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“The stuffed prophet” is what the
New York Sun used to call Grover
Cleveland. This wasn’t very nice,
but then the Sun never was overnice.
And it was long ago cordially forgiven
by Mr. Cleveland’s friends for that
epithet, because it invented epithets
so much nastier for Mr. Bryan. We
repeat the Sun’s irreverent charac-
terization: of Mr. Cleveland as a
“stuffed prophet” because it is so
foreibly suggested by ‘that gentle-
man’s speech of the 19th at the Til-
den club banquet in New York.

The Tilden club has been estab--

lished to “harmonize” and “reorgan-
ize” the Democratic party along plu-
tocratic lines. Quite appropri-
ately, therefore, ittakes the name
of a millionaire bourbon Democrat of
a former generation, who made his
nmillions by railroad “wrecking,” and
to whom the Democratic party is in-
debted for nothing of which it has
any special reason to be proud. He
introduced the “gum shoe” campaign,
with its “whispers,” its “literary
bureaus,” and its “barrels;” and,
having been exposed in his efforts to
bribe returning-boards, was outwit-
ted in a sly scheme to secure the pres-
idency by a combination of 8 to 7,
which his equally callous but more
astute adversaries deftly turned into
acombination of 7to8. An excellent
Patron saint of the plutocratic “re-
organizers” is Samuel J. Tilden.
Noless sensitive to the proprieties
vith reference to “harmony” than to
“reorganization” was the Tilden club
on the occasion of this banquet at
¥hich Mr, Cleveland spoke.  The
kind of “harmony” to which the “re-

organizers” aspire is what existed be-
tween the lion and the lamb when
they lay down in peace together, the
lambinside. These gentlemen have
regarded the party as disorganized
because they have lost control of it.
They therefore wish to reorganize by
regaining control. That is what “re-
organization” means and itis all it
means. So, in spreading a national
“harmony” banquet, to which Dem-
ocratic leaders from all sections
were invited, the Tilden club “re-
organizers” chose two Eastern men
for the speakers—one because he is
an ex-President and the other be-
cause he is a local candidate for
President—and pasted a courtplas-
ter over the mouth of every other
guest, however distinguished. Their
anxiety for “harmony” was mani-
festly intense. They went even so
far as to invite Mr. Bryan to be their
guest. But in their fidelity to the
proprieties of the “harmonious” oc-
casion they carefully refrained from
inviting him to be a speaker. Their
delicacy was truly sublime—though
not usually called delicacy. '

Here was a banquet nominally de-
signed to harmonize the discordant
elements of the party. An ex-Pres-
ident whom the party had three times
nominated for President and twice
elected, yet who bolted the nom-
ination and publicly scorned the per-
son of his successor as leader of the
party, was invited tospeak. Another
invited speaker was the presidential
favorite of such “reorganizers” and
“harmonizers” as William C. Whit-
ney of the Standard Oil trust. He had
greeted the party’s presidential nom-
ination of 1896 with the remark that
he was “still a Democrat—very still,”
and had acted accordingly. Both
speakers were not only selected from
the disgruntled minority group of
the party, and with reference to the

tastes of the plutocratic element,
but from the same locality. But Mr.
Bryan, the greatest member of the
party outside of the “reorganizing”
wing (which modestly claims a mo-
nopoly of the great), and the presiden-
tial candiate of the party who in 1896
and 1900 polled larger popular votes
than any of his predecessors, Cleve-
land included, and withal an “able
and eloquent Democratic orator,” as
Mr. Hill took occasion to describe
him, was ostentatiously invited to at-
tend and as ostentatiously given to
understand that he would be expect-
ed to be seen and not heard. This
is precisely the kind of “harmony”
banquet to which the Democrats
of the Democratic party are in-
vited by the “reorganizers,” not only
at Tilden clubs, but in the organiza-
tion itself and at the polls. They
are expected to beseen and not heard.

But to get back to Mr. Cleveland’s
speech. It was a characteristic pro-
duction—all democratic “stuffing”
and no democratic meat, a
speech in the last stages,
pathologically speaking, of fatty
degeneration of its democracy.
While it reads like a Democratic
speech, examination shows that the
substance of democracy is not there,
but only the patter. With the
substitution of Republican for Dem-
ocratic epithets, Republican for Dem-
ocratic names, and the omission
of the wails over defeat, this speech
would answer just as well for a Re-
publican meeting as for a Democratic
banquet. There is only one para-
graph about which there could
possibly be any doubt of that, and
we quote it in full:

Democracy has already in store the
doctrines for which it fights its euc-
cessful battles; and it will have them
in etore as long as the people are kept
from their own, and just as long as
their righte and interests are sacri-
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ficed by favoritism inr government care,
by inequality in government burdens,
by the encouragement of huge indus-
trial aggregations ‘that throttle in-
dividual enterprise, by the reckless
waste of public money, and by the
greatest of all injuries, as it underlies
nearly all others, a system of tariff
taxation whose robbing exactionsare
far beyond the needs of economical
and legitimate government expendi-
ture, which purchases support by ap-
peals to sordidmess and greed, and
which continually corrupts the public
conscience.

But wouldn’t even that paragraph
pass as & moderately good Republic-
an speech if the first word were
changed and the Democrats were the
“ins” instead of the “outs”? Try
it and see. The only part that might
need toning down would be the three
" or four lines that mention tariff tax-
ation; and that part wouldn’t need it
if the Gorman Democrats were in
power and the speech were being de-
livered by a Babcock Republican.

About the wails over defeat, how-
ever, a word should be said regarding
the facts. This word cannot be re-
peated too often. Mr. Cleveland im-
plies, evidently with intention, that
the Democratic defeats of 1896 and
1900 were due to the Chicago plat-
form and the nomination of Bryan.
His memoryisshort. Every political
observer who recalls the dark days of
11894, 1895 and 1896, befqre the Chi-
cago platform was formulated or
Bryan thought of as a candidate,
knows that the Democratic party was
doomed to disaster by Cleveland’s
administration  and  leadership.
Never mind the blame; we are
speaking of the fact. Cleveland had
been elected President in 1892 with
a Democratic Congress at his back.
In the lower House there were 219
Democrats, making a clear majority
of 41, Two yearslater this Democrat-
ic majority was swept away. Only 93
Democrats were elected, and the Re-
publicans controlled the new House
by a clear majority of 74. Mr. Cleve-
land takes occasion to say thatin Til-
den’s day “and afterwards Northern
Democratic states were not rare curi-
osities.” He implies that “Bryan-
ism” has made them so. Butin

fact they became so at the congres-
sional elections of 1894, two years
ahead of “Bryanism.” - In that year
not one Northern State, not a solitary
one, elected a majority of Pemo-
crats in its delegation to Congress; al-
though the delegations of Indiana,
New Jersey, New York, Wyoming and
Wisconsin had Democratic majorities
in 1892. From California there was
only 1 Democrat in 1894, where there
had been 4 in 1892; from Illinois,
none in 1894, where there had been 11
in 1892; from Indiana none in 1894,
where there had been 11 in 1892;
from Iowa, none in 1894, where there
had:been 1in 1892; from Kansas none
in 1894, where there had been 1 in
1892; from Massachusetts 1 in
1894, where there had been 4in 1892;
from Michigan none in 1894, where
there had been 5 in 1892 ;from Minne-
sota none in 1894, where there had
been 2 in 1892; from Nebraska none
in 1894, where there had been 1 in
1892; from New Jersey, nonein 1894
where there had been 6 in 1892; from
New York 5 in 1894, where there
had been 20 in 1892; from Ohio 2 in
1894, where there had been 10 in
1892; from Pennsylvania 2 in 1894,
where there had been 10 in 1892;
from Rhode Island none in 1894,
where there had been 2 in 1892; from
West Virginia none in 1894, where
there had been 4 in 1892; from Wis-
consin none in 1894, where there had
been 6 in 1892; and from Wyoming
none in 1894, where there had been
1 in 1892. Even the Southern state
of Tennessee had only 6 in a delega-
tion of 10 in 1894, while Missouri
had only 4 in a delegation of 15. The
Senate, too, was changed from Demo-
cratic to Republican. In the’ Con-
gress which followed the elections of
1894 there were only 39 Democratic
Senators to 42 Republicans; whereas
in the Congress following the elec-
tions of 1892 there had been'44 Dem-
ocratic Senators to only 36 Republic-
ans. Things Democratic grew stead-
ily worse, until in the spring of 1896
the Democratic nomination for Pres-
ident went a-begging. Excepting
the impossible Hill, none of the old
“availables” nor the new “possibili-

ties” wanted it.. Utter defeat for the
Democratic party was regarded as in-
evitable by the leaders on both sides.
Even if all this wasnot Mr. Cleve-
land’s fault it was a result of his
administration and the signal for his
“banishment.”

Such was the hopeless condition of
the party when the Chicago platform
and Bryan were unexpectedly put
forward to save it from dropping out
of the political arena or into ascarce-
ly concealed alliance with the Re-
publicans. At once its prospects
revived, and in spite of Cleveland’s
going over to McKinley’s support, it
continued toregain strength. Under
the circumstances success was im- -
possible. But the heaviest load it
had to carry through it all, was not
“free silver,” nor “Bryanism” of any
kind, but the unpopularity: of the
Cleveland administration. Outside
of financial circles that was the tune
which the Republican orators sung,
and that, together with Hanna’s cor-
ruption fund, was the cause of Bry-
an’s defeat. Bryan had not only
to ward off Cleveland’s blows upon
his flank; he had also to carry
Cleveland’s heavy record wupon
his back. Yet see the result.
The popular vote for Bryan in 1896
was larger than that for Cleveland in
1892 by 946,007. His proportion of
the total vote was 46.7 per cent.,
whereas Cleveland’s in 1892 was only
46.08—Bryan’s being larger by two-
thirds of 1 per cent. In harmony
with this result was the change in
the DemocraticrepresentationinCon-
gress. From a total of only 93 elected
in the last Cleveland year (1894) the
Democratic representation was raised
in the first Bryan year (1896) to 130,
and the Republican majority reduced
from 74 to 24; while in the second
Bryan year (1900), the Democratic
representation was raised to 153 and
the Republican majority reduced to
20. And although it might still be
said, in Mr. Cleveland’s phrase, that
Northern Democratic states were
“rare curiosities,” they had at any
rate regained some of the represen-
tation which during his administra-
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tion they absolutely lost. The
number of Democrats in the Califor-
nia delegation was increased from 1
in 1894 to 2 in 1896, though both
were lost in 1900; that of the Illinois
delegation from none in 1894 to 5 in
1896, and 11 in 1900; that of the In-
diana delegation from nene in 1894 to
4 in 1896 and the gain held in 1900;

that of Kansas fromnonein1894to1

in 1900; that of Massachusetts from
1 in 1894 to 2 in 1896 and 3 in 1900;
that of Michigan from none in 1894
to 1 in 1896, which, however, was
lost in 1900; that of New York
from 5 in 1894 to 6 in 1896 and
12 in 1900; that of Ohio from 2 in
1894 to 6 in 1896, but reduced to 4 in
1900; that of Nebraska from none in
1894 to 2 in 1900; and that of New
Jersey from none in 1894 and
1896 to 2 in 1900; while the Demo-
cratic delegation from the Southern
state of Tennesseerose from 6 in 1894
to 8 in 1896, remaining at 8 in 1900,
and that from Missouri from 4 in
1894 to 12 in 1896 and 13 in 1900.
Under these circumstances Mr.
Cleveland crowds the line of delicacy
very close when he implies that the
Democratic defeats since Tilden’s
day are chargeable to Bryan’s leader-
ship. '

The speech of David B. Hill on.

the occasion of this Tilden club “har-
mony” banquet, is not open to the
criticism that it all ran to “fat.” Hill
did say things. And the things he
said were Democratic in substance
as well as verbiage. One of them is
especially worth quoting, because it
puts into contpact form a sentiment
which needs just now to get emphat-
ic expression. Referring to the Re-
publican trick of confusing the gov-
ernment with the party in power as
if they were the same,and taking
President Roosevelt’s Decoration
Day speech as his text, Mr. Hill men-
tioned that speech as—

the partisan address of President
Roosevelt, delivered on Decoration
day, in violation of the proprieties of
the occasion, wherein he purposely or
inadvertently confused the well recog-
nized distinctions which exist between
the administration and the govern-
ment, between the army and the gov-

ernment and betweenall theother offi-
cials of the government and the gov-
ernment itself, and assumed to ques-
tion the loyalty of those who have ven-
tured to criticise the cruel acts of a
few officers of the army, who, if semi-
officials reports are correct, have un-
doubtedly disgraced thé uniform they
wear. This confusion of the state it-
self with the ruler thereof, is not new
in history. It was Louis XIV. who
once made the same mistake when he
assumed to be France and uttered the
famous declaration: ‘Tam the state’—
a remark which might have lost him
his head in later times of less des-
potism; and President Roosevelt, in an-
other sense, seems to have already
lost his head when he forgets that
this country differs from both ancient
and modern France in that it is not
a crime to criticize the army, or the
President, or any other servant or
servants of the people; and he needs
to be reminded that this is a govern-
ment of law—a government under a
written constitution, wherein the
right of every citizen freely to ex-
press his sentiments upon administra-
tive questions is expressly guaran-
teed—and that loyalty to the govern-
ment does not consist in loyalty to
individuals or to the policies of those
who happen to hold official positions.
Loyalty to this government consists in
attachment to our free institutions—
in faithful cbservance of constitutional
provisions, in respect for its flag as
the emblem of civil liberty, in support
of the authorities of the United States
against the attacks of our foreign or
domestic foes; but it does not con-
sist in ostentatious professions of “in-
tense Americanism,” nor in indiffer-
ence to the preservation or spread of
republican forms of government
everywhere, nor in suppressing free
speéch, nor in conquering the free peo-
ple of other and distant lands who de-
sire to govern themselves. . . .

That is the best democracy that

David B. Hill has ever uttered, and
he should have credit for it.

On another matter also Mr. Hill
was more than usually radical and
definite. While condemning trusts
he demanded “free trade in all arti-
cles controlled by trusts,” and said:

Everybody of discernment and in-

telligence must recognize the folly of

the maintenance of a system of tariff
taxation which enables manufactur-
ers enjoying a monopoly of govern-
mental favoritism here to undersell
foreign manufacturers in the latter’s
own country and at the sametime com-
pel the people of this country to pay
a larger price for the manufactured
articles which they purchase in their

home markets than American manu-
facturers themselves are willing to
accept from foreign purchasers in for-
eign lands. ... The whole system of
governmental favoritism, whereby the
constitutional power to tax for the
purpose of providing revenue for the
needs of the federal treasury is im-
properly used for the purpose of build-
ing up one man’s business at the ex-
pense of another’s, by discriminating
in favor of one industry as against an-
other, is a vicious system which has
long afflicted the country and which
has grown more and more intolerable
with years and against which Democ-
racy has ever protested. It is utterly
indefensible upon any just and proper
principle of government. There is no
justification for the exercise of the
power of legislation to make million-
aires out of one class of people and
paupers of another. . . . If the policy
of protection is to continue in whole or
in part to be tolerated by the coun-
tryit might be well to consider whether

it were not better that its evils should -
not be attempted to be mitigated by
piecemeal or popgun legislation, but
that our efforts should be reserved un-
til the country has become so surfeited
with its monstrous injustice that it is
prepared to destroy the whole citadel
of protection and to return to a con-
stitutional and just system of taxa-
tion for the purposes of revenue only.

If David B. Hill were a man to be
trusted, that utterance could be ac-
cepted as the strongest and most sat-
isfactory in the direction of free trade
which can yet be hoped for. But to
know Hill’s record is to distrust his
professions. He has always beena
“peanut politician,” with no political
principles that he could not throw
off or put on as seemed to him from
time to time expedient. From such
a leader the Democratic party may
most devoutly pray deliverance. It
were better for the party to suffer
defeat at the election in 1904 as in
1896 and in 1900, than to suffer it
after the election, as in 1892.

In responding to the challenge of
the “harmony” banqueters to whom
Cleveland and Hill spoke at New
York, Mr. Bryan makes an indict-
ment which is criticized for dealing
in personalities. That is a weak eva-
sion. Indictments always deal in
personalities. The question is not
whether Mr. Bryan’s indictment is
personal but whetherit is true. Let

‘no one who hopes to see the Demo-
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cratic party win at the next presi-
dential election imagine that Bryan’s
words can be treated with indiffer-
ence. They have a portentous mean-
ing to every one who would place the
Democratic party upon the low plane
of merely “getting there.” They
do not mean that Bryan must
be nominated. They do not mean
that any personal favorite of his
must be nominated. They do not
mean necessarily even that free silver
coinage must be demanded in the
platform or that any other particular
demand shall be made. They donot
mean that past issues must be galvan-
ized. They do not mean that a fac-
tion must rule or ruin. But they
do mean that there shall be noretreat.
They do mean that the money pow-
er will not be allowed to ac-
quire the ownership of the Dem-
ocratic party as it has already
acquired that of the Republic-
an party, and that if it should suc-
ceed in seizing the party machinery
another Democratic party will spring
into existence which will at least
make the success of the election of
the candidates of the kidnaped Dem-
ocracy impossible. They mean, too,
that the acknowledged or manifest
leadership of either Hill or Cleveland
in the party organization would be
regarded as a signal of danger.
Those who hope for Democratic vic-
tory in 1904, might as well know,
now as well as later—it isnot a threat;
it is a simple fact—that victory can-
not be achieved under either Hill or
Cleveland. It is not merely Bryan
who says this, but also an army of
Democratic voters who speak through
him. Victory may be impossible
without the leadership of Hill and
Cleveland. It is absolutely impos-
sible with their leadership.

To divert attention from the main
issue in the Philippine question, the
imperialists are raising a virtuous
cry about “the honor of the army”.
It is not merely proved, it is con-
ceded, that a general ordered that Sa-
mar be made a howling wilderness
even to the extent of killing women

and children; it is boasted by the offi-
cer who received the order that Sa-
mar has been turned into a howling
wilderness; it is admitted that the
water torture was applied in numer-
ous cases, and the Manila papers make
no concealment of its being a general
practice adopted not for punishment
or retaliation but to extort informa-
tion from prisoners of war. Yet the
apologists for cruelty and the pro-
moters of imperalism, from Mr.
Roosevelt down, complain that con-
demnation of these atrocities
amounts to an attack wupon “the
honor of the army,” and ask a sus-
pension of opinion pending in-
vestigation. What is there to inves-
tigate? The factsareadmitted, even
boasted of. The question is not
whether accusations against the
army are true, but whether conceded
doings of the army are infamous. It
is not whether Gen. Smith ordered
indiscriminate killing, for he says he
did; but whether indiscriminate kill-
ing is civilized warfare. It is not
whether Smith and Waller made a
howling wilderness of Samar, for one
admits he ordered it, and the other
admits he did it; but whether that is
civilized warfare. It is not whether
Waller murdered prisoners of war off-
hand, without charges or trial, for
he says he did; but whether that is
civilized warfare. It is not whether
the army all over the islands have
administered the water torture, nor
whether it was administered only in
exceptional cases and under excite-
ment in revenge, for the testimony is
uniform that it was administered
commonly and in the presence and
with the approval of officers, and that
in most instances it was administered
to prisoners of war to extort informa-
tion regarding their uncaptured com-
rades. The question at this point,
then, is not whether this torture was
in fact used for this purpose, but
‘whether it is civilized warfare to ex-
tort information from prisoners by
means of torture. If it is, then the
honor of the army is as secure in this
'respect as army honor can be; if it is
not, then whoever tries to divert at-

tention from these admitted atroci-
ties, puts his own honor in pawn.

Some, however, of the Philippine
atrocities are open subjects for in-
vestigation. Among these may be
included the reconcentrado camps.
Regarding them, it is said in behalf
of “the honor of the army” that they
are quite unlike the Weylerian camps
of Cuba; that, indeed, they are really
paternal institutions, into which the
natives are invited for their own good
but not forced to come. We are un-
able, of course, to deny these pretty
descriptions. All we can say is that
the pretenses of affection for the Fili-
pinos which have been spread upon
the records of the Senate Philippines
committee appear, under the circum-
stances, to be somewhat over-acted,
and that they are challenged by eye-
witnesses. Here, for illustration, is
an extract from a private letter now
before us, written from the Philip-
pines by one who, while he abhors,
excuses what he describes:

In [one of the provinces, name ex-
cised to prevent identification of the
writer] all the people, willy nilly, had
to come into towns. All found out-
side after a certain day were to be
shot on sight. Ido not know whether
these orders were made public, but of
their truth I have no doubt, for I heard
them issued by one officer to several
officers under his command. .. . .
The crops in [samé province] were
burned and every living thing was
killed outside the concentration towns
—that is, everything seen. Now at
first sight these measures seem hor-
ribled and, I suppose, will remnain re-
pugnant to the merciful and humane
no matter how long they are held up
to view. But still they ended in three
months a war that would®have dragged
on for three years or perhaps longer.
If the slaughter of human beings can
be justified at all (I think not), the
short, severe method is better than the
temporizing one, which starves the
innocent and brutalizes the youth.

Of the truth of that description of
the American reconcentrado camps
we have no doubt. Itisconfirmedby
.the atmosphere even of the contra-
dictory testimony. Nor have we any
‘doubt that it could be proved if the
‘Philippine committee of the Senate
were conducting its inquiry as openly
and thoroughly as investigating com-
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mittees are expected to do. There
was no necessity for reconcentrado
camps at all (and it is admitted that
our army established them), except to
drive the inhabitants into them and
devastate the country so that the ene-
my would have no place to draw, sup-
plies from. Is it not probable, then,
that the people were driven in on pain
of death and their homes destroyed?
At any rate the question is whether
the American reconcentrado policy
has been what our correspondent de-
scribes or not. If it has not been,
why not open the doors to testimony?
Why suppress the facts? If it has
been, why prate about “the honor of
the army?” Why not either excuse
the barbarity bluntly, as our corre-
spondent does, or frankly admit,
what all authorities on civilized war-
fare teach, that it is atrocious?

Meantime let us not be diverted
from the main issue, which is coloni-
alism, imperialism, un-Americanism,
and not specific questions of cruelty.
Cruelty is a nominal concomitant of
colonialism. If the latter is just and
wise and beneficent, the former must
be patiently endured. Though it is
right to expose the incidental cruel-
ties for the purpose of illustrating the
wickedness of the colonial policy, it is
after all not particular outrages but
the general policy that is at issue.
The Springfield, 0., Democrat, al-
though it rather unjustly criticizes
the Democratic senators for too much
discussion of individual outrages and
failing to center their fire upon the
colonial question—unjustly because
much attention was given to colon-
ialism in those speeches—is neverthe-

lessright in its main contention when
it erisply says of the Philippine civil
government bill:

It will rest with the saner Demo-
cratic press and speakers during the
campaign of the Summer and Fall to
enlighten the people upon the iniqui-
ties of this colonial scheme. The
measure will have become operative
meanwhile, but that will be no rea-
son why its unconstitutional and un-
American character should not be

made known to the great masses of
our patriotic people. The encroach-

ments of imperial power upon popu-
lar prerogatives throughout history
have almost always begun in far-off
provinces and, insidiously and un-
seen, crept like slow poison to the
center of national vitality. The
Democracy is the only herald left
in the field to warn the people and
arouse them to resist this liberty
engulfing policy.

Mr. Mitchell’s address to the pub-
lic in behalf of the striking anthracite
miners is an important document in
more ways than one. It isimportant
in the first place as a frank presenta-
tion of the case for the striking min-
ers, and in the second for its exposure
in detail of the cold-blooded policy of
the coal trust. But one of its most
important features is the proof it of-
fers of the fact that our much vaunt-
ed prosperity, which Republican lead-
ers have exploited for obvious party
purposes and certain labor leaders
have confirmed for purposes not so
obvious, is a delusion.

It is shown by Mr. Mitchell that
the average earnings of the anthra-
cite miners is less than $300 a year;
and that while a 10 per cent. increase
was granted to save the election in
1900, most of that was afterwards ex-
torted by the trust as the price of
abolishing an old powder grievance,
and the remainder and more has been
swept away by higher living ex-
penses. The “purchasing power of a
miner’s earnings is less now,” says
Mr. Mitchell, “than before the strike
of 1900,” which Mr. Hanna settled so
snugly on the eve of the presidential
election. Noristhat all. Although
wages have been raised only nomi-
nally, and their purchasing power
has diminished, so that the miners
are getting less than in 1890, their
productive power hasincreased. The
daily product per employee in 1890
was only 2.16 tons, whereas in 1901
it was 2.36 tons. And as to value of
product the showing is similar. For
the eleven years preceding 1901 the
average selling value of coal loaded
on the cars at the mines was $1.48
per ton; whereas in 1901 the average
price was $1.87. That makes an in-
crease of 39 cents in the value of the

product, while the operators them-
selves claim an increase in cost of
production of only 13 cents, leaving
a net gain for the trust of 26 cents.
Here, then, is a sample of our boasted
“prosperity.” The trusts get an in-
crease in product and values, while
the workmen produce more but get
less. This is the kind of prosperity
which Senator Hanna regards as so
good that it should be “let alone.”

Mark Bangs, the Chicago lawyer
who died this week at the advanced
age of nearly 81 years, deserves to be
remembered for more than his acci-
dental fame as one of the oldest citi-
zens, or his well earned reputation as
a lawyer. He was a democrat—one
of those demeocrats who retained their
democracy through all the shifting
positions of political parties, from his
youth to the very latest years of his
life. It was as a democrat that he
became one of the founders of the
Republican party, then the only
party of real democracy;and as a dem-
ocrat that he saw with sorrow this
party of his young manhood turn
from its ideals and become to the
generation of to-day what the degen-
erate Democratic party of Pierce and
Buchanan was to the generation of
more than half a century ago. As
Mark Bangs had been an anti-slavery
man, so he continued. His abolition
was not limited by the social crime
of another section of the country
than hisown. Itwasalivingand uni-
versal principle, which made him wel-
come the leadership of Henry George
as that of a later prophet in a newer
abolition for the destruction of a
more subtle slavery.

THE LIMITATIONS OF EXPERTS.

It is a remarkable and very signifi-
cant fact that experts are seldom
pioneers. When Sir Isaac Newton has
been named, the list of men who
have ranked high as experts in any
calling, yet who have led in the de-
velopment of its great primary truths,
is almost exhausted.

To be sure there are many who
come to rank high after the truths
they disclose have been generally ac-
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cepted. Edison might be named as
one. He is now recognized asa me-
chanical and electrical expert, but his
reputation came after his extraor-
dinary inventions had been proved.
He was not a recognized expert mak-
ing radical inventions, but a radical
inventor forcing recognition as an ex-
pert. The same thingin the military
field is true of Napoleon, and in the
naval service of Nelson. Neither was
a recognized expert until he had put
the experts of his time to rout.

The usefulness of experts seems
to be closely limited to the field of
the old and conventional. Asa rule
they are incapable as to the new and
radical in every department of human
progress.

In the military department, forin-
stance, to which we have already re-
ferred, Napoleon, the military ~up-
start, revolutionized tactics to the
amusement at first but to the dis-
comfiture,until they had learned from
him, of the great military experts
of Europe. Nelson, who saved the
naval battle of St. Vincent, and laid
the foundations of his fame as
a naval expert, by what was deri-
sively called his “patent bridge”—
whereby he prevented the two wings
of the enemy from coming together—
was denied even so much as honorable
mention in the dispatches by the ex-
pert admiral in command, who mis-
takenly regarded Nelson’s “patent
bridge” as folly. '

Coming down to later times and our
own country, but still with reference
to the military art, examples are
numerous. John Brisben Walker has
collected the data regarding several
which he published a few years ago
in the Cosmopolitan Magazine. From
this data it appears that there were
excellent breech loading rifles as
early as the period of the Mexican
war, but the weapon was so discour-
aged by the experts that it did not
come into army use to any extentun-
til the civil war. The ironclad prin-
ciple was exemplified by Stevens, an
engineering but not a military expert,
at great private expense; but the ex-
pert naval officers appointed to re-
port upon his work, were almost con-
temptuous about it. Ericsson’s
“Monitor” (Ericsson was also an en-
gineering but not a military expert)
was still unaccepted by the govern-
mentwhen theoperationsof the “Mer-
rimac” threw the country into a panic
and the “Monitor” was permitted by
the experts, as a desperate chance, to
fight her. The kind of powder

N

which makes possible the triumphs of
modern ordnance, was long denied
recognition by the military experts.
And finally the experts rejected the
submarine boat, so that it could not
be used in the Spanish-American war,
although its feasibility had been
demonstrated five or six years before.

Mr. Walker saw no general lesson
in the military data he had collected.
To him it appeared only that “long
training in this art seems to havethe
effect of bringing the average ord-
nance officer to the mental attitude of
regarding anything he does not know
as not worth knowing.” But Mr.
Walker would have stated the case
better had he said that long training
in the accepted canons of any art,
seems to have the effect of bringing
the average man to the mental atti-
tude of regarding anything that he
has not been taught as not worth
knowing.

The principle does not apply alone
to ordnance officers; itsapplication is
universal. Everybody remembers
how a copy of the elaborate demon-
stration of the navigation expert of
London that no steamship could cross
the ocean, was brought from London
to New York in the hold of the first
steamship that came over the Atlan-
tic. Itisalso common knowledgethat
Morse, the inventor of the electric
telegraph was not an expert scientist
but a portrait painter, and that the
scientific expertsridiculed himand his
invention. Possibly it may not be so
generally known that Rowland Hill
secured cheap postage for England
against the protests of the expert
postmaster general, who declared it
to be impossible financially; nor that
Fulton with his steamboat was hin-
dered more by the obstructive wis-
dom of the scientists than by the ig-
norant incredulity of the populace.

Passing into the other but lessma-
terialistic spheres of human progress,
we find the same general principle at
work. Everywhere the expert seems
so tied to old discoveries, and con-
fined to old paths, that he has no en-
ergy or inclination for the new. It
was not Edward Everett, the most ex-
pert orator of his time and the orator
of the day at Gettysburg, who made
the oration that has lived; but Abra-
ham Lincoln, the prairie lawyer, who
was at Gettysburg officially as Presi-
dent and “spoke a few words.” Itis
not expert college professors and
statesmen who see primary truths in
economics when they unfold, and
write living books about them, but
men of the people like Henry George,

at whom expert college professors
sneer. It is not the expert theolo-
gians, with dead or dying creeds in
the head, but “infidels,” with the
love of manand Godin the heart, who
have always made for progress in re-
ligion. 1t is not expert “patriots”
like George III., but bold “traitors”
like George Washington, that lead
along new paths of patriotism. Itis
not expert publicists like Hobbes or
Hamilton, but democrats like Jef-
ferson, to whom the primary truths
of government are visible.

Yet there is a powerful impulse at
the present time to turn over every-
thing to experts. Some socialists
would put even government into the
hands of experts. Other socialists
abhor this, but what they themselves
advocate would lead on to it just the
same. And then there are others,
who think they are not socialists, if
they ever think at all, to whom the
idea of having the government man-
aged by experts is very attractive.

This idea is really the core of that
philosophy of government which
scouts the democratic principle of

- “government of the people, for the

people and by the people.” Whoever
denies the principle that “govern-
ment derives its just powersfrom the
consent of the governed,” will dis-
cover, if he proves his philosophy,
that he is advocating government by
experts. There is no other alterna-
tive. Government must either be by
the governed, democratic in essence,
or it must be by experts or those
claiming to be experts in government,
which is monarchical in essence.

For if the people cannot govern
themselves, who can govern them, if
anybody?  Evidently persons who
know more about governing than
the people do,not only its history but
its possibilities, and how to make it
not strong alone but good as well;
and if there are such persons they are
experts in government. This drives
the adversaries of popular govern-
ment to the alternative of govern-
ment by experts. And that is the
kind of government that kings ad-
minister. The king is the expertin
government par excellence.

But here again we find an illustra-
tion of the inability of the expert to
follow new paths. To paraphrase Mr.
Walker’s comment upon ordnance of-
ficers, quoted above, “long training
in this art seems to have the effect of
bringing the average expert in gov-
ernment to the mental attitude of re-
garding anything that he does not



The Public

183

know as not worth knowing.” So
long as beaten paths are patiently ac-
cepted the government expert does
well enough. But when new paths
are to be struck out, a different order
of mind is needed. Knowledge of
the dead or dying past is then much
less important than that truly reli-
-gious faith which consists not in su-
perstitious credulity as to whatisim-
probable, but in absolute confidence
in the practicability of what is right.

The expert really has no advan-
tage over the non-expert, other fac-
ulties being the same, than his spe-
cial knowledge of certain facts al-
ready established or supposed to be.
And his minute and precise knowl-
.edge of these facts is not infrequent-
ly acquired at the expense of deaden-
ing his sensibilities to the larger and
‘commoner facts. He cannot decide
upon what is wanted any better than
‘the next man, and maybe notso well;
-but the purpose being decided upon,
-he may execute it betterif he devotes
-his special knowledge and skill to fur-
‘thering instead of obstructing the
purpose.

The trouble with the expert, how-

‘ever, is that he ties his comon sense
‘to the dead body of his science as it
has been taught. Consequently
.though he may progress along old
'lines, he is unfitted for pioneering.
This is the reason that upstart Na-
‘poleons and Nelsons upset military
‘experts, that artists instead of
scientists make electricity car-
Ty messages, that printers con-
found economic professors in their
.specialty, that “infidels” leave theo-
Jdogians behind in religion, that
~“traitors” become the greatest pa-
triots, and that inspired democrats
map out popular governments which
learned publicists condemn but of
which experience approves.

Because thatisso the function of the
expert is more properly one of
subordinate execution than of su-
-perior leadership. Inmattersof gov-
‘ernment, at any rate, while experts
may be necessary to execute com-
‘mands, the commands must come
from the people or the government
will deteriorate. AsBucklesays,“No
country can long remain either pros-
.perous or safe, in which the people
are not gradually extending their
power, enlarging their privileges,
‘and, so to say, incorporting them-
selves with the functions of the
state.”

What government of the people by

the people means, what is meant by
the doctrine that government de-
rives its just powers from the con-
sent of the governed is not that the
people must execute the powers; but
that the common sense of the people
is a better monitor than experts as
to what government should or should
not do, and as to the general direction
in which it should advance. Knowl-
edge and skill are requisite for doing
things; but common sense is the pre-
requisite. It is the sense which de-
termines upon what shall be done.

In publicaffairs this common sense
is monopolized by no expert, by no
king, by no oligarchy of learning; it
is the attribute of the people as a
whole. They cannot afford to divest
themselves of it. They cannot af-
ford to place in the hands of experts
the directing power which belongs
primarily to themselves. Though
experts are repositaries of accumulat-
ed knowledge, the future has been
hidden from tlem to be revealed
unto babes in knowledge and skill—
unto the common people.

Experts have their uses and
their limitations. When special facts
and peculiar skill are needed, the ex-
pert should be in demand; but when
it is common sense, the expert is no
better equipped than the untutored
man, and in some respects not so well.

The absurdity of placing experts in
supreme authority is illustrated by
this story of a physician. In band-
aging the leg of an Irishman, who had
learned to respect the superior
knowledge and confide in the com-
prehensive authority of experts, the
physician noticed that one of the
pins went in with great difficulty.
Upon removing the bandage after-
ward the difficulty was explained, for
the pin had gone through the skin and
into the flesh. “Why, Pat,” said the
physician, “didn’t you know that that
pin was sticking into you?”’ “To be
sure I did,” said Pat, “but I thought
vou knew your business, so I held me
tongue.”

In criminal law courts, we em-
ploy legal experts to expound the law
and summon scientific experts to re-
veal thefacts of their parficular trades
and offer their opinions: but.for a de-
cision upon the law and the facts we
submit to the common sense of a jury
of ordinary men. In this custom
there is a suggestion which may be
considered to advantage in connec-
tion especially with all the larger
questions of government. Even as
to experts in general, the old adage

about fire would be a good oné to ap-
ply. They make good servants, but
bad masters.

NEWS

The British coronation festivities
(vol. iii., pp. 65%, 663, 664, 680, 695,
and vol. iv., pp. 25, 218, 554, 641,651,
659) were suddenly suspended on the
24th, under circumstances which ad-
mit of little room to hope for their
renewal. The suspension was caused
by the probably fatal illness of the
king himself.

Rumors that the king was se-
riously ill gained currency on
the 14th, when one of the royal phy-
sicians was summoned from London
to Aldershot to attend him, and in
consequence he canceled all his en-
gagements for the 15th. The Court
Circular which appeared in the even-
ing of the 15th announced that he
was unable to leave his room and at-
tributed his indisposition to an at-
tack of lumbago. Two days later
these rumors of illness were super-
seded by hysterical reports of the dis-
covery by the Scotland Yard police
of a plot to assassinate the king,
which was given as the explanation of
his withdrawal from public activities.
The authorities at Scotland Yard re-
fused either to deny or confirm these
reports. He drove out onthe17thin
a closed carriage and official reports
of the 21st were designed to be re-
assuring. But thousands of pounds
were then wagered that the corona-
tion would never take place, the bet-
ting at Lloyds in London on that day
being £3 to £100 that the king would
not live till coronation day. Not un-
til the 24th was any authentic news
of the king’s condition given out.
It was then announced officially
that the coronation had been post-
poned indefinitely because the king
was suffering from perityphlitis and
was undergoing a surgical operation.

His condition had been so satisfac-
tory on the 21st that it was be-
lieved he would be able to go
through the coronation ceremo-
nies; but on the 23d in the even-
ing he had grown somuch worse
that the surgical operation be-
came necessary. Peritvphlitis, the
king’s disease, is described by Dr.
John B. Murphy, of Chicago, one of
the great surgeons of the TUnited
States, as the ancient name for ap-
pendicitis, but now the term applied
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to an advanced stage of that disease,
namely, thestage where the appendix
bursts and forms an abscessin the re-
gion of the caecum. The surgical
operation was performed at 2 o’clock
on the 24th. A large abscess was
found and evacuated and reports of
satisfactory progress were given out.
But laterreports are not encouraging.
The advanced age of the royal suffer-
er, the effects upon his system of dis-
solute living, and the delay in oper-
ating, all militate against his recov-
ery, and make almost certain a speedy
change in the nominal headship of
the British empire.

Progress in the adjustment of
peace in South Africa, (pp. 137,151),
with the achievement of which the
stricken king is credited, goes rapidly
on. The Boers had been given until
July 10 to complete their surrender
and avail themselves of the peace
terms, but they have done so already,
and the surrender is complete.

. UptoJune 11, over 10,000 had sur-
rendered,and on the 17th Lord Kitch-
ener announced the surrender as sat-
isfactory. The Boerleaders had been
active in promoting this work, and
Schalk-Burger and De Wet were re-
ported as making conciliatory
speeches, De Wet urging the Boers
“to do their utmost to show Great
Britain what good colonists” they
can be, and Schalk-Burger speaking
to them in similarstrain. This assist-
ance was recognized by Lord Kitch-
ener in a telegram of the 17th to
Botha, Delarey and De Wet, in which
he said:

Now that the surrender of the
burghers is completed, I desire to place
on record my high appreciation of the
unflagging energy and unfailing tact
with which you have facilitated the
work of my commissioners. I recog-
nize how much it is due to your exer-
tions that the burghers ever have dis-
played such a loyal spirit in accepting
the change of government, and I can
inform you that the manner in which
the burghers have surrendered has
greatly pleased his majesty the king
and deeply impressed the British peo-
ple, who are heartily anxious to wel-
come tnem as fellow citizens. I feel
confident that a new era of complete
reconciliation between all races has
now dawned in South Africa.

In announcing the completion of the
surrender to his government, Lord
Kitchener summarized the details as
follows:

In the Transvaal 11,225 men surren-
dered and 10,813 rifles were given up.

In the Orange River Colony 5,395 men
surrendered and 5,280 rifles were
turned in. The figures for Cape Colony
have not been fully received, but Lord
Kitchener reports on the situation
there that he has handed over the
South African constabulary to the civil
authorities, as the necessity for fur-
ther military operations has ceased.

Lord Milner took the oath of office
on the 22d as British governor of the
Transvaal, and on the 23d Lord
Kitchener started for home. He ar-
rived at Cape Town in the morning,
where he received an enthusiastic
welcome; and in the afternoon, in
a public speech at a luncheon given
him at Cape Town, at which he was
presented with a sword of honor, he
took upon himself the responsibility
for resorting to martial law in Cape
Colony, declaring that it had “pre-
vented a general rebellion by the dis-
semination of lies,” and-assured those

resent that the “rebels would not be

ealt with vindictively.” After the
luncheon he sailed for England along
with Gen. French, on board the
“Ovatava.”

In American politics the speech of
ex-President Cleveland at the open-
ing banquet of the Tilden clubin New
York on the 19th has brought outa
response from Mr. Bryan which indi-
cates that the rumbling storm within
the Democratic party portending
an organic rupture, has broken. The
invited speakers at the banquet were
ex-President Cleveland, of New Jer-
sey, and ex-Senator Hill, of New
York. Prominent Democrats from
all sections of the country had been
invited, Mr. Bryan among them, but
none had been invited to speak.
Some attended. Mr. Bryan did
not. The banquet was given for
the purpose of consulting, with a
view to harmonizing the discord in
the party. Both Mr. Hill’s and Mr.
Cleveland’s speeches are too long to
reproduce, but Cleveland left no
doubt that his was a call to the party
to reverse its policy of the last two
presidential campaigns. After say-
ing that when “Mr. Tilden was elect-
ed President” and “afterward, North-
ern Democratic states were not rare
curiosities,” but that they have since
become so, he declared that the less
prominent rank and file of the party,
in which he included himself, “are
longing to be led through old Demo-
cratic ways to old Democratic vie-
tories,” and asked—

Is it too much to ask our leaders to
avoid paths that are known to lead to

disaster? Is it too much to ask that
proven errors be abandoned and that
we be delivered from a body of death
and relieved from the burden of issues
which have been killed by the decrees
of the American people? Ought; we
not be fed on something better than
the husks of defeat? If these ques-
tions are met in an honest, manly
fashion, I believe it will be productive
of the best kind of Democratic har-
mony.

s
—

Mr. Cleveland’s challenge was re-
plied to by Mr. Bryan through the
press on the 23d. Referring to the
Tilden club banquet as having been
advertised as a “harmony meeting”
which had “turned out to be what
might have been expected from such
a gathering, an ovation to the chief
guest, former Democrat Grover
land,” he said:

There can be no such thing as har-
mony between men like him and those
who believe in Democratic principles,
and he is frank enough to say so. He
spent no time in looking for ‘“middle
ground” upon which to gather to-
gether discordant elements. He bold-
ly called upon the members of the
party to abandon their convictions
and accept the construction which he
placed upon Democratic principles.
He even taunted the party with
being a sort of prodigal son, and in-
vites it to give up its diet of husks
and return to its father’s house.

. . He not only boasted of his
course, but put his brand upon those
who sat at meat with him. Havingas-
serted that his Democratic faith com-
pelled him to leave the party (or re-
sulted in his banishment) he described
the banqueters as sharing in that
faith. He is not only defiant, but he
insists that party success can only be
secured by an open and avowed re-
turn to his ideas. Harmony is to be
secured not by the suppression of dif-
ferences, but by the elimination of
those who differ from him.

Then Mr. Brvan described his under-
standing of Mr. Cleveland’s Democ-
racy in these words:

He secured his nomination in 1892
by a secret bargain with the finan-
ciers; his committee collected from
the corporations and spent the largest _
campaign fund the party ever had; he
filled his cabinet with corporation
agents and placed railroad attorneys
on the United States bench to look
after the interests of his former cli-
ents. He turned the treasury over to
a Wall street syndicate, and the finen-
cial member of the official family
went from Washington to become
the private attorney of the man who
forced the treasury department to
sell him government bonds at 105 and
then resold them at 117. He tried to
prevent the adoption of the income.
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tax provision, he refused to sign the
only tariff reform measure passed
since the war, and while thundering
against the trusts in his message, did
even less than Knox has done to in-
terfere with their high-handed meth-
ods. . Having debauched his
party he was offended by its effort to
reform and gave comfort to the ene-
my. Virginius killed his daughter to
save her chastity; Cleveland stabbed
his party to preventits return to paths
of virtue. And now, still gloating
over his political crimes, he invites the
party to return to him and apologize
for the contempt which it has ex-
pressed; for him. ‘'Will it? Not until
the principles of Jefferson are forgot-
ten and the works of Jackson cease
to inspire. The fight is on
between a Democracy that means
democracy, and a Clevelandism which
means plutocracy. Every speech
made by Mr. Cleveland shows more
clearly the odiousness of the policies
for which he stands. We have even
more to fear from those who, like Mr.
Hill, indorse Mr. Cleveland’s views, but
conceal their real purpose in ambigu-
ous language.

It was only by determined oppo-
sition that Mr. Bryan succeeded in
preventing his nomination for gov-
ernor of Nebraska on the 24th by a
fusion of the People’s party and the
Democrats of that state. Early in
the month an urgent demand was
made upon him to allow the use of
his name as the only means of con-
centrating the opposition to the Re-
publicans, but he insisted that he
could not become a candidate. His
wishes were not at once deferred to,
however, for ex-Senator Allen and
other leaders of the People’s party
did all in their power to press Mr.
Bryan to accept. It was only after
going himself to the conventions and
uniting his efforts with those of his
Democratic friends that he headed
off the movement. On the 24th, con-
sequently, the Democratic conven-
tion, meeting at Grand Island, nomi-
nated Constantine J. Smyth, who has
been twice attorney general of the
state. The People’s party conven-
tion meeting at the same time and
place nominated M. T. Harrington.
But, urged on by Mr. Bryan, each con-
vention continued balloting with the
intention of doing so until an agree-
ment could be made upon a joint can-
didate. This object was accom-
plished on the 25th, when W. H.
Thompson, Democrat, was accepted
by both conventions as the joint can-
didate for governor. Of the remain-
Ing eight places, five were filled with
People’s party candidates and three

‘franchised

with Democrats, and the fusion ticket
was thus completed.

The Democratic platform de-
clares against the Fowler bank-
ing bill, against trusts, and against
the permanent colonial system de-
signed for the Philippines by the Re-

_publican party, and in reaffirming the

Kansas City platform, points to the
vindication it has received from the
events of the past two years. On the
subject of taxation the platform de-
mands—

that railroads and other public
corporations, whether
state or municipal, shall be taxed in
proportion to the value of their prop-
erty, both tangible and intangible,
and in determining that value the rule
of the supreme court should be adopt-
ed—namely: the sum of their debts
represented by bonds and ficating in-
debtedness should be added to the
market value of their stocks.

Fusion has been effected in Kan-
sas between the People’s party and
the Democrats. The first authorita-
tive step in this direction was taken
by the Democrats in their state con-
vention at Wichita, on the 23d of
May (p. 120), when a skeleton ticket,
consisting of 6 candidates out of 14
was nominated and the convention
adjourned to the 24th of June at To-
peka, the time and place of the Peo-
ple’s party convention. The object
was to unite the two parties
upon two of the tickets for the 14
offices, one with 6 Democrats and
the other with 8 People’s party candi-
dates uponit. This wasaccomplished
on the 24th by nominations of candi-
dates by the People’s party conven-
tion for the 8 offices for which the
Democrats had made nonominations.
Much trouble in arranging the fusion
has been encountered in consequence
of the anti-fusion law adopted by the
Republican legislature last winter.
This necessitated (1) no fusion; (2)
that one or the other of the parties
desiring to fuse merge its identity in
the other, or (3) that each so nomi-
nate only part of a ticket that the
two tickets would name a full set of
candidates. The last course has been
adopted. For governor, the candi-
date, named by the Democrats, is W.
H. Craddock, ex-Mayor of Kansas
City, Kan., who announces his inten-
tion of making the campaign on the
issue of the taxation of corporations,
regarding which the Democratic plat-
form commits the party to—
reform in the tax laws of the state
and such changes in the law as wilk

reach the trusts and monopolies and
give to municipalities the right to de-
termine as to methods of taxation
respecting local matters provided that
no law shall authorize any violation
of the constitution.

In South Dakota, as in Kansas, the
Republican legislature had passed an
anti-fusion law, but the People’s and
the Democratic parties came together
on the 25th and nominated a fusion
ticket, with John F. Martin for gov-
ernor, to go into the Democratic col-
umn. The Kansas City platform was
reaffirmed.

In Pennslvania the Democratic
convention met at Erie on the 25th,
and nominated Robert Pattison for
governor. Mr. Pattison was elected
governor by the Democrats many
years ago, and it is hoped that his rep-
utation for persomal integrity, to-
gether with the quiet support of the
Elkins wing of the Republican party,
will enable him to defeat the Quay
wing which is now in control and has
dictated the Republican ticket
(p-153). Forthisreasonall reference
to national politics is omitted from
the platform, which is so drawn as to
hold the campaign exclusively to
state issues.

The Minnesota convention of Dem-
ocrats met also on the 25th. It
nominated L. A. Rosing for governor,
—John Lind, who was elected four
years ago and defeated by only a scant
majority for his adversary two years
ago, having declined the nomination
on the ground that the governor’s of-
fice in Minnesota has been deprived
of all authority and the governor has
nothing to do but draw hissalary. In
the platform the convention paid a
tribute of respect to William J. Bry-
an, and reaffirmed the Kansas Gity
platform. .

Regarding the anthracite coal min-
ers’ strike (p. 170), the point isbeing
mooted that even if the general con-
vention to meet at Indianapolis on
the 17th of July (p. 171) decides to
call a general coal miners’ strike, most
of the bituminous miners cannot in
honor join because their organiza-
tions are under contracts which do
not expire until next winter. Mean-
while President Mitchell has issued
a manifesto for the information of
the general public in which he pleads
for arbitration.

In this manifesto, Mr. Mitchell as-
serts that— :
every delay and precaution, every
conceivable conciliatory effort  that
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honorable and conservative men
could take to avert a ruptire, and
every means that thought could sug-
gest to bring the matter in dispute
to arbitration, was resorted to by the
union, both before the strike order
was issued and since it went inte
effect, but without avail; the coal
magnates replying that there was
nothing to arbitrate.

Regarding this refusal as equivalent
to saying that the strike is without
sufficient cause, he explains its mer-
its. The anthracite miners, he says,
numbering 147,500, are never em-
ployed more than 200 days in the
year, and as they receive only $1.42
for a 10-hour day, their average an-
nual earnings are less than $300,
which—

may supply a living on a par with
some classes of European laborers;
but who will say tnat it is sufficient
to support American citizenship, or
enable parents to educate and prop-
erly maintain their families

As to the 10 per cent. increase in
wages granted two years ago, Mr-
Mitchell says that—

a large portion of this 10 per cent.
was paid back to the companies to
buy the suppression of an old pow-
der grievance. Moreover, according
to reliable commercial agencies, the
cost of living has increased, partic-
ularly in the purchase of foodstuffs,
from 30 to 40 per cent.; so that the
purchasing power of a miner's earn-
ings is less now than before the
strike of 1900.

To the assertion of the presidents of
coal carrying railroads that the ef-
fectiveness of the miners diminished
124 per cent. during the year 1901,
Mr. Mitchell responds:

From 1890 to 1900, inclusive, the
mines were in active operation an
average of 182 days per year, and for
each person employed there were
preduced 363.58 tons of coal per year,
or for each day the mines were in
operation 2.16 tons were produced
per employe, while in the year 1901,
against which the operators so bit-
terly complain, the mines were in
operation 19415, days, and there were
produced 475.43 tons for each person
employed, or for each day the mines
were in operation 2.36 tons were pro-
duced per employe, thus showing con-
clusively that instead of a deteriora-
tion there was a decided improve-
ment in the productive capacity of
the men after they became thorough-
ly organized. Can the unprejudiced
reflect upon these facts and conclude
that the anthracite miner is not a
better workman than he was before
the 10 per cent. concession in wages
two years ago?

In reply to the plea of the employers

that they cannot increase wages
without increasing the price of coal
10 cents a ton, Mr. Mitchell observes
that—

their solicitude for the public weal has
not deterred them from advancing the
market price of their coal more than
$1 per ton since the strike was inaugu-

rated without giving any part of this

increase to the mine workers.

And to show that the companies could
increase wages without increasing the
price of coal he produces extracts
from government reports showing

that the average selling value of coal.

loaded on cars at the mines and sold
during the 11 years beginning with
1890 and ending with 1900 was $1.48
per ton, while a press bulletin recent-
ly issued by Charles D. Walcott, di-
rector of the United States geological
survey, says that for 1901 “the aver-
age price for the marketed anthracite
coal, that is, the product shipped to
market or sold to local trade, was
$1.87, the highest figure obhtained
since 1888.” Mr. Mitchell then pro-
ceeds:

In other words, while, according to
President Olyphant, 13 cents per ton
represents the operators’ increased
cost of production in 1901, 39 cents per
ton—as compared with 1900—repre-
sents the increased value of the prod-
uct to the operators. In view of the
fact that this enormousincrease in the
selling price of coal has been extorted
from the consumer by the coal trust,
cananyone say that the demands of the
miners for a small portion of the in-
creased wealth their labor has pro-
duced are unreasonable or unwar-
ranted?

After presenting other points in de-
tail and pleading in behalf of the
miners for sufficient compensation
for their labor “torelieve them of the
necessity for sending their boys and
girls of tender years and frail phys-
ique to the mines and mills, there to
destroy their youthful vigor in an
effort to assist their underpaid par-
ents to maintain their families,” Mr.
Mitchell concludes:

Conscious of the great responsibility
resting upon us, apprehensive of the
danger threatening our commercial
supremacy should the coal miners of
the entire United States become par-
ticipants in this struggle, we repeat
our proposition to arbitrate all ques-
tions in dispute; and, if our premises
are wrong, if our position is untena-
ble. if our demands cannot be sus-
tained by facts and figures, we will
again return to the mines. take up our
tools of industry, and await the day
when we shall have a more righteous

cause to claim the approval of the
American people.:

The labor rioting of the 19th at
Paterson, N. J., (p. 172), is reported
to have grown worse, though no
subsequent outbreaksare described.
The mayor has suspended the
chief of police for not suppressing
the riot promptly, and some classes
now demand his own removal for per-
mitting what the reports call “anar-
chist” meetings, but of the real char-
acter of which there is no certainty.
On the 20th 600 troops of the state
militia were called out early in the
morning to guard the silk factories,
the manufacturers having asked for
them on the ground that their oper-
ators were timid and afraid to return
to work if protected only by the po-
lice and firemen. But every silk fac-
tory in the county (Union) with one
exception was closed on that day, the
owners fearing to attempt resump-
tion of operations so soon after the
riots of the day before. Itisreport-
ed among other things that 50
wealthy business men of Paterson
have formed a vigilance committee
with the object of expelling “anar-
chists” from the city. They are said
to have raised a fund of $250,000 for
the purposes of the committee. This
was announced to induce the em-
plovment of detectives, which prob-
ably accounts for a variety of terror-
izing revelations of “anarchy” plots,
most extraordinary in number and
character. One anarchist, William
MacQueen, editor of “Liberty,” pub-
lished at Paterson, was arrested in
New York on the 23d.

Legal news from Ohio with refer-
ence to Mayor Johnson’s tax reform
and street railroad agitations is some-
what full this week, and altogether
against him. For one thing the de-
cision of Judge Babcock in the lower
court (p. 165), holding the recent so-
called “ripper” statute, which is
aimed at abolishing local tax boards
in the discretion of county auditors,
to be unconstitutional, has been re-
versed by the circuit court, an inter-
mediate appellate tribunal, and May-
or Johnson has carried the case to the
supreme court of the state. Another
decision comes from the supreme
court. It sustains the constitutional-
ity of what is known as the “Willis”
tax law, which was passed last winter
(vol. iv., p. 742, and vol. v., p. 18) as
a measure of Gov. Nash (Republican)
against the opposition of Mayor
Johnson (Democrat). Johnson’s
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contention is that this law puts an
onerous tax upon competitive busi-
ness corporations with the effect and
for the purpose of favoring the
monopoly corporations—steam rail-
roads, etc. The question of the con-
stitutionality of the law was raised
in the courts by a large number of
competitive business corporations.
The other decision against Mayor
Johnson relates to the 3-cent street
car ordinance (p. 73), under which
John B. Hoefgen had undertaken to
build a 3-cent fare line and to sur-
render it to the city on demand, at
cost and a small advance, when the
city should secure permission from
the state to own municipal street car
systems.

In the lower court that ordinance
was sustained (p. 165), but the circuit
court, to which the case was carried
on appeal in the interest of the exist-
ing street car companies, has now re-
versed the lower court’s decision.
The reversal rests chiefly upon the
ground that the whole route had
never been open to bidding. This oc-
curred because consents of property
owners could not be obtained for a
small proportion of the original
route. Consequently, after the bid-
ding, the route was slightly changed
to overcome that obstacle. The ap-

ellate court holds that if the route

d been opencd to bidding just
as it was finally granted, better bids
might have been got. It therefore
invalidates the grant. This court fur-
ther rules that the clause in the
ordinance requiring the company,
as one of the conditions of the
franchise, to arbitrate disputes with
employees, and also the clause pro-
viding for ultimate municipal owner-
ship, are unreasonable, and conse-
quently calculated to prevent low bid-
ding, which also invalidates the fran-
chise. Mayor Johnson has not ap-

ealed this case to the supreme court.

o decision of that tribunal could be
obtained for many months, and mean-
time the new company would be tied

up with an injunction. He has, in-
stead, taken steps to have a new ordi-
nance adopted by the city council, in
conformity in its provisions with the
requirements of the circuit court, so
that 3-cent fares may be given to the
lpeople of Cleveland without long de-
ay.

As the time for the adjournment of
Congress approaches,—for, although
no date for adjournment has yet been
fixed, it is understood that the ses-

sion will not extend beyond the 3d—
proceedings in that body begin visibly
to converge upon the measures that
are to be disposed of if possible. In
the lower House the exciting subject
of debate this week and last has
been the Philippine civil govern-
ment bill, which came down from the
Senate (p. 138) on the 3d. The House
committee proposes to strike out of
the Senate Eill all after the enacting
clause and substitute a bill of its
own, and this is the point around
which the debate swings. The im-
portant differences between the bills
are two. For one thing, the House
bill provides for a gold standard in
theislands instead of the silver stand-
ard now in use there, which the Sen-
ate measure leaves undisturbed. The
other point of differenceisin the pro-
vision for the establishment of a sec-
ond chamber in the Philippine legis-
lature. By the terms of the Senate
bill the Philippine Commission is
made the sole legislative body until
such time as it can take a complete
census of the islands. Then, if it is
of the opinion that the time is ripe for
the establishment of a popular cham-
ber, the Commission i3 to certify that
fact to the President, who will order
an election, if, in his judgment, the
opinion of the Commission is sound.
But the House bill provides for the
election of a lower chamber as soon
as the Commission can make the nec-
essary arrangements, the suffrage to
be limited to those who can read and
write English or Spanish, or who pay
taxes amounting to $15 Mexican a
vear, or who have held municipal of-
fices under the Spanishregime. The
Commission is toact,according to the
House bill, as an upper chamber,
and, in ‘case the lower chamber fails
to vote supplies, is empowered to
make appropriations equal to those
of the year preceding. Judge Taft
and his colleagues are in favor of the
adoption of the House bill. They
believe that a lower chamber will act
as a safety valve, and, in spite of the
annoyances which they expect to re-

.sult from the inexperience of Fili-

pino legislators, that it will, on the

- whole be beneficial to the people.

The supporters of the Senate’s
proposition point out, on the other
hand, that once established a lower
chamber would be difficult to abol-
ish, even if it proved injurious.
Another of the important meas-
ures which are coming to a head is the
Isthmian canal bill (vol. iv., pp. 633,
649, 663, 760). This bill passed the
lower House on the 9th oP January,

with the Nicaraguan as the chosen
route (vol. iv., p. 649). On the 19th
of June it passed the Senate, but not
until all of the House bill after the
enacting clause had been struck out
and the Spooner substitute (prefer-
ring the Panama route) had taken
its place. The Spooner substitute
authorizes the President to acquire
for the United States all the rights
of the “New Panama Canal Co.” of
France, including the Panama Rail-
road Co., or at least 68,863 of its
shares, for not more than $40,000,-
000; also to acquire from the Repub-
lic of Colombia perpetual control of
a strip of land 6 miles wide across the
Isthmus of Panama for such sum as
may be agreed upon;and, also, there-
upon, to construct a canal across the
Isthmus of Panama for vessels of the
largest tonnage and greatest draft
now in use. But if the President
should be unable to acquire the rights
mentioned above within a reasonable
time, then he shall adopt the Nica-
raguan route. So amended this bill
passed the Senate by a vote of 42 to.
34, and is now again before the lower
House. That body refused to concur
in the Senate’s amendments and con-
ferees from both houses were ap-
pointed. Itisnow (June 25) report-
ed that the conferees have agreed to
accept the Senate measures.

'NEWS NOTES,

—Mark Bangs, one_of the old law-
yers of Chicago, a copartisan and per-
sonal friend of President Lincoln,
died on the 23d, at the age of 81.

—King Albert, of Saxony, died on
the 19th, at the age of 74, after reign-
ing 29 years. His brother, Prince
George, was proclaimed king on the
20th.

—The President’s business office
was removed from the White House
on the 24th, into temporary quarters
near by. Permanent quarters are to
be ready in the fall.

—The finest vessel of the Chinese
navy, the cruiser Kai Chi, blew up
on the 22d in the Yangtse river, kill-
ing 150 of 152 of its officers and men
who were on board. The rest of the
crew was ashore.

—The supreme court of Wisconsin
decided on the 21st that the law of
that state which prohibits employers
from discharging workmen because
they belong to labor organizations
is unconstitutional.

—The supreme court of Illinois, by
a decision rendered on the 19th, in-
validates as unconstitutional a stat-
ute making it lawful for public ware-
housemen to store their own grain
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in their warehouses, on the ground
that it would exempt them from the
discharge of public duties imposed
for the protection of producers and
shippers.

—The commercial telegraphers of
Chicago have organized a union in
affiliation with the American Federa-
tion of Labor. Nine members were
discharged on the 20th by the West-
ern Union Telegraph Co., for joining
the organization, but a threatened
strike secured their reinstatement on
the 23d, with full pay for the time
they were off.

—A serious and riotous street car
strike broke out in Toronto, Ont., on
the 22d. The troops were called out,
and street car service was abandoned
until the next night, when the serv-
ice was resumed, the company having
made concessions at the request of
leading citizens. Its concessions con-
sist of virtual recognition of the
union, and an increase of pay to 18
cents an hour for the first year and
20 cents the second year.

P —
PRESS OPINIONB.

DEMOCRATIC HARMONY.

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), June 21. — Mr.
Cleveland clothes his advice to the party,
which is beginning again to listen to him,
in ponderous sentences and long words,
but it is good advice.

Chicago Daily News (neut.), June 24.—
At least it is clear that a new leader must
spring up from somewhere or a poignant
issue must arise if the Democratic party
is to be reunited soon.

Chicago Record-Herald (ind.-Rep.), June
21.—An inefiiclent party cannot be made
suddenly efficlent by any number of po-
litical speeches, but the address,of ex-Pres-
ident Cleveland ahd ex-Senator Hill at the
Tilden club will undoubtedly inspire the
Demoorats with new hope.

Pendleton (Ore.) East Oregonian (Dem.),
June 21.—The gist of his (Cleveland’s) advice
appears to be in the direction of making
the Democratic party as much like the
Republican party as one pea is like another,
so that the ‘“respectable element of the
party,” who left it on the money question
in 189 and 1900, will be prevailed upon to
return to its warm and affectionate em-
brace.

Chicago Chronicle (cons. Dem.), June 25.
—Does a man cease to be a Democrat when
he refuses to become something very differ-
ent from and antagonistic to a Democrat?
That seems to be Mr. Bryan’s idea. He
seems to think that a man must support
doctrines which arne utterly repugnant to
democracy when those doctrines are in-
corporated in a platform labeled Demo-
cratic or he ceases to be a Democrat.

Pittsburg Post (Dem.), June 21.—But not
only was there no rehearsal “boom' set
afoot for Mr. Cleveland’s fourth candidacy
for the office which he filled so admira-
bly and patriotically twice, but all ques-
tion of his ever agaln cherishing an ambi-
tion to reside in the White House were set
at rest by himself in that emphatic manner
for which he has gained such a worldwide
reputation.

Chicago Inter Ocean (Rep.), June 25.—
‘“There can be no such thing as harmony,”
Mr. Bryan asserts, between such Demo-
crats as himself and such Democrats as
Grover Cleveland. True enough, and, for-
tunately for the nation, which needs a sane
opposition to the Republican party, there

iz an evident disposition to eliminate Mr.
Bryan from the partnership in the interest
cf peace.

Omaha World-Herald (Dem.), June 19.—
The difference between Bryan and Cleve-
land was not solely with respect to the
money question. A fundamental difference
existed between these two gentlemen.
Cleveland believed that this government
should be operated according to the whims
and caprices of Wall street. Bryan be-
lieved that the government should be a
government of the people, by the people
and for the people.

Albany (N. Y.) Argus (Dem.), June 20.—
‘While not all Democrats will agree with
him (Cleveland) as to details, his views,
expressed with characteristic vigor, are
void of offense or personality to which any
might fairly take exception. The fact that
Mr. Cleveland was present, as’ well as the
character of what he says, will make the
Tilden club a memorable landmark, in the
effortsnow making for Democratic rehabili-
tation, and a more complete unity.

Nashville News (Dem.), June 20. — Mr.
Cleveland spoke with the strength of a
manly man and with the sincerity and sa-
gacity of one who reads the future in the
light of the present and of the past. Hie
councils were wise and directed towards
true harmony as an ultimate end. Mr. Hill
touched the keynotes off sound Demaocracy,
announced a platform acceptable to all
good Democrats, and made a telling and
unanswerable arraignment of the Repub-
lican administration. .

Duluth News-Tribune (Rep.), June 21.—
As the only man that the Democratic party
has been able to elect President of the
United States in 46 years, Grover Cleve-
land is entitled to speak words of advice
to Democrats, and they should weigh those
words well. . . . As far as the News-
Tribune can see, though Mr. Cleveland's
words are those of wisdom, they form a
very small contribution to the kind of har-
mony with which Mr. Bryan would rally
the demorelzed Democracy.

Johnstown (Pa.) Demoorat (Dem.), June
2.—Mr. Cleveland recogniges that his re-
tirement is in fact a banishment. The
party which onca did him unrivaled honor
no longer holds him in respect. His voice
no longer has authority. He {s an un-
happy reminiscence. Orly those who shared
with him in the infamy which culminated
in the bolt of 1896 now do him reverence.
And he is at least circumspeoct in declarirg
that henceforth he will remain in that
political exile which is the proper fate of
men who betray a cause.

Columbus (0.) Press (Dem.), June 20.—
The country has had a surfeit of the mock
brand of Democracy that should be labeled
‘“Cleveland Commercialism.” Grover af-
fects to belleve that ‘“‘the times point to an~
other Democratic opportunity,’”’ but it is not
an opportunity that promises hope to such
Democracy as he and those who applauded
him Thuraday night would once more foist
upon the masses. By all means let Grover
remain in retirement. His phantasies and
fallacies may be soothing to him in his
indolence, but the Democratic voters of the
nation to-day want Democracy that is dem-
ocratic, that is specific, that is positive,
thatis courageous rather than evasive, that
is honest instead of hypocritical

OHIO JUSTICE. :

Chicago News (neut.), June 2%.—‘“Bood-
lers”’ in Ohio will never feel quite secure
until they can secure an injunction against
Tom Johnson.

Cleveland (0O.) Recorder (Dem.), June 28.
—Hanna seems to have begun- his cam-
paign against Tom L. Johnson in Cuyahoga
county already and the circuit court is
the scene of his activity. That court is
certainly very good to Mark and he ought
to be very grateful.
given two very soulful and juicy decisions.
The court first steps in and says that it is

All in one week he is |

all right to have a tax review board ap-
pointed who shall relieve Mark of the ne-
cessity of paying his proportion of the
taxes on his street railroad and other prop-
erty, and then it says that the people of
Cleveland must pay five-cent fare and the
attempt which has been made to build a
three-cent road is all wrong. There are so
many things which are in the interest of
all the people which the court says in these
declgions are not permissible that it is cer-
tain that they will remain as memorable
landmarks in the jurisprudence of Ohio.

IN OONGRESS.

This rt is an abstract of the
Reoord. f congressi roeged-
ings. It l?z&?n‘l’el:l i macsers of genoral interest

and closes with the last issue of the Racord at hand
upon gﬁv to press. references are to the
pages of Vol. 35 of that pu ton.

Washington, June 16-21, 1902,
Senate,

Private and local legislation occupled the
morning hour on the 16th (after aireport of
the judiclary committese on the bill for
the protection of the president—Senate bill
No. 3683—recommending non-concurrence
in the house amendment, had been ee
to—p. 7339), and the Isthmian canal bill was
debated in the afternoon, Mr. Cullom (p.
7348) and Mr. Klittredge (p. 7353), holding
the floor. .

Before this subject was resumed on the
17th, Mr. dge presented a memorial
signed by Charles Francis Adams and oth-
ers, asking for a full investigation of the
condition of affairs in the Pl u.lfplnes p.
7405), and upon the resumption of the Isth-
mian canal debate Mr. Perkins (p. 7468),
Mr. Stewart (p. 7419), Mr. Gallinger (p. 7419)
and Mr. Morgan (p. 7419) addressed the
Senate. In the morning hour of the 18th
Mr. Carmack spoke (p. 7498) on civil service
reform in connection with the discharge of
Rebecca J. Taylor from the classified serv-
ice In the war department; and in theafter-
noon Mr. Morgan (p.  7497). Mr. Spooner
(p. 7497), Mr. Teller (p/ 7497), Mr. Hanna
(g. 7498) and Mr. Pettus (p. T506) spoke on
the Isthmian canal question. The speakers
on the same question on the 19th were Mr.
Clark (p. 7664). Mr. Allison (p. 7666) and Mr.
Morgan (p. 7666); and the question coming
to a vote on_that day, the vote was taken
first on the Bacon amendment creating an
Isthmian canal commission (p. 7567), to the
Spooner substitute selecting the Panama
routeandauthorizing the President to adopt
the Nicaragua route, if unable to get satis-
factory title to the other (p. 7668), which was
agreed to (p. 7568)—b62 to 22. S8everal other
amendments were rejected; after which the
Spooner substitute, as amended, was
adopted as in committee of the whole—
4 to si—and favorably reported to the Sen-
ate (p. T69). A further amendment author-
izing a loan of $130,000,000 was then agreed
to—gs to 36 (p. 7670) and then (p. 7671) the
bill, as amended, was passed. No business
of general interest was done on the 20th,
glnd the Senate was not in session on the

st. ‘

House,

On the 16th a motion to lay upon the table
a resolution calling upon the gecretary of
war for ‘the reasons for-the dismiss=al of
Rebecca J. Taylor from the classified serv-
ice was carried (p. 7368) by 108 to 86. No
other business of general interest was done
either on that day or on the 17th. gen-
eral deficiency appropriation bill was passed
({). 7632) on the 18th, after which a night ses-
sion (75683) was held for the considemation
of Indian bille. On the 19th the House
went into committee of the whole for the
consideration of Senate bill No. 2296. for the
temporary government of the Philippine
islands (p. 7586), which chiefly oocupied its
attemtion also on the 20th (P. 7612) ; the only
important interruption being a refusal to
concur in the S8pooner amendment, of the
Senate, to the Isthmian cansl bill (p. 7626),
and the a%point'ment of conferees. The
Philippine bill was further considered at
the evening session (p. 7627) and at both
the regular (p. 767) and the evening ses-
siong (p. 76M) on the 2ist.

——

Reeord Notea.—8peeches of Senators
Gallinger (p. 7471), Stewart (p. 7493). Mor-
gan (p. T638%) and Spooner (p. 7647) OR
Isthmian canal bill; Representatives Mon~
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7323), Ransdell (p. 7334), Sutheriand
(p 7&9) Shackelford 73}3 7408), Shafroth
Pp. mo), Morton (p. 7479), Tirrell (p. 7483),
Jones (D. 7698) and Reeder (p. 7665), on the
irrigation of arid lands; presemtative
Mann (p. 7330), on the Pacific cable; Rep-
resentative Lacy (p. 7477) on privileges on
blic lands; Representatlve Bartell (p.
549) on the bankruptcy b Representa-
tive Loud (p. 7652), on the sala.rles of postal
gl and ntative Kahn (p.
7668) on the Philippine question.
Text of the memorla of Charleg Francis
Adams, Andrew rnegie, Carl Schurg,
Edwin Burritt SmH.h and Herbert Welsh,
praying for a congressional investigation
commlttee to ?roceed to the Philippines,
and make tull nquiry into the tacts of the
situation (p. T
Text of can.al treaty between United
States and Costa Rica (p. 7646).

MISCELLANY

MY COUNTRY, A. D. 1900.

For The Public.

My country, dearest land on earth, my heart
beats true to thee;

Ilove thee, for I love all lands, and all man-
kind to me

Are brothers,—nearest, dearest thou: first
in my heart’s embrace,

The first to love, to guard, to serve of all
the human race.

The greatest nation of all time!
'neath the oppressor’s heel

'Twas great toriseand break his chains, the
throb of Freedom feel;

And in that supreme moment on despairing
nation’s call

—Proclaim the brotherhood ) of men, the
equal rights of alll

Thou wert the hope of earth’s oppressed.
‘Who felt the generous flame

Of Freedom—all who sigh, and all who suf-
fered in her name

Were stronger when they thought of thee.
A great world-power wert thou,

An inspiration to all men on earth. What
art thou now?

From

Oppressors feared thee; and the oppressed
turned wistful eyes to thee;

And Freedom’s sons o’er all the earth took
heart agalin to see

Thy growing strength, till evil came and
bright hopes passed away,—

For she that broke the tyrant’'s cha.lns is
forging them to-day!

Traitors and tyrants hold the helm. 'Tis
gold they love and power;

Not Justice, Freedom. Oh, my country, 'tis
thy trial hour.

He loves thee wisely who discerns the dan-
ger of the times;

He loves thee well who loves thee well
enough to hate thy crimes.

Who Is the patriot? Not he whose gullty
hands are red

With blood of weaker peoples 1n unequal
conflict shed;

Not he whom base ambition prompt: ‘to rule
o’er serf or slave,

Whose foot i8 on a_ subject race. No pa-
triot is a knave.

Lay down thy murderous sword, my coun-
try. Shame! 'tis not for thee

To join the cut-throats of the earth, to ter-
Torizs the sea,

To rule against their will brave brown men
strugglicg to be free,—

A crime in old-world nations, but a viler
crime in thee.

Would’st thou be free? Love Freedom.
Make aspiring states this hour

Free as thyself. Let wondering nations see
one giant power

Obeying universal law, the golden rule. So
shalt thou find

Not fear and hate, but friendship, trust,
good will from all mankind.

Deathless among the fleeting nations, that
endures alone

Which on the rock of righteousmess se-
curely plants its throne.

Spurn down the tyrant’s plea, my country!
Choose the right and live

A power eternal in the earth. Earth's
benizon received!
SAMUEL BRAZIER.

DECLARE YOUR PURPOSE.

Extract from the speech of Senator Hoar
on the Philippine government bill in the
United States Senate, May 22, 1902:

Was it ever heard before that a civil-
ized, humane and Christian nation
made war upon a people and refused
to tell them what they wanted of
them? You refuse to tell these peo-
ple this year or next year or perhaps
for 20 years, whether you mean in the
end to deprive them of their independ-
ence or no. You say you want-them
te submit. To submit to what? To
mere military force? But for what
purpose or what end is that military
force to be exerted? You decline to
tell them. Not only you decline to
say what you want of them, except
bare and abject surrender, but you
will not even let them tell you what
they ask of you. . . .

The senator from Ohio says it isnot
wise to declare what we will do at
some future time. Mr. President, we
do not ask you to declare what you
will do et some future time. We ask
you to declare an eternal principle
good at the present time and good at
all times. We ask you to reaffirm it,
because the men most clamorous in
support of what you are doing deny
it. That principle, if you act upon it,
prevents you from crushing out a
weak nation, because of your fancied
interest mow or hereafter. It pre-
vents you from undertaking to judge
what institutions are fit for other na-
tions on the poor plea that you are
the strongest. We are asking you
at least to go no further than to de-
clare what you would not do now or
hereafter, and the reason for declar-
ing it is that half of you declare you
will hold this people in subjection and
the other half on this matter are
dumb. You declared what you would
not do at some future time when you
all voted that you would not take
Cuba against the will of her people,
did you not? We ask you to declare
not at what moment you will get out

:of the Philippine islands, but only on-
.what eternal principle you will act,

in them or out of them. Such declara-
tions are made in all history. They
are made in every important treaty
between nations.

The Constitution of the United
States is itself but a declaration of
what this country will do and what
it will not do in all future times. The
Declaration of Independence, if it have
the practical meaming it has had fora
hundred years, is a declaration of
what this country would do through
all future times. The Monroe doc-
trine, to which 16 republics south of
ue owe their life and their safety, was
& declaration to mankind of what we
would do in all future time. Among
all the shallow pretenses of imperial-
ism this statement that we will not
say what we will do in the future is
the most shallow of all.

PHILIPPINE CIVILIZATION.

Extract from the speech delivered May
29, 1902, before the New England Woman's
Suffrage association, by Senorita Clemencia
Lopez, a native of the Philippine Islands.
She is a sister of Sixto Lopez, who is an
exile from his country. Another of
her brothers has been hanged by the
United States, while the property of her
family has been confiscated by the same au-
thority for llke reason. Reprinted from the
‘Woman’s Journal.

You will no doubt be surprised and
pleased to learn that the condition of
women in the Philippines is very differ-
ent from that of the women of any
country in the east, and that it differs
very little from the general condition
of the women of this country. Mental-
ly, socially, and in almost all the rela-
tions of life, our women are regarded
as the equals of our men. You willalso
be surprised to know that this equality
of women in the Philippines is not a
new thing. It wasnotintroducedfrom
Europe, but was innate, and the na-
tural expression of the love and respect
which a man ought to feel toward his
mother, his wife and his daughters.
And I believe there is no country in
the world where family life is held in
higher esteem, or where there is more
respect for family relations than in
the Philippine islands.

Long prior to the Spanish occupation,
the people were already civilized, and
this respect for and equality ofwom-
en existed. Dr. Antonio de Morga, the
first Spanish governor general, in his
history published in 1609, gives an in-
teresting account of Philippine life be-
fore the Spanish invasion.

“The grand ladies,” he says, “wear
crimson, and some have silk and other
stuffs woven with gold, and edged with
fringes and other ornaments. . . .
Many wear chains of gold around the
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neck, bracelets on the wrists, ear-
rings, and rings on the fingers, of gold
and precious stones. They are
also daintily shod, withishoes of velvet
and embroidered with gold,/’and wear
white robes like petticoats. They also
use silk parasols, which they carry asa
protection against sun and rain. . . .
They take great care of their hair—re-
joicing in its being very black—which
they tie gracefully in a knot at the
back of the head. They take much care
also of their teeth.” ‘

Dr. De Morga also gives a brief de-
scription of their occupations, and of
the respect in which women were then
held, which corresponds with the con-
ditions found in this country.

“The women,” he says, “have for
their employment and occupation
needle work (i. e., fancy work), in
which they excel very much, as in all
kinds of sewing. . . . In their vis-
its, and in going about the streets
and to the temples, both men and
women are careful in their deport-
ment. The ladies go in front, and be-
hind them come their husbands, fa-
thers and brothers.”

All this, although relating to a pe-
riod between three and four hundred
years ago, is in striking contrast with
the condition of women in India and
China, and the East in general.

But perhaps it will be more inter-
esting to you if I tell you something
about Philippine women at the pres-
ent time. I know that the Philippine
women are not as highly educated as
the majority of American women;
they have never had the same oppor-
tunities; but they are in general very
devoted to their families. A mother,
there as here, is willing to make ev-
ery sacrifice for her children; she
will deprive herself of luxury, of
pleasures, even of necessaries, in or-
der to give them a good education
and assure their well-being. The wife
is very faithful to her husband, and
assists him in every way. If he is
rich, she assists in the management
of the business, acting as cashier and
bookkeeper; so that, in case her hus-
band dies, she is able to carry on the
business successfully. Among the
poorer rural classes, the wife helps
in the lighter agricultural work, as-
sisting to harvest the rice, corn and
other grains. But, whatever her sta-
tion, she always unites her fate to
that of her husband, even in danger
and misfortune; and even though her
marriage be not a happy one, she
never abandons him. So true is this,
that both in the war with Spain and
in the war with America, many sol-

diers’_wives followed their husbands
to the field, traversing mountains and
forests, and facing every danger that
they might not be separated from
their husbands, but might prepare
their food, and care for them if ill
or wounded. An example of this is
the fact that the wives of Gen. Agui-
naldo, of Luchan and of Malvar were
in the field, as were the wives of
many other officers. A great many
Philippine patriots have given up the
struggle earlier than they would oth-
erwise have done, because of the dan-
gers to which their wives were ex-
posed from hunger and the attacks of
the enemy. It is also interesting to
see how faithful the Philippine wom-
en are when some member of the
family is imprisoned, whether it be
a husband, a father or a brother.

The Philippine women are also de-
voted to their parents, and ready to
sacrifice themselves. It is very un-
usual for a woman to marry contrary
to the pleasure or consent of her
parents, and while unmarried they
never live away from home. They
usually marry at 20 or 25 years of
age, but the women of the poorer
classes marry younger, often at 15.
I have several friends who have had
opportunities to make excellent mar-
riages; but, because their father or
mother opposed, they have sacrificed
their love for their parents’ sake.

We have been interested to observe
that the American women have great-
er liberty than we, and different cus-
toms. They, for instance, can go
alone in the streets, they can makeé
visits, they can travel alone to other
places, as I have done; but I am the
first Philippine woman to leave my
home and travel so far alone.

You may also like to know what
are the occupations of the women
of my country. Almost all busy them-
selves with domestic cares; those of
good position do much fancy work,
such as embroidery in silk, and in
linen; those of the middle classes
weave cloth of silk, pina and linen. In
some towns many of the well-to-do
families weave.the cloth for the
household in their own homes, as, for
example, in my own home, where we
have especial servants for this pur-
pose.

The Philippine women are also very
fond of music, but the majority pre-
fer sad and melancholy airs. Many
play the piano and the harp, and
some the violin and the guitar. But
very few devote themselves much to
reading, and we cannot compare in
education and general progress with

the women of America, for we have
not yet had any woman with the
title of doctor or lawyer, and who
has entered any profession, except,
indeed, that of teaching, to which
many devote themselves. It is, how-
ever, true that there is no university
in Manila open to women, but there
are six good schools for women, some
of which have as many as 300 pupils,
and the instruction given compares
favorably with that of the best
schools in Spain.

Before closing, I should like to say a
word about the patriotism of the wom-
en. This is a delicate subject, for to
be patriotic to our country means that
we must oppose the policy of yours.
But patriotism is a quality which we
all ought to be able to admire, even in
an opponent. I should indeed bhave’
reason to be ashamed if I had to come
before this association with the admis-
sion that our women were indifferent
to the cause of their country’s inde-
pendence. You would have a right to
despise me and my countrywomen if
we had so little love for our native land
as to consent that our country should
be governed by foreign hands. So
true is this that the present Spanish
archbishop, who is not accustomed in
his own country to the idea of equality
between the sexes, apparently came to
the conclusion that the Philippnie
women are the superiors of the men,
and understand political questions
better. I should be sorry to have you
belieye this, however, foritisnot true.
But then, a celibate archbishop knows
so little about the opposite sex that
he cannot be expected to be a judge
of such matters. It is possible that
some Americans may have said the
same thing; but the reason is that the
men in the Philippineislands never had
freedom to declare their opinions and
feelings because of the sedition laws
there; but we women, taking advan-
tage of the gallantry of the Americans,
and because the law was not passed for
our sex, are more free to speak our
minds frankly and take part in dis-
cussion.

For this reason it would seem to me
an excellent idea that American wom-
en should take part in any investiga-
tion that may be made in the Philppiine
islands, and I believe they would at-
tain better results than the men.
Would it not also seem to be an excel-
lent idea, since representation by our
leading men has been refused to us,
that a number of representative Philip-
pine women should come to this coun-
try, so that you might become better
acquainted with us? ’
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GIVE THEM A HEARING.

Full text of the Memorial of Charles Fran-
cie Adams, Andrew Carnegie, Carl Schurg,
Edwin Burritt 8Smith and Herbert Welsh, to
the Congress of the United States, pre-
sented in the Senate on the 17th of June,
1902, by Senator Lodge and referred to the
committee on the Philippines:

The honorable, the Senate and the

House of Representatives of the Unit-
ed States: The undersigned would re-
spectfully represent that they are a
committee appointed at a recently
held meeting of persons, irrespective
of party, interested in the policy pur-
sued by the United States toward the
Philippine islands and the inhabitants
thereof. As such they wereinstructed
to investigate the condition of affairs
connected therewith, and take such
subsequent action as might seem ex-
pedient. Having, to a certain extent,
performed this duty, they now submit
the following memorial:
" It is not our present purpose to dis-
cuss any controverted questions coa-
nected with events which have recent-
ly taken place in the Philippine is-
lands, or to call in question the policy
which either has been pursued by the
United States or which it is proposed
to pursue in regard to these islands
or the inrhabitants thereof. In the per-
formance of the duties imposed upon
us these matters have to a greater or
less extent engaged our attention, and
the results at which we arrive may not
improbably be brought to your notice
at some future time. Certain facts,
however, which seem to usof much im-
port are not open to dispute. To
these, and the conclusions to be drawn
from them as to us the exigency seems
great and immediate, we now respect-
fully invite your attention.

It is apparent that, as an outcome
of the policy amd course of action
hitherto pursued, which may or may
not have met the approval of those
we represent, certain things have re-
sulted:

The United States, as a nation, has
assumed charge of communities of
Asiatic descent, occupying many is-
lands of an archipelago at a great dis-
tance from our nearest contimental
possessions. Those communities,
numbering millions, are of & Tace
wholly distinct from ourselves, with
other traditions and habits, speaking
foreign, and, in many cases, unknown
tongues. The acquisition of the Phil-
ippine islands and their inhabitants,
while imposing on us treaty obliga-
tions, has been followed by prolonged
warlike operations marked by acts of
flerce resistance, not quickly over-

come, on the part of the Filipinos, and
by military severities on our part of
& character unprecedented in our aen-

nals. Those islands are now held by
us partly under military law and part-
ly under civil authority, but in abso-
lute subjection. In the course of this
mixed admindstration of affairs no in-
congiderable degree of friction has
existed, and apparepntly still does exist,
between our military and civil repre-
sentatives. Such could, indeed, hardly
be avoided. In the prosecution of mil-
itary movements the establishment of
camps of concentration for the in-
habitants of large districts has been
thought expedient; and the people of
those districts of both sexes and all
ages thus gathered from their homes
and usual vocations have therein been
compelled to live, with samitary results
concerning which only very indefinite
information has been received. Inthe
course of military operations also
large regions have been devastated,
towns have been burned, and the food
supply of the country destroyed. It
has hence resulted that when the in-
habitants have been returned from
the camps of concentration to their
former places of abode they have
found their shelters gone and the
means of subsistence greatly impaired
or wholly lacking. It is known that
the epidemics usually, and, indeed, in-
evitably, incident to such a state of
affairs are now raging in the islands,
though only very partial statistics as
respects mortality are made public,
if, indeed, they are in any wise obtain-
able. Extensive districts inhabited
by our dependents have thus been
scourged and are now stricken with
war, famine and pestilence. ’

For the people thus afflicted, wheth-
er excusably or otherwise, America
stands responsible. That responsibil-
ity cannot be evaded. Those people
have, moreover, no means of communi-
cating directly with us. Removed by
the width of an ocean, they are un-
able to make their situation known,
whether to ask for aid and relief or to
obtain redress of grievances, if such
exist. They have not been invited,
perhaps, not even permitted, to speak
unless they seemed to approve of our
doings. But they are still our suju-
gated dependents. To us, and to us
only, can they look, and from our de-
cision they have no appeal.

Such being, as we understand, the
undisputed facts, we desire, respect-
fully, to represent that the Congress
of the United States, as the supreme
lawmaking authority, is of necessity
the grand inquest of the American
people. It alone possesses the power
necessary adequately to deal with a
situation such as now exists. The in-
quiry at present being carried on by

one of your honorable bodies has un-
questionably been productive of val-
uable results—results the far-reaching
importance of which, both to the peo-
ple of this country and to the Filipinos,
it would, in our judgment, not be easy
to exaggerate. But that inquiry has
also demonstrated to us—and we think
must have satisfied all careful observ-
ers of its course—that no inquiry in-
stituted in this country, and carried
on under similar limitations, can pos-
sibly meet full present requirements.

It is plain that, at best, only odds
and ends of evidence, stray scraps of
information not always of unquestion-
ed authenticity, are forthcoming or
obtainable; the dependent communmi-
ties are not represented; one side,ina
conflict of races, debarred from testi-
{ying, remains, and must remain, sub-
stantially unheard, where not in a
measure dumb. To reachany satisfac-
tory results inquisition must be made
on the spot and among the people con-
cerned—the dependents of the United
States, our so-called subject races.
Under these circumstances did weour-
selves, the undersigned, representing
an unrecognized constituency and clad
with no official authority, undertake
to go out to the Philippine archipelago
or to send there a committee of our
number, we would have no power to
gather evidence, to elicit facts, or to
prescribe remedies. We could at best
appear merely as volunteers, and, as
such, would probably be ordered at
once to return whence we came. It
would be altogether otherwise with
those coming from the Congress of
the United States, and members of it.
Its delegates would represent the full
dignity, authority and power of the
American people. To them every
source of information would be ac-
cessible, while their mere presence
would vastly improve the situation.

The facts being thus, we respectful-
ly ask, on behalf of ourselves and
those we represent, that the Congress
of the United States will forthwith
provide for the appointment of a com-
mittee of investigation of ite own
number, to proceed at the earliest
practicable moment to the Philippine
archipelago, and there enter upon
such an investigation as will cause the
people of the United States to feel as-
sured that full information is being
elicited, that all grievances will be
considered, that any measures neces-
sary to the protection and a reestab-
lished prosperity of our dependents
will in due time be instituted, and that,
in the light of the fullest possible
knowledge of facts and conditions, the
American people may form their judg-
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ment of the policy so far pursued, as
well as that to be adopted for the fu-
ture.

We further desire to point out a full
precedent for the appointment of such
a joint congressional committee of in-
quiry. In the year 1865, at the close of
our civil war, when a state of affairs
not altogether dissimilar to that in
the Philippine archipelago existed in
the so-called Confederate States, cog-
nizance was taken of the fact, and
Congress, by & concurrent resolution
of December 13, acting as the grand
national inquest, appointed such a
committee as is now suggested. Com-
posed of six members on the part of
the Senate, and nine members on the
part of the House of Representatives,
William Pitt Fessenden, of Maine, was
chairman on behalf of the former,and
Thaddeus Stevens, of Pennsylvania,
on behalf of the latter, while among
those composing the committee were
James W. Grimes, Jacob M. Howard,
Reverdy Johmson, E. B. Washburne,
Justin F. Morrill, Roscoe Conkling and
George S. Boutwell. The committee
thus composed then made, as respects
the region which had constituted the
so-called Confederacy, an investiga-
tion similar in character to that we
now ask for as respects the Philippine
archipelago.

We would accordingly petition your
honorable bodies that such e joint
special committee be now provided,
and that it be of sufficient size to com-
mand public confidence by containing
representatives of both parties and
advocates of all different lines of pol-
icy, to the end that full information
may be elicited and the greatest pos-
sible volume of variant light shed upon
the duties and obligations which this
people have had forced upon them or
voluntarily assumed.

We would further respectfully re-
quest that this committee be so con-
stituted as to enable it to cover the
entire field of investigation within the
limited time at its disposal. To make
this possible it should be accompanied
by a body of experts, military and
civil, representing the meddical, sani-
tary, industrial and other scientific
phases involved in the great and com-
plex problem to be considered, and
upon which the committee will be
called inteHigently to pass.

On the spot, and in this way only,
we submit, can the American people
be properly and fully advised as to the
duties and obligations now imposed
upon them. As a portion of the peo-
ple, realizing those obligationsandim-
pressed with a not undue sense of the
responsibility which has been in-

curred, we submit this memorial and
ask for it your early and favorable
considaration.

BOOK NOTIOES.

NOVELS AND NOVELS.

It was my duty one evening recently to
listen to one of the numerous tribe of pro-
fessional lecturers. There was a large au-
dience, most of whom seemed well pleased.
The lecture—so called—was a mixture of
cheap humor and clap-trap pathose; but it
saved all trouble of thinking, and dealt in
agreeable platitudes painted o’er with the
garish caste of rhetoric. The fact that
such a lecture could give pleasure and
entertaln goes far tc show the still
rudimentary condition of public education.
We have taught most of our people the
mechanical art of reading, but we havenot
taught them judgment and taste.

It is with the same thought that one
notes the immense popularity of many of
the novels of the day. They have no style.
They show little knowledge of character.
‘When semi-historical, they show a super-
ficial knowledge of events, but no real in-
sight into the spirit of the times. They are
fit only for wasting time. Their readers
had about as well not be able to read, if
their reading Is to reach no higher plane.

Such is the new novel by Charles Major,
“Dorothy Vernon, of Haddon Hall,"” (Mac-
millan). This, however, is neither bet-
ter nor worse then many others. They are
made to sell and make money, and they
are eminently successful. R

Perhaps we should not complain. It is,
let us think, inevitable that quick-raising
processes of culture must result in this
transitional lack of taste and judgment.

One pity of thia result is that it tends to
bring discredit upon the whole branch of
literature which we include under the
word novels. But there are novels and
novels, and the novel is that branch of lit-
erature which most distinguishes the last
half-century. Thenovelis for us as natural
a way of presenting thoughts about;things
as dialogues were to Plato or plays to
Shakespeare.

Mr. Howell’s new novel, ‘“The Kentons'
(Harper), is as different from the novel
mentioned above as it is possible for two
objeats to be that are classified under the
same general name. We have in this book
the sure knowledge of a master, and see
the clever distinction of character which
can come only from one who has studied
men and women at first band, and not in
books. As an artist, Mr. Howells may
ba too sclentific, too patient with petty
detalls, too steadily devoted to the common-
place, but he is true. This is the high
quality which gives value to all his work.

J. H. DILLARD.

THE POLITICAL CAMPAIGN.

With the gomical campaign now open-
ing, in which important questions of gov-
ernment, both political and economic, are
at stake, we follow our usual custom of
oaeﬂnf The Public at a reduced rate for the
campaign, with the view of extending its
influence and promoting its circulation. We
will therefore recefve
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