of the St. Clair county

court, Missouri, have b?en again ar

rested for refusing to obey a federal

court mandamus requiring them to

make tax levies and sign warrants for

bonds fraudulently issued against

their county for the construction of a

railroad that was never built. A full

and authentic account of this long

controversy was recently given in

these columns by Hon. John Turner

White, at page 214.

—Gen. Sir Redvers Buller, of the

British army, was degraded on the

22d by removal from the command of

the First army corps. He is retired

permanently on half pay for having

admitted in a luncheon speech on the

10th that in the Natal campaign he

advised the abandonment of Lady-

smith after having failed in his effort

to relieve it by attacking Colenso.

The advice was evidently intended,

and he so states, to justify the com

mander at Ladysmith. his subordinate,

in the event of the latter's deciding

to withdraw.

To call any proposition certain,

while there is anyone who would deny

its certainty if permitted, but who is

not permitted, is to assume that we

ourselves, and those who agree with

us, are the judges of certainty, and

judges without hearing the other side.

—John Stuart Mill.
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MISCELLANY

OSMAN AGA'S DEVOTIONS.

When the sands of night are run

And the tollers go their ways

At the earliest peer of sun,

Osman Aga kneels and prays.

When the streets by noon are burned,

And the rooftops scorch and blaze,

With his brow toward Mecca turned,

Osman Aga kneels and prays.

At the purple shut of eve,

When the pilgrim khanward strays,

With the Faithful that believe,

Osman Aga kneels and prays.

But meanwhile this wag-beard gray

Cheats the poor with spurious wares,So on« scarce knows what to say

In regard to Aga's prayers!—Clinton Scollard.

LILIPUTIAN SHOPS MARK THE

GEOWTH OF VALUES.

Two tiny stores, each 6 by 12 feet,

in the heart of the shopping district

Oi Brooklyn, have been leased at what

is the record price for rents in the

"home borough." Each brings to the

fortunate owner $2,500 a year, a price

considered phenomenal by real estate

men. One will be occupied by the

agency of a coal firm and the other by

a retailer of women's corsets. The

only improvements the tiny shops have

are the windows and a marble basin

in one corner.—New York Herald of

Sept. 4.

THE PROPERTY RIGHTS WHICH

ARE SACRED.

We contend for the sacrednees of

property and property rights. Prop

erty is, and should be held, sacred.

Property rights are inherent. But

we must recognize the fact mat the

claim of sacredness becomes a per

nicious absurdity unless we restrict

our claims to actual property, id

est, real, produced wealth, and un

less we have come into possession of

it by natural and just methods that

deny to no other man his just and

sacred claim to the property which

he has produced. Mere legality does

not always establish the moral right,

and only the moral right is sacred.—

St. Louis Finance for August.

THE ADVANTAGES OF POVERTY.

An extract from a sermon delivered

October 13, in the Vine street Congrega

tional church, Cincinnati, by the pastor,

the Rev. Herbert S. BIgelow.

In his book on the gospel of wealth

Mr. Carnegie devotes a long chapter

to an enthusiastic defense of the ad

vantages of poverty.

He speaks of the "bracing school of

poverty."

What a use of English! You might

as well talk of the ripple of the rag

ing waves; you might as well speak

of the balmy Dakota blizzard; you

might as well talk of the refinement

of murder, or the delights of hunger,

as to speak of the advantages of pov

erty.

Poverty means hunger, cold, want,

despair, degradation. Poverty is

never a blessing; it is a blighting

curse.

What Mr. Carnegie means doubtless

is, that it is a curse for a man to

have his ambition destroyed by in

herited riches. It is a blessing for

a man to be born naked; to come into

the world without anything, to be

compelled to make his own way, to

stand on his own merit.

But that is not poverty.

Poverty is that destitution which

results from unjust laws; that desti

tution which is beyond the power of

the individual to escape.

Nature evidently intended that

every man should have nothing which

he did not earn by his own labor. But

Nature provided men with ample op

portunities of working and producing

the things they need. Even though

a man has nothing, he is not poverty

stricken if he is sure of an oppor

tunity of going to work and getting

something. There is no poverty,

strictly speaking, until the man that

has nothing is deprived of the oppor

tunity by his own labor to provide

for his needs.

We cannot say it is a blessing for

men to have to endure poverty unless

we impeach the laws of nature which

cause the corn to sprout and the fruit

to ripen, which cause the rain to fall

and the sun to shine. The wealth of

field and forest and mine is evidence

that Nature considered it good for

her children to work, but not to suf

fer poverty.

The prayer of the wise man was:

"Give me neither poverty nor riches."

We have laws by which some are able

to get more than the natural reward

of their labor. These same laws make

poverty by depriving owners of a por

tion of the fruits of their labor. In

spite of these laws the vitality of the

nation is great, and the vast majority

have a measure of prosperity. But it

is an inevitable result of these laws

that some should be crowded out of

their inheritance altogether. These

sink into a life wretched beyond de

scription; a life which, to the

thoughtless, may justify the theo

logians' doctrine of man's depravity;

but which proves only that some have

broken down, morally as well as

physically, under the unnatural

temptations and the unequal burdens

that have been laid upon them.

A man who earns an honest living,

who is neither the slave nor the

master of another, who knows

neither the fear of poverty nor the

temptations of idleness, who is not

made selfish by want nor dissolute by

luxury, such a man is most likely,

other things being equal, to live in

moral and physical health; and

health is salvation.

MAYOR JOHNSON'S WAY.Politics, the pull which probably se

cured a job for a number of men in

the city hall at the beginning of the

Johnson administration, is not strong

enough to hold their jobs for them.

The truth of the statement is found

in the discharge of Sam Boyd, who was

on the pay roll of Director of Accounts

Madigan.

Without saying "by your leave,"

Boyd absented himself from his desk

for two weeks, and when he returned

the other day he found another man

working at it. Appeals to Madigan,

Salen and the mayor were in vain.

Boyd was chairman of the old dem

ocratic central committee and says

that he is still a "live one," politically

speaking.—Cleveland Plain Dealer of

October IS.

The Rev. H. R. Cooley, director of

charities and correction, will probably

make a few speeches in behalf of the

democratic ticket during the local

campaign.

"Can you make a political speech?"

Mr. Cooley was asked, Wednesday.

"Oh, I can make a political speech, I

guess."

"Will you make any during this cam

paign?"

"1 will if Mayor Johnson wants me

to. I have not yet talked with him on

that subject."

"You don't object to talking pol

itics?"

"It would not be politics to make a

speech on the subject of taxation. I

regard that as a great moral question.

The demand for a revision of our pres-

sent tax laws does not come from

voters of any particular party. That

is a thing that affects the people of all

parties and all people, whether they

own land or houses or do not own

either.

"We are all taxpayers, for we all live

in houses of some sort. The man who

lives in a house pays the taxes on it,

no matter who owns it. Of course the

revision of the laws must be secured

by means of the ballot box and some

particular political party, when the



The Public 461

other refuses to take the matter up.

Because the democratic party in Ohio

has pledged itself to the people to

bring' about these reforms it does not

follow that it is democratic politics

to advocate it.

"Though it were I would take the

stump and speak for it, for the cause"

is righteous. If I were called it would

be my duty as a citizen to respond.

Every man should take an interest In

politics and something more than a

passive interest."—Plain Dealer of

October 17.

The local democratic campaign was

launched in earnest last night. Mayor

Johnson's famous circus tent, which

has been through so many hard-fought

struggles, was once more brought into

requisition. Its canvas folds were

spread on a vacant lot on St. Clair

street, near Willson avenue, and in

spite of the worst conceivable weather

conditions, a crowd of between 400 and

500 men gathered to hear the mayor

and "the candidates on the local dem

ocratic ticket.

When Mayor Johnson was intro

duced the cheers were prolonged. Mr.

Johnson addressed his audience as

"republicans and democrats."

"That is," said the mayor, "I hope

there are both republicans and dem

ocrats here, although I'm afraid that

only democrats would come out in

such weather as this.

"We are in dead earnest in our in

vitation to have the republican candi

dates come here and state their posi

tion. We want them to come to our

meetings and we promise to treat

them with all consideration, if they

will only accept our invitation. More

over, we pledge ourselves that we will

accept any invitation they may see

fit to give us to attend their meetings

and state our principles there. It is

well for voters to be afraid of men

who are unwilling to come out and

define their position on public ques

tions when they are invited to do so.

Such men are not good men in whose

hands to place a public trust. . . .

We are playing this campaign with

open hands. It is the men who are

playing politics with open hands who

are the men for the people to elect.

The people know where we stand, and

they know that we are working for

their interests.

"Last spring I made some promises.

I promised that tax inequalities should

be remedied, and on this platform to

night are two members of the city

board of equalization which added

$20,000,000 of the property of corpora

tions to the tax duplicate. These men

are now candidates for the state legis

lature, and they will continue their

great work if they are elected to that

body. This board did pretty good

work just for a starter, when they

raised Mark Hanna from $600,000 to

$6,000,000. Hanna hasn't explained this

yet. Perhaps he will explain it when

he gets started on his state campaign

from the rear end of a private car.

If Hanna wasn't a United States sen

ator he would have been in this tax

fight clear up to his neck. Hanna's a

good fighter and a good fellow, and I

admire him for the fight that's in him.

He has licked me a good many times

and I admire him for it."—Plain Dealer

of October 18.

THE CONCENTRATION CAMPS IN

SOUTH AFRICA.From an editorial In the Manchester

(England) Guardian of October 3.

If the general idea underlying our

recent operations is unsound, no

amount of ability or hard work can

make it succeed. The whole scheme

will have to be revised. We do not

believe that any processes of attri

tion can yield satisfactory results

when conducted simultaneously over

such enormous distances as those of

South Africa. The first condition of

success is to reduce the area of hos

tilities; and to achieve that end enor

mously superior forces must be con

centrated in given districts in succes

sion. The tendency of the present

military theory is constantly to en

large the area of war and destruc

tion; the military process needed is

gradual reduction of the area, with a

constant process of reconstruction,

so that each pacified district should

serve as the base for the pacification

of the next. The great obstacle is the

enormous distance between the prin

cipal towns, which swallows up con

siderably more than half the fighting

force in mere passive defense of com

munications. Unless certain parts of

the communications hitherto consid

ered vital are to be given up, we see

no way of reverting to sound military

methods except by a considerable in

crease in the military forces; and

then we are faced by the difficulty of

feeding our fresh forces. The only

way cut of that, it seems to us, is by

breaking up the concentration camps

and moving them down to the coast.

In that way we might hope to be able

to maintain a larger fighting force in

the two new colonies, and perhaps to

concentrate in overwhelming military

strength at the desired point, which

we are seldom able to do at present.

The only objection to this plan was

stated in a very remarkable article in

the Times a couple of days ago. In

discussing the additional burdens

which the maintenance of these

camps had thrown on the army, this

correspondent pointed out that there

were certain compensating advan

tages hitherto unsuspected. There

have, he says, been very many cases

in which the existence of these

camps has helped to maintain the

lines of communication intact, be

cause the Boers have hesitated to in

terfere with trains carrying supplies

to them. According to the Times cor

respondent, certain sections of the

line have, in fact, been kept open by

an arrangement with the train-wreck

ing commandos. The inference is

that if these camps were transferred

to the south, there would be more

train-wrecking and greater difficulty

in feeding our own army. These ex

traordinary statements, if correct,

dispel a swarm of popular delusions.

They show that the Boers are doing

what they can to assist us in provid

ing for their wives and families, and

that they are indisposed to take any

advantage of the military drawbacks

which the upkeep of these camps en

tails. They dispose, once more, of

the theory that the establishment of

these camps is an act of unrequited

generosity on our part. Further, if

we are not only losers but gainers by

our seizure of all these women and

children, does not the fact impose on

us an even more stringent obligation

to secure the welfare of the people

within these camps?

We cannot allow it to be said that

the "marauding bands" and the

"dastardly train-wreckers" exercise

consideration for the inmates of the

concentration camps and that the

British government leaves anything

undone that could relieve their lot.

Our duty to women and children is

not changed by the fact that they

are other men's wives and children.

The train-wrecker apparently does

not require a certificate that his own

wife or child is in a certain camp be

fore he allows a train carrying sup

plies to proceed. His forbearance,

according to this Times correspon

dent, is extended to all women and

children, without distinction, and our

duty—or, if anybody prefers the

word, our charity—must be equally

catholic. We have a lesson to learn

from these train-wreckers. Admit

everything urged by the apologists of

the camps; can anyone reconcile him

self to a death-rate that rose from

109 per thousand in June to 183 in
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July and 213 in August? Dr. Haldane

has told us what the figures mean.

The deaths among the women in the

camps per month should under nor

mal conditions be 96; the actual num

ber is 606, an excess of 510 due to in

sanitary surroundings. The deaths

among children during August were

3,245; under normal conditions they

should only have been 272. In other

words, the maintenance of these

camps means that seven times as

many women and 12 times as many

children are dying as would have died

if there had been no burning of

homes, no concentration policy, no

wholesale destruction of food and live

stock. We have just now seen the

military consequence of the policy.

The remedy for this terrible mortal

ity and for our military difficulties is,

we believe, one and the same. The

camps should be removed and the

military theory which led to their

formation definitely abandoned.

ANARCHY AND GOVERNMENT.

An article by Ervlng Wlnslow, secretary

of the New England Antl-ImperlaUst

league; published In the San Francisco

Star of September 28.

It may be difficult to obtain a hearing

for a philosophic consideration of any

event which is deeply stirring the emo

tions of the community. From one

point of view it might seem best to

await the sober second-thought of the

people before making,any comments

upon the situation that might be in

terpreted as casting the least shadow

of reproach upon honest sympathy

and righteous indignation. Neverthe

less, the hysterical sentiment is so in

creased and multiplied by the mag

netism of personal influence, possessed

by those whose hearts are better than

their heads, and by the tremendous

power of the sensational press and pul

pit, that serious results may be

brought about and embodied in popu

lar action or hasty legislation before

the expected time of second-thought is

reached. The Virginia constitutional

convention has already eliminated the

guaranty of freedom of speech from

the bill of rights. It may be well,

therefore, to throw into the seething

caldron some elements which may

possibly contribute a little to a nor

mal precipitation.

The confusion of the public mind has

been singularly illustrated in the re

cent rejection in. New York of a pro

posed candidate for office, suspected of

socialism, because of the present an

tipathy for anarchism! This is very

much as if we should proceed to boy

cott some well-known apostle of tem

perance because a drunken man had

committed a crime. Socialism is the

logical opposite of anarchism, and it

might be supposed that a socialist just

now would be the most popular person

in the country.

It is, of course, too much to expect,

under the circumstances, that the dif

ference between the philosophical and

the violent anarchist should be recog

nized. In common speech "anarchy"

is indeed generally recognized as a

synonym for disorder and destruction.

The ordinary person who was told,

for example, that a schoolroom was in

a state of anarchy, would conceive the

idea of a scene of uproar and confu

sion, desks overturned, books thrown

about and a general tumult, requiring

at once the strong hand of authority.

A schoolroom in a state of true an

archy would exhibit, on the contrary,

a collection of pupils fulfilling their

appointed tasks in the absence of the

teacher, with zeal and concentration,

assisting each other, if necessary, by

the exchange of a pen or a pencil, and

happily cooperating in perfect good

will to produce the most harmonious

result in the most peaceful way.

Not many years ago the doctrine

was generally accepted that govern

ment should be limited to the narrow

est range of functions consistent with

the preservation of order, and it was

felt that with the natural progress- of

education and enlightenment, as time

went on its functions might be safely

still more limited in number and

scope; in fact, that with the elevation

of mankind, approach would be made

to the millennial idea which, in -a way,

may be called philosophic anarchism.

It is the doctrine of scripture that in

the fullness of time, "they shall not

hurt nor destroy in all my holy moun

tain; for the earth shall be full of the

knowledge of the Lord as the waters

cover the sea."

Is thisideanolongerlconceivable? It

might almost be believed that such is

the case when so many of those who

are technically apostles of the Chris

tian religion appear to have lost it

and are most conspicuous among those

who see in a single act of insane vio

lence only a provocation for greater

violence and for the employment of

force against force, and when high

functionaries of government also open

ly advocate lynching. As it is the first

dut3" of the Christian man, outraged in

feeling or in person, to look at home

and to seek a cause of provocation

rather than to wreak hasty revenge, it

certainly becomes the body politic to

act and judge dispassionatelj- in the

presence of an outrage committed by

a single wretched and degenerate mem

ber of it. The horrible crime which

has been lately committed is probably

altogether an isolated one; but as so

many attempts are being made to

throw the responsibility of it upon

every outspoken opposition to what

may chance to be individual or party

policy, it is certainly well to open our

minds to more sober counsels. A well-

known ecclesiastic has even vehement

ly denounced any severe criticism of re

publican functionaries in obedience to

the precept that their power is "or

dained by God"—the sanction claimed

by royalty—oblivious of the fact that

impeachment, which would be treason

under monarchical governments, is

among us a constitutional right which

may become a duty.

Efforts to control legitimate criti

cism, to strengthen the visible power

of governments and to increase the

prestige of mere authority, will in

creasingly challenge in the future dis

like, hatred and the possibility of vio

lence from the poor, the discontented

and the unfortunate—the proletariat,

as it is contemptuously called. Poland,

unhappy Poland, where freedom fell

with Kosciusko, has been the parent of

anarchism in the past, as Finland and

other countries now being deprived of

freedom, may be in the future—not the

America of constitutional liberty.

With the enormous progress of indi

vidualism, through the influence of the

press and modern education, anything

like thorough and effectual suppression

of criticism and discussion is impossi

ble. The czar cannot compass it; the

kaiser, with the pains and penalties of

lese majeste, cannot effect it. How fu

tile would be the effort in America!

The claims of imperialism, of author

ity based upon conquest, of usurped or

hereditary prerogative, will constantly

meet with increasing danger. Shining

marks which stand for force will inev

itably excite prejudice and aversion.

It would seem, indeed, as time goes on,

as if the only function which could be

exercised with safety would be that

of the recognized public servant;

that simplicity in manners, ab

sence of show and pretension,

and especially disassociation from

military conditions, would be the

only prudent characteristics of of

ficialdom. The executive of the

United States will be certainly most ef

fectually respected when professing

and pursuing absolute obedience to the

constitution, the rule of order estab

lished by those who have selected him

for their service, having no responsi

bility and no accountability beyond it.
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felonious attacks upon the president

should have a special punishment as

being aimed against the commander

in chief of the American army and

navy. This would be the most danger

ous imperialism. In times of social

discontent, at all events, this repub

lican military chieftain would prob

ably be obliged to travel like the em

peror of Russia, in an iron-clad car,

preceded by a dummy train over a road

lined with soldiery.

The attention of the world cannot be

diverted from the fact that govern

ment is now exercised over a very con

siderable portion of the human race,

and by nations which are supposed to

lead in civilization, by sheer force;

and, if for the presumed good of the

governed, certainly without their con

sent. Wars and rumors of wars,

armies and navies, fill the mind with

notions of arbitrary power. These

thoughts, in times of unrest and suf

fering, must inevitably suggest and

create resistance thereto. Triumphs

of returninglegions, official progresses'

and receptions, royal funerals and

coronations, must also stir up very dif

ferent feelings among the masses of

mankind who are everywhere appre

hending their reduction, meanwhile,

by the influence of aggregated wealth

(always, of course, supporters of the

powers that be) to a condition of me

chanical servitude. The true grandeur

of nations, the true safety of nations

and of their administrators, lies, as

Charles Sumner pointed out half a cen

tury ago, in words that now read like

a judgment, in disarmament, in peace,

in true democracy.

Meanwhile multitudes of men are so

far from seeing the truth with clear

minds and honest intention that they

are even endeavoring to throw the re

sponsibility of an act of a madman

upon those whose lives have been con

scientiously devoted to efforts for the

fulfillment of the day when "nation

shall not lift up sword against na

tion, neither shaB they learn war any

more."

The order of events has drifted the

world from the current which seemed

to be bearing the peoples toward a

happier and safer future. God knows

when, in his good time, the tide may

be checked which seems to be carrying

us on through the whirlpool and the

rapids to the precipice which lies be

yond! It is certain that if an awful

crime which has shocked the country

and the world produces any .such con

sequences as are indicated by the clam

ors of a portion of the press and pul

pit, the real tragedy of it will consist

in adding something to the force and

How of that fatal tide.

THE CONTEMPTIBLE NEUTRAL.

The world was full of battle—

The whole world, far and wide;

Men and women and children

Were fighting on either side.

I was sent from the hottest combat

With a message of life and death,

Black with smoke and red with blood,

Weary and out of breath.

Forced to linger a moment

And bind a stubborn wound,

Cursing the hurt that kept me. back

From the fiery battle ground-

When I found a cheerful stranger,

Calm, critical, serene,

Well sheltered from all danger,

Painting a battle scene.

He was cordially glad to see me—

The coolly smiling wretch—

And inquired with admiration':

"Do you mind if 1 make- a sketch?"

So he had me down in a minute,

With murmurs of real delight;

My "color" was "delicious;"

My "action" was "just right!"

And he prattled on with ardor

Of the moving scene below;

Of the "values" of the smoke-wreaths,

And the "splendid rush and go."

Of the headlong desperate charges

Where a thousand lives were spent;

Of the "massing" In the foreground

With the "middle distance" blent.

Said I: "You speak serenely

Of the living death in view;

These are human creatures dying-

Are you not human, too?

"This Is a present battle

Where all men strive to-day;

How does it chance you sit apart?

Which Is your banner—say?"

His fresh cheek blanched a little,

And he answered with a smile

That he fought not on either side;

He was watching a little while.

'Watching," said I, "and neutral!"

Neutral In times like these!"

And I plucked him off his sketching stool

And brought him to his knees.

I stripped him of his traveling cloak

And showed him to the sky-

By his uniform—a traitor!

By his handiwork—a spy!

I dragged him back to the field he left—

To the fate he was fitted for.

We have no place for lookers-on,

While all the world's at war!

—Charlotte Perkins Stetson, in The Chal

lenge.

Natural rights are those which al

ways appertain to man in right of his

existence. Of this kind are all the in

tellectual rights, or rights of the mind,

and also all those rights of acting

as an individual for his own comfort

and happiness, which are not injuri

ous to the rights of others. Civil

rights are those which appertain to

a man in right of his being a member of

society. Every civil right has for its

foundation some natural right pre-ex

isting in the individual, but to which

his individual power is not, in all cases,

sufficiently competent. Of this kind

are all those which relate to security

and protection.—Paine.

Miss Tenders-—How shamefully the

English are treating the Boer women!

Miss Kooley—But just think how

unspeakably worse the condition of

the women would be if the English

were not Christians.

G. T. E.

The usefulness of an opinion is

itself matter of opinion; as disputable,

as- open to discussion, and requiring

discussion, as much as the opinion

itself.—John Stuart Mill.

Better a thousand fold abuse of free

speech than denial of free speech; the

abuse dies in a day, but the denial slays-

the life of the people and entombs the

hope of the race.—Bradlaugh.

John Bull—The state of affairs in

South Africa makes me feel that my

strong right arm has gone back on

me.

Uncle Sam—Oh, you mustn't mind

a little thing like that. I don't worry

even when my constitution goes back

on me.

G. T. E.

Where is much desire to learn, there

of necessity will be much arguing,

much writing, many opinion.s; for

opinion i.s but knowledge in the mak

ing.—Milton.

Braken—Your friend, the federal

judge, looks1 ill?

Dr. Tewmeen—But he isn't ill. He

is merely weak constitutionally.

G. T. E.

The three months during which the

Inner Temple gardens have been open

in the evening to poor children came

to an end on Saturday. No damage
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whatever has been done to the trees or

plants.—Clipping from English Paper.

BOOK NOTICES.

WATSON'S STORY OF FRANCE.Although the Macmlllan company has

been called on to reprint several times these

two octavo volumes, I do not believe we

have yet begun to realize the greatness of

Watson's "Story of France." It Is one of

the rare literary works, the mastery of

which might be said to'be a liberal educa

tion. It is far and away the greatest his

torical work that has been produced by

an American author. It Is this because of

the wonderful insight It shows in dealing

with great world problems that bear on

the story of human progress.

That the book, from its appearance, was a

surprise to the reading and thinking pub

lic is putting it mildly. People could hard

ly belibve that the two handsome Macmll

lan volumes could come out of Georgia, and

from a Georgia populist! We expected such

things from New England and the shades

of Cambridge.

Not only is the book great in matter,

in wide Information and learning and

grasp of the subject, but it is great in

style. It is an artistic book. Its style

shows consummate art; and the art, while

conforming in essentials to conventional

requirements, Is fresh and original. I

know of no other book with a style quite

like it. There is a happy combination of

the nervousness or Carlyle with the clear

ness and elegance of more orthodox

writers. Evidently Mr. Watson is his own

model, and he has shown that he is able to

setan independent standard. He has shown

how to be unconventional and familiar

without loss of dignity, how to be vivid

and picturesque without going into hys

terics.

But the great value of the book lies in

the clear drawing of that issue which

comes out in strongest colors In the history

of France, namely, the contest between jus

tice and freedom on the one hand and

privilege and oppression on the other. To

see and show this contest is the central

duty of the historian, and no other his

torian has seen the point and shown it

more clearly than Mr. Watson. His book

carries one on like a novel with a central

plot. No matter what side Issues may come

In, one feels beneath them all the supreme

question of the rights of man.

What an antidote this book Is for the

lukewarmness and the insidious slurs of

our modern generation of writers who pre

tend to interpret the great revolutionary

period of the last quarter of the eighteenth

century. As Mr. Watson says: "Cold,

cold are the ashes of all this noble en

thusiasm now."

But who can say when the fires will

blaze again? In the reign of Louis XVI.

there was great talk of national prosper

ity and of the immense Increase of ex

ports-. "In all France there was not a man,

high or low, who dreamed1 of demolishing

the throne, or abolishing the system then

existing." Never was monarch crowned with

greater pomp than Louis XVI., and the

people shouted with enthusiasm. The peas

ant seemed loyal. He "had borne his cross

so long that it seemed to him to be a part

of the family furniture." "The Church,

speaking for God, told him that all was

lovely and must remain as it was." Mme.

Roland wrote: "The ministers are en

lightened and well disposed, the young

king docile and eager for good, the queen

amiable and beneficent, the court kind and

respectable, the legislative body honor

able, the people obedient, wishing only to

love their master, the kingdom full of re

sources. Ah, but we are going tobe happy!"

How and why it all changed so soon, the

deep causes and the superficial incidents,

the long blindness and the great awaken

ing of people and leaders, is the main

theme of this latest and best of the stories

of France.

"History." says Mr. Watson, "moves in a

circle, they tell us. So it does—but why?

Because we are continually forgetting

what experience has taught us, and have

to learn it all over again. The human

race, oppressed by its natural enemies-

caste, superstition. Intolerance, reverence

of power—rises up and throws off the

yoke. The enemy, having been overthrown,

is no longer feared, is forgotten. That be

ing the case, the evil stealthily reenters,

often disguised, and always Insinuating.

. . . Thus we move in history's vicious cir

cle."

Surely no author has ever shown more

brilliantly the warning lights that ought to

come to us from the past.

JAMES H. DILLARD.

A sermon on "The Twelve Gates of the

New Jerusalem" (Chicago: Western New

Church Union), by Rev. John S. Saul, first

attracts by the artistic typography in

which it Is published, and then by the

rationality of its explanation of the four

square city of the New Jerusalem, with

three gates on every side, as described in

the Book of Revelation. These different

gates are said to imply that eternal truths

are adapted to the recognition of every

variety of mind. They are different en

trances as It were to the same great body

of truth. The sermon is at bottom a plea

for freedom of thought, essentially not un

like that of Kipling's verse in which he

writes—

There are nine and sixty ways

Of constructing tribal lays,

And every single one of them is right.

That is to say, there are channels of

thought on all sides of truth, each differ

ent, each adapted to an order of mind

which rejects the other's, but all leading

in to central truth. "Every single one of

them Is right."
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