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The Thanksgiving season is an ap-
propriate time to remind the people
of their prosperity. Those who are
prosperous will appreciate it, and
those who are not will think them-
selves the unfortunate exceptions to
a general rule.

But the Chicago prosperity tout-
ers have strained a point or two.
They tell us that the demand for la-
bor is greatly in excess of the sup-
ply. This is calculated to excite the
suspicions of men, of whom there
are plenty, who seek work day after
day and find no place. When the
demand for labor really exceeds the
supply, no one has to seek work, for
in those circumstances work seeks
him. And when figures are exploit-
ed to verify the assertion that labor
is scarce, while laborers find them-
selves in fact redundant, it is diffi-
cult to avoid repeating the aphorism
that while figures won’t lie liars will
figure.

A strong sidelight is thrown upon
this dazzling statistical prosperity
by the statement that stenographers
are particularly scarce. When it is
noted that good stenographers can
be secured in Chicago for $20 a week,
and poorer ones down to $6 or $7, the
brilliancy of the prosperity begins to
fade. It seems, at best, to be a kind
of prosperity which stimulates de-
mand mainly for underpaid labor.

One thing that makes it possible to
show an excessive demand for labor
when in fact there is much lack of
opportunities for employment, is that
special temporary demands arise in

certain directions and for certain
purposes and are pressing. When
these cannot be promptly filled they
go to swell the statistics of unsup-
plied demand for labor. For illus-
tration, 3,000 railroad hands are
wanted quickly and temporarily.
There might be twice 3,000 men out
of work, yet not half 3,000 able to do
this work or willing to surrender
their little stake at home by going
as day laborers far away. So the sta-
tistics will show a large unsupplied
demand for labor, though the demand
was in fact not large, nor for perma-
nent employment, nor general, nor
the supply of labor in general at all
scarce.

Another thing that makes these
prosperity statistics misleading to all
who ‘do not examine them in detail
is the fact that demand for women
and children inflates the statistics.
The experience of the Chicago Y.
M. C. A. is referred to as an exam-
ple of excessive demand and deficient
supply. For the months of August,
September and October the applica-
tions for work through this agency
amounted to only 681, while the ap-
plications for workers were 759.
Here is an apparent excess in demand
over supply of 7Y8—not a large ex-
cess, but an excess nevertheless. Yet
when the details are looked into,
the excess is shown to be made up
altogether of demands not for men
but for boys. Only 182 boys had ap-
plied for work, while 339 applica-
tions for boys had been made—an
excess in demand for boys of 157.
Regarding men, however, the excess
was the other way. Applications for
work had numbered 499, while ap-
plications for workers were only 420
—an excess in supply of 79. Is it,
then, an indication of prosperity
when the demand for boy workers is
greater than the supply, while the

demand for men workers is less than
the supply? Or does it mean that
men are being displaced by boys?

Properly enough Pennsylvania
employers have not kept places in
their establishments open for em-
ployes who went into the coal regions
as militiamen. Vague threats are
made against them for not having
done so. It is urged, for instance,
that penal laws ought to be passed
to meet such cases. But upon what
theory? Why should any business
man bear the burden of supplying
soldiers for the protection of the coal
trust? If young men wish to belong
to the militia that is their right. If
they are then ordered into the field it
is their duty to go. But if in conse-
quence they lose their jobs, they
have no just claim, neither has the
State, against their employers. Los-
ing one’s job under such circum-
stances is part of the sacrifice that
militiamen should expect to make.
And in these times of statistical pros-
perity it is not much of a sacrifice.
What if a man does lose his job?
Aren’t other jobs fairly yawning to
swallow him up? The prosperity
statistics make it so appear. Why,
then, should any one, militiaman or

not, worry over such a trifle as loss of
a job?

President Elliot, of Harvard, has
responded to the criticisms of his
speech on trade unionism. He is'not
opposed to the organization of labor-
ers for the purpose of benefiting their
condition. He only opposes their
methods. Much that he says in this
connection is quite sound, or would
be if he had coupled it with a frank
recognition of the fact that the ob-
jectionable methods of labor organi-
zations are incited by worse methods
practiced against workingmen by or-
ganized society under the sanction
of its predatory laws and institu-



530

The Public

tions. President Elliot is as amiable
in his feeling toward individual work-
ingmen as the president of Princeton
in the 5(’s was toward individual
slaves; but as the latter stood by the
institution of chattel slavery so the
former stands by the institution of
economic slavery.

One of the best utterances in con-
nection with the growing Irish agi-
tation was made in Chicago on the
23d by Michael Davitt when he said
that “those who own the land of a
country will own its government,
too, either directly or indirectly.”
Those words truly diagnose the po-
litical troubles in Ireland. So long
as British landlords own Ireland,
there can be no government of Ire-
land by the Irish people. Unfortu-
nately the sgrarian change now likely
to be made is not from ownership by
British landlords to ownership by
the Irish people. It is from owner-
ghip by British landlords to owner-
ship by Irish tenants. The old ten-
ants are to become the new landlords,
and consequently the governors of
Ireland; but the working eclass
among the Irish will be no better off
than before. Individuals among
them may become landlords, but as
a class the working people will have
no rights to the land of Ireland and
therefore no real voice in its govern-
ment.

The New York Nation sees in the
late elections a notice to the
Democratic party that “in order to
retain the confidence of the coun-
trv. it must address itself to the
questions of social injustice and class
favoritism which are pressing for so-
lution.” Yet the only Democratic
leader of national prominence who
has been addressing himself sensibly
and effectively to those questions—
Tom L. .Johnson, of Ohio—is stu-
nidlv and falsely, not to say mali-
cionsly, diseredited by the Nation in
*he <ame article as “grotesque,” and
“lie pregress he has manifestly made
“ <lurs aver.

\eeording to the Appeal to Rea-
«n the socialist paper of Girard,

Kansas, the Socialist vote at the re-
cent elections numbered 400,000.
Accuracy in the use of figures is not
the Appeal to Reason’s strong suit,
but this estimate may nevertheless be
approximately correct. It isunwise,
however, to boast of elections results
so obtained. Theyare the aggregate
of the highest votes cast for local So-
cialist candidates, votes which were
influenced by all sorts of local and
personal considerations, and there-
fore do not stand for a party vote at
all. Consequently the vote for presi-
dent two years hence is almost cer-
tain to fall below these results, in
which case the Socialist vote will
then appear to have sagged.

In a small way the local Single Tax
party of° Chicago has undergone
this experience. Notwithstanding
that there is a strong single tax sen-
timent in Chicago, this experiment
in third party politics made the poor
showing of only 500 votes at its
first trial. At the second its vote in-
creased 100 per cert., which indi-
cated, simply as matter of percent-
age, an early triumph. This indica-
tion was emphasized at the third
trial, when, by dint of computingthe
votes for local candidates, an aggre-
gate of nearly 2,000 was footed up,
making another increase of 100 per
cent. Butat the recent election that
vote fell as much as 50 per cent. or
more. This is in accord with the gen-
eral experience of permanent side
parties. And in the end they reach
the condition which is exemplified by
the Prohibitionists, who, in spite of a
tremendous prohibition sentiment
that might be utilized as a faction in
the old parties, putter along year
after year with a toy party, a play
campaign, and a microscopic vote.

In his speech at Memphis last
weck President Roosevelt referred to
the Filipinos, saying that they were
“wholly unfit to govern themselves.”
That is what the Britich said of the
Americans 125 years ago. Its fal-
sity was demonstrated in both cases.
In that of the Filipinos the records
at Washington prove that they had

been peacefully and successfully
governing themselves for months
before the late President McKinley,
without warrant or excuse, declared
war against them and turned their
peaceable country into a veritable
hell upon earth.

Again, in the same Memphis
speech, President Roosevelt said
that “if we had left the Philippines
there would have been a brief period
of bloody chaos.” All the estab-
lished facts indicate that this is a
false inference. But even if not,
pray how could the chaos have been
bloodier than that long continued
chaos and slaughter which President
McKinley precipitated when he de-
manded that the Filipinos abandon
their peaceable government and sub-
mit to American subjugation? Mr.
Roosevelt’s persistent assertions, so
transparently false—as false as his
assertion in Cincinnati that the
Standard Oil trust and the anthrs
cite trust have no tariff protection—
make it progressively harder to ig-
nore the fact that his looseness of
statement is becoming as notable as
the strenuousness of his life or the
elasticity of his political principles.

AN EOONOMICO SURVEY.

Having in a previous article (p.
517) cut through the layers, as it
were, of economic phenomena, from
money, down through trade, value,
serviceability and wealth to labor
and land; and having then sug-
gested that from the fundament-
tal starting point so secured
these .steps might be retraced
and the way be more minutely sur-
veyed, we purpose now to make that
survey—not fully, not elaborately,
but with sufficient minuteness, we
trust, to verify our assertion that
economic problems otherwise per-
plexing may be easily and accurately
surveyed and solved by means of the
one great economic landmark—the
primary fact that all Wealth is pro-
duced by Labor from Land.

- L

Let us begin the survey withs
somewhat more extended examins-
tion into the economie characteris-
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tics of Land, which, as we have seen,
is the sole condition of the economic
processes that Labor at any time gen-
erates or maintains.

Land is the storehouse of nature
from which man draws all his sup-
plies, and the one foundation upon
which he rests all his structures. It
includes everything except the hu-
man family, and such objects as the
human family have altered in condi-
tion so as to adapt them to human
desires. Not only the soil, but the
water, the atmosphere, the sunlight,
building sites, rallway sites, mineral
deposits, forests, and even the birds
of the air, the fishes of the sea, and
the wild animals that roam the earth,
are included in this economic cate-

gory.

It may seem absurd to designate
animals and water and air and sun-
light as “land,” a term habitually as-
sociated with the soil and used in con-
tradistinction to air and water. But
we are not now considering physics
or natural history. The subject of
our inquiry is the economic relations
of the human family to its environ-
ment. We must distinguish things,
therefore, by their economic peculiar-
ities.

For that purpose some term hav-
ing no colloquial connotations might
be much better than “land;” some
word meaning, forexample,“material
environment” or “earth chance.”
But one word will do as well as an-
other if we are careful to think of it
in the sense in which we agree to use
it.

As printers speak of the “chase”
without thinking of hunting, and of
the “hell box” and the “devil” with-
out alluding to theology, so in eco-
nomic matters may we speak of
“land” without limiting our meaning
to what the farmer means when he
speaks of plowing land, or the sailor
when upon sighting a shore line he
announces the fact with a “land, ho!”
or the ocean traveler when he puts
his foot upon the dock and tells you
he has landed. We use it as a tech-
nical term to distinguish sharply

from all other things the natural en-
vironment of the human family. As
all must agree, man has a natural en-

« Vironment without which he could
not work, could not produce satisfac-
tions, could not live at all,—an envi-
ronment which is to his life of won-
derful variety what bodies of water
are to the simple life of fish and the
upper air to that of birds. This en-
Vironment includes every natural

thing that man needs, ranging from
air to breathe to all the matter and
all the forces of nature, including
animal life, which he may alter in
condition so as to adapt it to the sat-
isfaction of any of his desires. For
convenient reference to that environ-
ment, some simple technical term is
needed, and the one with which polit-
ical economists have long been famil-
iar is Land.

This, as already explained, is the
sole passive or responsive condition
of economic processes. No economic
process i3 possible without it. Ital-
ways has been, is now, and, though
human achievement accomplish un-
told wonders, always must be, one of
the only two indispensable factors of
producing satisfactions for human
desires.

Any other conclusion is unthink-
able.

IL

Without Labor, however, Land
would yield no artificial object. La-
bor is the other indispensable thing.

As Land is the passive or economic
condition, so Labor is the initial
economic force. It is Labor applied
to and operating upon and in con-
junction with Land that causes every
other economic process.

Or, to put the same thought in an-
other form, it is by means of the
energies of man, mental and physi-
cal, applied to and operating upon
and in conjunction with the material
energies of his natural environment,
that all artificial satisfactions of hu-
man desires are produced.

For Labor, like Land, is a technical
term of political economy, and as
such must be understood more com-
prehensively than in common speech.
It designates human energies, men-
tal and physical, in so far at least as
they are devoted to economic process-
es. So iticomprehends all serviceable
work — of mind or muscle, with
skill or without, as hired man
or “boss;” and whether on farms
or in factories, out upon the sea or
down in the mine, up in the high
stories of sky scrapers or away from
civilization in the depths of primeval
forests, in the hospital or the pulpit,
at the bar or the easel or the teacher’s
desk, in store or warehouse or rail-
road train or street car or public of-
fice. Allservice is Labor, whether it
be a service rendered directly, like
that of the barber who shaves you,

or one rendered indirectly, like that
of the mechanic who impresses his
energy upon matter, thereby produe-

ing exchangeable objects. Wherever

or however human energy responds
to the cravings of human desire, the
expenditure of that energy for that
purpose is Labor.

II1.

When this application of the ener-
gies of man to his natural environ-
ment produces substantial results,
those results are distinguished by the
technical term Wealth.

Wealth is drawn from external na-
ture by man, who, by changing nat-
ural materials in form or place or
both, produces such artificial objects
as tend to satisfy human'desire. In
technical phrase: from Land, Labor
produces Wealth. To call in the aid
of metaphor: as father to mother and
children to parents, so is Labor to
Land and Wealth to both.

Among the distinguishing char-
acteristics of Wealth is its tendency
to revert. Not only does it con-
sist of artificial objects produced by
man from his material environment,
but with use or lapse of time it loses
its artificial quality and passes back
again into the great reservoir of mat-
ter and force whence it came. A
loaf of bread is Wealth. So were
the flour of which it was made, the
wheat from which the flour was
ground, and all the artificial imple-
ments which were utilized to bring
the grain to fruition, to grind the
flour, to bake the bread, and to trans-
port grain, flour and implements in
theé form of a loaf of bread to the con-
sumer.

In raising the grain, agricultural
implements were subjected to a
“wear and tear” which returned
them in degree to the natural reser-
voirs of supply; while the seed,
produced by previous effort, was
wholly returned. In grinding the
flour, milling implements were re-
turned in degree by their “wear and
tear”; and so with baking imple-
ments and transporting agencies.
At last the bread itself is eaten. or
wasted. In either case, it also returns
to the natural sources. :

What is thus true of bread and its
artificial constituents is true of all
other artificial objects. Sooner or
later, and with most of them much
sooner than later, all artificial ob-
jects revert to their original econom-
ic condition as part of the natural en-
vironment of man.

In technical phrase. therefore. not
onlv is all Wealth produced hv Ta-
bor from Tand. but in natural course
it all tends to pass back into T.and
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This is the never varying result of
economic processes.

But why do men produce by Labor
from Land artificial objects, or
Wealth, if those objects inevitably
go back to Land again? Simply, as
we have already casually observed,
because the consumption of those
objects, which is one of the ways in
which they revert, satisfies desire.

Consuming bread satisfies a desire
for food; wearing out clothing satis-
fies desires for covering and orna-
ment; occupying houses, driving
horses and carriages, carrying a
watch, wearing a jewel, and'so on, sat-
isfy other desires. Men systematic-
ally produce these things because
consuming them gives satisfaction.

It is not because the labor of pro-
ducing them is itself a pleasure. On
the contrary men instinctively shrink
from systematic labor for its own
sake. Under an obvious natural law
—that is, a law of human nature—
men instinctively seek the satisfac-
tion of their desires in the easiest
way. Their object is to get the most
and the best with the least effort.
This is the natural law that inflicts
. upon us predatory crime when iti is
perverted, but blesses us with labor-
saving invention ‘when it operates
normally.

Translated into economic terms,
that law, the most fundamental of
all the laws of political economy,
would read: “In producing Wealth
from Land, Labor seeks the easiest
way—the line of least resistance.” -

IV.

Since production is irksome and
Labor instinctively seeks the line of
least resistance, .the things it pro-
duces must either have, or seem to
have, the power of giving some kind
of satisfaction, else it will not pro-
duce them. That is to say, Wealth,
must possess the quality of Service-
ability. It must be capable of serv-
ing some purpose, of ministering to
some desire, whether good or bad,
doubtful or indifferent. Wealth
adapted to serve normal human
wants, giving no one pain in order to
give others pleasure, may be distin-
guished as useful, that is, as possess-
ing the quality of utility. Bread
would come in that category. But
Wealth adapted to serve the purpose
of giving pleasure or satisfaction to
one by giving pain to another (such
as instruments of torture), is lacking
in the quality of utility. Neverthe-
less it may be accounted as service-

able in the restricted sense of the
term. Itservesa desire.

Serviceability is exhibited in two
general aspects. An artificial object
may be serviceable in satisfying de-
sire directly; or as a tool or material
in aiding to produce such objects.

A loaf of bread upon the table sat-
isfies a desire directly. It appeases
hunger. But wheat, flour, agricul-
tural implements, mills, cars, wag-
ons, ovens, warehouses, ete., the vari-
ous artificial materials and artificial
implements whereby the loaf of
bread is produced to the table of the
consumer, these do not satisfy desire
directly. They are artificial means
whereby objects that do satisfy it
may be realized.

These two kinds of Servicability
give distinctive character to the
articles of wealth to which they re-
spectively attach. For the articlesof
Wealth which have the kind of Ser-
viceability that satisfies desire di-
rectly, are finished; whereas those
that do so indirectly, or mediately,
something yet being necessary to be
done to give them final Serviceabil-
ity, are unfinished.

Bread in the possession of
the consumer is finished. But
wheat, flour, ovens, cars, and the
other materials and mechanism for
making bread and deliveringit to the
consumer, and also the bread in the
store, are in the other -category.
Something remains yet to be done
by Labor before they have the final
kind of Serviceability. To the de-
gree, therefore, that they are used in
or are devoted to satisfying the de-
sire for bread, they are unfinished
bread.

With reference to its economic
Serviceability, then, there are two
kinds of Wealth, namely, Finished
and Unfinished. This distinctionis
important, as we shall see when we
get back to Trade, for in Trade it is
unfinished wealth that constitutes
Capital.

V.

Value as well as Serviceability at-
taches to Wealth.  Since artificial
objects, or Wealth, have Serviceabil-
ity—are capable, that is, of satisfy-
ing desire—they have possibilities
of Value. But they do not for that
reason alone actually exhibit Value.
This appears only when they are
scarce. They must be scarce as well
as Serviceable.

If artificial objects could be pro-
duced by simple fiat, they would have
as much Serviceability as if pro-

duced laboriously; but they would
have mno Value, because they
would never be scarce. But
why wouldn’t they be scarce?
Because their acquisition in abund-
ance by everybody would be irksome
to nobody. Inasmuch, then, as man is
not endowed with magical power; as
he cannot say “Let there be bread!”
and there is bread; as, on the con-
trary, every artificial object is pro-
duced only at the expense of human
exertion, often severe, and always
irksome if frequently repeated—this
being the commonplace fact, artifi-
cial objects are always scarce except
as irksome labor modifies their scare-
ity. Consequently all the elements
of the Value of Wealth spring from
Labor. As the application of Labor
invests objects with Serviceability,
so the irksomeness of Labor invests
their Serviceability with Value.

Even to Robinson Crusoe, alone
upon his island, this phenomenon of
Value was present, though he might
not have recognized it by name.

He certainly would have valued
more those of his artificial posses-
sions that would have cost him great
exertion to replace, than those that
would have cost him less. The point
is admirably made by Henry George
at page 248 of his “Science of Polit-
ical Economy.” Referringto Crusoe,
he writes that the essential idea of
Value— )

would be brought out in his mind by
any question of getting or saving one
of two or more things. Of several
things to him equally useful, which
he might find in the wreck of his ship,
or on the shore line under conditions
which would enable him to secure but
one; or of several equally useful to
him, which were threatened by a del-
uge of rain or an incursion of savages,
it is evident that he would ‘“set the
most store” by that which would rep-
resent to him the greatest effort to re-
place. Thus, in a tropical island his
valuation of a quantity of floar, which
he could replace only by cultivating,
gathering and pounding the grain,
would be much greater than that of

"an equal quantity of bananas, which

he might replace at the cost of pluck-
ing and carrying them; but on a more
northern island this estimate of rela-
tive value might be reversed. And so
all things which to get or retain would
require of him toil, would come to as-
sume in his mind a relation of value
distinct from and independent of their
usefulness, a relation based on the
greater or less degree of exertion that
their possession would enable him to
avoid in the gratification of his desires.
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<« « - In the last analysis, value is but
an expression of exertion avoided.

‘The last sentence of that quota-
tion furnishes probably the most ex-
act explanation of Value to be found
anywhere in the books: “an ex-
pression of exertion avoided,” an ex-
pression, that is, of Labor saved. It
throws a bright light upon the whole
subject of economic Value, whether
of artificial or other objects, making
it perfectly clear why some things are
more valuable than others, and why
the degrees of difference are so nu-
merous and extreme. It is not the
Labor saved-up or stored in an ob-
ject, but the JLabor to be saved or
avoided by possession of the object,
that gives it Value; and degrees of

Value are regulated by the degrees of
Labor to be saved by the objects, re-
spectively, to which Value attaches.

Primarily, the objects to which
Value attaches are artificial—those
objects distinguished as Wealth.
This is because such objects are pri-
marily non-existent. They come
into being only through Labor, which
must be exerted to remove the nat-
ural scarcity; and since that exertion
is irksome, its results are valuable in
the degree that they will gerve to
save the possessor further exertion.

But secondarily, Value attaches
also to mnatural objects—those dis-
tinguished as Land. It doesso only
secondarily, because primarily Land is
not non-existent. On the contrary,
primarily it is superabundant. But
when some parts of it yield easier re-
turns to Labor than other parts,
those parts are capable relatively of
saving Labor. Consequently, if such
Land is scarce it becomes valuable;
and the degree of its value is in ac-
cordance with the degree of Labor it
is capable of saving its possessor.

VI.

Such being the nature of Value,
nothing but a peculiarity of Labor
not yet considered, is necessary to
cause Trade.

This peculiarity is best known as
Division of Labor, though the better
term is Cooperation. It results from
the law of human nature already men-
tioned, that men satisfy their desires
in the easiest known way.

Evidently a larger general result,
a greater volume of Wealth, can be
produced with less Labor if some
men work regularly at one or some
parts of one thing, and others at
other things or some of their parts,
than if each man works at everything.

If, for instance, armies of workmen
devote their time and energies to pre-
paring leather, separate groups doing
over and over again some particular
act in the process from raising the
cattle to tanning; if other armies,
also divided into specialized groups,
turn the leather into shoes; if still
others do the transporting and others
the storekeeping, while others di-
vide up into groups to , make and
maintain the machinery, and so on,
more and better shoes will be made
and brought to market than if each
of these men were to devote the same
energy to all the processes of making
and deélivering shoes. And this
is true of all artificial objects. It
is, therefore, economical to make and
deliver Wealth by the process which
should be known as Cooperation.
but is known as Division of Labor.

This process may be observed in
two aspects. Sometimes men literal-
ly divide their effort, to produce re-
sults which would otherwise waste
time and energy. Thus, two men
having two errands each to do, two
to the eastward a mile and two to
the westward a mile, will do them
easier and quicker if one attends to
both in one direction and the other
to both in the opposite -direction,
than if each does one errand in each
direction. By dividing their effort,
they economize time and energy.
The other aspect of Division of Labor
is exhibited when men join their ef-
forts to produce results which none of
them could accomplish alone. Thus
our two men could build two houses,
each of which would be better than
either man could build alone. So
Division of Labor means not only
division, but also union, of labor;
which is in itself a good reason for
preferring the term Cooperation.

Now the things so done would, as
we have seen, have Serviceability.
Otherwise they would not be done—
certainly not systematically and reg-
ularly, which is of the essence of po-
litical economy. These two houses,
for example, would serve to live
in; and if bread were the object of
two of those errands and meat of the
other two, the meat and bread would
serve for food.

Having Serviceability, under cir-
cumstances which would enable
their possession to save meces-
sary Labor in order to satisfy
want (which implies Scarcity),
they would also have Value. The
Value of the houses would be
greater than that of the lum-

ber, etc., which would be greater
than that of the timber, etc., because
each in order when in possession
would be to that extent a labor-saver.
So of the bread and meat. After be-
ing brought to the central point—
where they were desired, else the er-

' rands would not have been done—

they would have more Value than
before the errands, because they
would save the Labor of bringing that
much bread and meat to that point
to satisfy the want which caused the
errands to be done.

We now have a grasp of the condi-
tions of Trade.

To recur for illustration to the ex-
ample: When these houses are fin-
ished, their possession will save equal .
Labor. Comsequently, they have
equal Value, and the two men will ex-
change their respective undividedin-
terests equally. Each will swap his
undivided interest in the house he
gives, for the other’s undivided inter-
est in the house he gets. So each
comes to own,,as the result of hisown
labor, a whole house, which neitheris
capable of building by himself.

Likewise with the errands. When
they are done, the two men have at
the central point, where they are
wanted, two loaves of bread fetched
a mile from one direction, and two
pieces of meat fetched a mile from
another. As the possession of either
loaf will save further Labor in equal
degree, they have equal Value. Sim-
ilarly of the pieces of meat.

But how much Labor would each
loaf of bread save over and above its
cost at the mile-away bakery? Ob-
viously not more than a two-mile
walk. Precisely so with the piecesof
meat. Consequently, as a rule, no
one would give more for either
than the equivalent of a two-mile
walk. Therefore, the man who
fetched the bread would trade his
extra loaf for the other’s extra piece
of meat, and vice versa, provided
each had cost the same at the point
from which it was fetched. If either
had cost more at that point, the men
would adjust that difference and then
trade even. .

Now, it is the same in principle
whether two men do each other’s er-
rands and swap the results, thus se-
curing bread and meat with an econ-
omy of Labor; or whether two men
help build each other’s houses and
swap their Labor interests therein,
thus securing better houses than
either can build: or whether millions
upon ‘millions of men help get one
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another’s bread and meat, help build
one another’s houses, help make one
another’s clothes, help furnish one
another’s luxuries—in a word, con-
tribute to the making and delivery of
every variety of artificial objects, by
cooperatively dividing and uniting

Labor and swapping the resultant .

Wealth. The principle is identical.

It is by means of this Division of
Labor that the social body econo-
mizes Labor in the production of
Wealth, and it is by means of this
swapping that the Wealth which La-
bor draws forth is distributed. The
whole process of making and swap-
ping is Cooperation or Division of
Labor and Trade.

Whoever gets any species of
Wealth in free exchange for his La-

sbor has in effect produced the thing
he gets. It is the same in principle
as if he had made it himselg for, ex-
changes being voluntary and in free
conditions, the Value of what one
gives is as a rule the equivalent in
Value of what he gets.

It is a mistake to suppose that the
individual can no longer rightfully
own any kind of Wealth because he no
longer completely produces any kind.
When the Value of what he contrib-
utes in Trade to the volume of
Wealth in one form is equivalent to
the Value of what he draws in Trade
from the volume of Wealth in other
forms, it cannot be fairly said that he
has no moral or economie title to
what he draws out.

As we have already found, there
are two kinds of Serviceability—me-
diate and final, a flouring mill bein
typical of the one and a loaf of breag
in the larder of the other. We have
distinguished them as Finished and
Unfinished wealth. It is only in
conditions of Trade that this dif-
ference becomes important. For it
is only in those conditions that the
two different kinds of Utility fall into
different ownerships.

In Trade, however, unfinished
Wealth, that is Wealth having dis-
tinctively mediate or indirect Ser-
viceability as distinguished from
final, the Serviceability of the
mill ir contradistinetion to that
of the loaf of bread, does be-
come a distinctive class of prop-
erty. Whereas Robinson Crusoe, of
Selkirk’s firm island in the sea, was
only one individual and owned in
common, so to speak, all his Wealth,
unfinished as well as finished, tools
as well as final satisfactions, the Rob-
inson Crusoe of Galileo’s floating is-

land in space, is composed of mil-
lions of individuals, some of whom
own one kind of unfinished Wealth,
some other kinds, and some others
still, and all own, in greater or less
degree, at least now and then, a sup-
ply of finished Wealth. When unfin-
ished Wealth is thus differentiated
by Trade into a distinctive class of
property it is known as capital
Wealth—for short, Capital.

Other things are often called Cap-
ital. But it is technically wrong to
call them by that name, or else it is
wrong to call this by it; for they
and this are absolutely different as
economic facts. Money, forinstance,
is not Capital. The fact that it will
trade for Capital does not make it
such, any more than the fact that a
new pair of shoes will trade for a
five-dollar greenback makes them
money. Though money may repre-
sent Capital, it is itself something
else. Neither is a building site Cap-
ital, nor a mineral deposit, nor any
other natural object. Natural ob-
jects are distinguished as Land. In
a slave country slaves might be called
Capital, but they are not. Slaves are
workingmen. They are therefore
distinguished as Labor. Capital is
the distinctive term for that form of
Wealth (which means artificial ob-
jects adapted to satisfy human
desires) that has mediate or indirect
as distinguished from final Service-
ability. It is Wealth which is not
yet in the hands of the .consumer;
Wealth which is, therefore, in the
economic sense, unfinished.

Out of this segregation of Capital
Wealth from Final Wealth, arise the
problems with reference to interest,
or the so-called earnings of Capital.

These problems are too much in-
volved in confusions of Capital with
things that are not Capital, to admit
of examination in this general sur-
vey of first principles. It will be
enough here to say that inasmuch
as Capital is a class of Wealth, and
all classes of Wealth are produced by
Labor, the earnings of Capital, if
such there be, must be earnings of
Labor. They therefore belong, in
fairness, to whoever has either made
the earning Capital with his own la-
bor or acquired the ownership of it
in free exchange, Value for Value, for
what with his own labor he has made.

This brings us to a consideration
of the earnings of Labor in condi-
tions of Trade, for which Wages is
the technical term. But as “wages”

means colloquially only the hire of
certain classes of subordinate work-
ingmen, another caution i3 neces-
sary. Since Labor comprehends all
human effort, whether of brain or
muscle, in producing satisfactions
for human desires, and not merely
hired labor, so the compensation for
Labor comprehends more than the
pay of hired laborers. ‘That pro-
portion of the whole volume of
Wealth that flows to Labor as its
share is what is meant by the tech-
nical term Wages.

If Labor werethe only factor in
the production of Wealth, that is, if
human exertion could'create artificial
objects out of mnothing, needing
neither raw materials nor standing
room nor natural environment of any
other kind, then all the Wealth creat-
ed would go to laborers as Wages in
return for their expenditure of effort
in produciag it. In other words,
Wealth and Wages would then coin-
cide. The non-laborer would take
nothing except by thefé or as a vol-
untary gift from his toiling brethren.

But Labor cannot create Wealth.
It can only produce or draw forth
Wealth from external nature—from
Land. It must go to Land alike for
materials and implements and final
product—for capital Wealth, as well
as final Wealth,—and to Land also
for a working place.

Yet so long as there is no scarcity
of the best quality of requisite Land,
it is the same with reference to com-
pensation as if no Land were needed.
For one place being as good as an-
other, and every place offering op-
portunity in excess of the need,
there would be no premiums for
place and the entire product would
go to Labor in the form of Wages.
Wealth and Wages would still coin-
cide.

But with scarcity of better places,
there enters in the possibility of di-
verting some proportion of Wealth,
or premiums for place, to another
category than Wages. This pro-
portion is classified apart from the
rest, because it represents the eco-
nomic difference, or saving of Labor,
which the better but scarce sites of-
fer over the abundant but poorer
ones. The term for that class or cat-
egory is Rent, which means, of
course, not what tenants pay to land-
lords for real estate, but what can be
exacted for Land as distinguished
from real estate—what can be exact-
ed for superior places. It is in this
manner that land acquires Value, the
Rent of Land and the Value of
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Land being but different manifes-
tations of the same economic fact,
Land Value.is only the capitalization
of land Rent.

Rent attaches to Land as Wages
attach to Labor. Consequently the
laborer on a specially desirable
and scarce site may differentiate his
Rent from his Wages by transferring
his land, or, he may have it differen-
tiated against his will by expropria-
tion.

When this is done we have that
most fundamental phenomenon of
Trade, the distribution of artificial
objects, or Wealth, into two cate-
gories: Wages, which is all the
Wealth that remains after what is
due to the advantages of exception-
al and scarce places has been deduct-
ed; and Rent, which is the proportion
of Wealth that is due to the advan-
tages of those places. This primary
division is regulated by the competi-
tion of laborers for Land. .

A secondary division, also regulat-
ed by competition, divides Rent
among land owners in proportion to
the value of their Land, respectively,
and the Wages fund among work-
ers in proportion to the value of their
services respectively.

As Labor becomes more and more
productive of Wealth exceptionally
desirable Land becomes relatively
more and more scarce; consequently
the Rent fund tends to increase side
by side with the Wages fund.

‘This makes it highly desirable to
own such Land. For one may thus
satisfy his wants with least exertion
or with no exertion at all; a patent
fact which generates a tendency to
monopolize Land in advance of
general mneed for it, with the
expectation or hope that it may come
to command exceptional advantages
for Labor—that a city may spring
up near it or on it, or a mine be dis-
covered under its surface, or a farm-
ing population grow thick in the re-
glon. But this tendency has the ef-
fect of lessening the general market
supply of Land, and thereby, so to
speak, of inflating or watering Rent.

Now, Rent proper, represents a

normal advantage. It does mot
press upon the Wages fund, but
equalizes Wagesup to the stand-
ard of Labor done without pe-
culiar advantages of place. Laborers
thereby get equal returns for equal
work, regardless of location.

But the “water” in Rent does

make a pressure upon Wages. It can
be traded for Wealth only at the ex-

pense of the Wages fund. This is
the condition when most of the Land
having superior Serviceability is mo-
nopolized. Rent, expanded by “wa-
ter,” presses more and more upon the
Wages fund until that fund is so com-
pressed that Labor refuses to con-
tinue production for the abnormally
reduced compensation. Then the
“water” bag collapses. When this
happens we call it industrial depres-
sion; and we call the readjusting
process “hard times.” -

Taxation may play an effective
part in the economic pressure of “wa-
tered” Rent upon Wages.

If trading transactions are taxed,
the Wages fund will be diminished,
and Labor thereby weakened so as
to be able all the less to resist the
pressure of “watered” Rent,—the po-
litical moral of which would seem to
be that trading ought to be exempt
from taxation.

If the owning of Land having
Value (which is the equivalent of
Rent-yielding power), is taxed, the
Rent fund will be diminished, there-
by weakening the force of its pres-
sure upon Wages,— the political
moral of which would seem to be
that such land owning ought to be
taxed.

Either Trade or Land monopoly
may be diminished by taxation to a
far greater extent than the amount
of the tax. ‘This may happen if trad-
ing is so heavily taxed that it is
checked, or land monopolizing so
heavily taxed as to be discouraged.
In comparing these differing effects
of taxation it might be wise to ob-
serve that trading serves mankind
best when it is not obstructed, and
that land monopoly does not serve
mankind at all.

" As Labor can use Land effectively
without owning it or hiring it,
doubtless the ideal adjustment of
land tenure would be one under
which men would refuse to take title
save for occupancy and use.

This can be best secured by tax-
ing Rent into the common purse,
which by removing temptations to
forestall Land, would at once let out
the “water”—and keep it out. There
would thus be left no other motive
for seeking title than desire to use.

It would be ideal also in this, that
it would leave to Labor in the Wages
fund for competitive distribution,
the earnings of individual effort.
while taking for Labor in the Rent
fund, for public or common use,

the undistributable earnings of social
effort as an indivisible whole. Wealth
would then coincide with the sum of
two kinds of earnings,—Wages, or
the distributable mass of individual
earnings; and Rent, or the undis-
tributable mass of social edrnings.

The nearer this distribution is re-
alized, the nearer do we approach the
economic ideal.

VII

Coming now back again to thesur-
face where our exploration began, we
are again confronted with the phe-
nomenon of Money.

In the concrete Money is a token
of Trade.

For a metal disc called a cent we
get a stick of candy, and the store-
keeper passes the disc on to others in
exchange for whatever he wants—
maybe two sticks of candy, to be sold
again at a profit. We may do the
same thing in larger transactions
with a silver dime, or quarter, or half,
or dollar, or with gold coins or paper
money. All these are tokens of
trade, which close transactions and
leave no obligation behind.

But comparatively little of the
world’s tra(})ing is done by the actual
passing of such tokens. Checks and
drafts, which are orders upon book-
keepers directing them to shift cred-
its upon their ledgers, are used for
the most part. Yet Money terms are
retained, checks and drafts being
drawn and all commercial books be-
ing kept in the language of Money.
It is characteristic of trade that the
terminology of Serviceability, as
pounds and ounces, or feet and inches,
or quarts and pints, is translated into
the terminology of Value, as francs
and centimes, or pounds,shillingsand
pence, or marks and pfennigs, or dol-
lars and cents.

Consequently, confusionof thought
often arises.

It is said that some man is worth
a million dollars, and the imagina-
tion pictures him as possessing that
much Money. But he has nothing
like it. What is really meant is that
he has property the value of which
is equal to a million dollars of Money.

This use of Money terms for meas-
uring property is a prolific cause of
crooked thinkingregarding economic
relationships. It confuses just and
unjust property in a bewildering
muddle.

When we say that twomen are each
worth ten thousand dollars, we think
of their property rights as identicak
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Yet the property rights of the one
might be utterly indefensible, while
those of the other might be wholly
unobjectionable. Could we exam-
ine their inventories we might
find that the one owns thou-
sands of “dollars’ worth of slaves
(who arein justice entitled to
own themselves); thousands of dol-
lars’ worth of private taxing power
(which is a privilege of extortion);
and thousands of dollars’ worth of
land (which is 8 commeon inherit-
ance); while the entire fortune of the
other might consist of buildings, ma-
chinery and the like (which are just-
ly his if he has made them himself or
has swapped his labor.for them di-
rectly or indirectly to their makers).
These fundamental, moral and eco-
nomic distinctions are covered up by
the use of Money terms for indiscrim-
inately measuring’ Serviceability in
Trade.

For that reason it is necessary to
examine, as we have done, into the
nature of Trade, where the language
of Money prevails; to probe Value,
which makes Trade possible; to con-
sider Servicability, upon which Value
rests; and to analyze Wealth, which
embodies Serviceability. Having
done that, we find that Wealth, from
which spring all these phenomena—
Serviceability, Value, Trade and
Money—is the product of Labor ap-
plied to Land.

We are therefore able now clearly
to see that the justice of any prop-
erty right, though its Value be ex-
pressed in terms of Money regard-
less of its economic character, de-
pends at last upon its relations to
Labor and Land. These things lie
back of all kinds of “vested rights.”
And they determine infallibly
whether any of these rights are just
or unjust.

For there are two ways, and, broad-
ly speaking, only two, whereby man
enslaves his fellow man. He may do
so by acquiring “vested rights” in
Labor, which enable him to compel
workingmen to work for him. This
i3 called chattel slavery. Or he
may do so hy acquiring “vested
rights” in Land, which enable him to
deny life to workingmen unless thev
work for him. Thisis called land
monopolv. TIn the one case the slav-
ery is active: in theotherit is passive.

In either there may be great
varieties of form. Ownership of
Labor does mnot consist alone in
title deeds to slaves. Any taxing
power for private profit is of the same

—

nature. It compels men to give up

art of their earnings for nothing.
Neither does ownership of Land con-
sist alone in the title deeds to partic-
ular parcels of earth laid off by metes
and bounds. All franchises, as a
street car privilege, a railroad right
of way, dock privileges, or the like,
are in their nature the same. The
essence of slavery, active or passive,
is in every one of them.

“Slavery,” some one has said, “is
the sum of all sin.” He only put into
other phrase the sentiment of St.
Paul: “The love of money is the
root of all evil.” To love money and
not the earning of it, is to love slav-
ery.

And that is the sum and sub-
stance of all economic problems and
of all civic morality.

EDITORIAL OORRESPONDENOE.

Cleveland, Nov. 21, 1902.—No one in
Cleveland, Senator Hanna least of
all, believes that Tom L. Johnson wase
“snowed under” at the recent elec-
tion. ’

In the initial Democratic cam-
paign of the State under his leader-
ship, with a radical platform and e
radical candidate, with only himself
and Bigelow to lead in the speak-
ing, and all the plutocratic and spoils
hunting Democrats of the State
against him, as well as some of the
largest corporate interests of the
country, the count for Bigelow foots
up 350,000 votes. Nor is that all. In
the northern counties in which most
of the campaigning was done, the
Democratic gain was over 10,000.
Even thet does not sum up the gain.
In the Congressional district re-
served by the Republicans in their
gerrymander for 'their Democratic
coadjutor, “Doc.” Norton — the tax
lawyer and land expert of the B. & O.
R. R.—while Norton’s majority is
normally 6,000, Johnson's campaign
against public officials who, in their
official capacity, serve the corpora-
tions that employ them, instead of
the people that elect them, defeated
Norton by 600 for Congress, while
carrying the district for Bigelow for
secretary of state. One other fact
must not be forgotten. In Cuyahoga
county, where Johnson and Hanna
live, which was strongly Republican
until Johnson came into Democratic
leadership there, and where Hanna
made his most desperate fight, Bige-
low's plurality was 2,500, though the
Democratic candidate for governor
last year had a plurality of only 115.

In the city of Cleveland itself Bige-
low’s plurality was 5,000. Under
these circumstances Senator Hanna
is far from easy in his mind regard-
ing the municipal election next
Spring, when Johnson will doubtlese
be a candidate for reelection as
mayor.

Mr. Hanna is preparing for a des-
perate struggle. He is endeavoring
to bring together Republican factions
by a judicious distribution of the nu-

_merous places which his new mu-

nicipal code has provided; and in ad-
dition to this political wire pulling ke
is centering the interest of the great
money-grabbing elements of Wall
street upon this Ohio city, with as-
surances that the one thing needful
to all monopolistic combinationsis the
destruction of the dreadful Johnson.

Whoever imagines that the victory
over plutocracy is to be an easy one,
makes & monumental mistake. If that
were true it would have been won long
ago.

The new municipal code does not
take effect until Spring, when the
first elections under it are to be held
in all the cities of the State.

This code was made necessary by
the attempt to thwart Mayor Johm-
son’s policy of equal taxation and
three cent fares on street cars. Under
Mr. Hanna’s patronage, and through
the attorney general whom he nom-
inated and controls, an ouster suit was
brought against the city of Cleveland
on the ground that its charter was in-
valid as special legislation.  This
charter had been passed by a Repub-
lican legislature, and had been in
unquestioned force 11 years. The
attorney general refused to bring
a similar suit against the city of Cin-
cinnati, which also had a special char-
ter, but where the city government
was subservient to the corporation
ring. In the suit against Cleveland
the Supreme Court of the State de-
clared the Cleveland charter invalid,
but in doing so laid down principles
which invalidated every city charter
in the State. Hence the necessity for
a special session of the legislature
and the enactment of the municipal
code which is to go into effect in the
Spring.

Meanwhile, the court had granted s
stay of proceedings in the Cleveland
suit, which leaves the officers of that
city free to administer its affairs un-
til Spring as the officers of the other
cities are doing—under its old char
ter.

Accordingly, Mayor Johnson pro-
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ceeded with the low fare and equal
taxation reforms which he had en-
tered upon immediately after his elec-
tion. But instantly an injunction was
procured from the Supreme Court to
protect Mr. Hanna'’s street-car inter-
ests. Consequently any other city in
the state can deal with the street-car
question. Cleveland alone is en-
joned. The explanation is that Cleve-
land is the only Ohio city in which
monopoly interests are threatened.

Johnson also continued his tax in-
vestigation in the interest of the small
property owners who are now taxed
with gross unfairness. That, too, was
stopped by injunction.

He then procured the appointment
by the new county offices of a “tax in-
quisitor” under the Ohio law in place
of the Republican “inquisitor,” with a
view to compelling the corporations
to pay back taxes which they had
dodged. The new “inquisitor” was
promptly shackled with an injunc-
tion.

And now comes up a matter of an-
other kind, which shows the determin-
ation of the Hanna ring to deprive the
city administration of all power to ad-
minister the affairs for which it is re-
sponsible to the people.

For the purpose of increasing the ef-
ficiency of the police force, Mayor
Johnson had, after long and careful
investigation into its condition and
the causes of its efficiency, decided to
unload five of the six captains, who
were barnacles, and to put in the place
of the inefficient superintendent the
sixth captain, whom he had'found to be
a competent officer. By thus getting

rid of five useless captains, whose
duties are performed by lieutenants,
he would have hadthe funds toincrease
the number of patrolmen, and by pro-
moting the efficient captain he could
have setured a good superintendent
for what under a competent chief he
believed would be an efficient force.

The captains resigned' when called
upon to do so, but the superintendent
interested Mr.Hanna'sattorney gener-
al, and that convenient ofticial secured
from the accommodating Supreme
Court an injunction so broad that the
city government has no further au-
thority over the police force. This
injunction was granted without notice
to the city or a hearing of any kind,
but by a secret proceeding at Colum-
bus,

To give it the color of good faith the
Hanna papers manufactured and cir-
culated a rumor that Johnson was re-
moving these police officers for the
Purpose of putting his own po-

litical followers .into their places.
The disingenuousness of this man-
ufactured rumor is apparent when
the fact is disclosed that John-
son expressly intended and had
fully arranged to make no appoint-
ments in place of the captains, and to
fill the superintendent’s place by the
promotion of an officer who is uni-
versally regarded in Cleveland as one
of the best on the force and who is a
thorough-going Republican.
L. F. P

NEWS

Rumors of a probable settlement
of the anthracite coal strike gained
currency on the 21st. The proceed-
ings before the arbitration commis-
sion (p. 521) had gone on regularly
on the 20th, when the Rev. Dr. Peter
Roberts continued to give testimony
regarding the condition of the min-
ers. Among other statements he
said that the fatalities in anthracite
rhining are 3.5 per 1,000 employes
annually, while in railroading they
amount to only 2.5. Dr. Roberts was
followed on the witness stand by two
physicians, one of whom, Dr. Lena-
han, of Wilkesbarre, testified that
few miners live to be over 50 years of
age, and that the average life of a
miner after beginning work at this
calling is about 25 or 30 years. When
Mr. Darrow applied on the 21st for
an extended adjournment Judge
Gray, as chairman of the commission,
made the announcement which gave
rise to the rumors of settlement. He
said: -

Acceding to the suggestion just
made by counsel that an interval of
time be taken for the preparation of
the documentayy evidence and for a
possible agreement as to certain facts
and figures which would forward the
work of the commission, the commis-
sion desires to express the hope that
an effort will be made by the parties
to come to an agreement upon nearly
all. if not all. the matters now in con-
troversy, and that they will adopt the
suggestion heretofore made by the
commission to counsel on both sides,
that we aid them in such an effort by
our conciliatory offices. It seemstous
that many of the conditions com-
plained of, and which have been the
subject and study of our examination,
might be better remedied by the par-
ties to the controversy approaching
the subject in a proper spirit.

Thereupon the commission ad-
journed on the 21st to the 3d of De-
cember,

Subsequently the commission
found it advisable to issue the fol-
lowing supplementary explanation:

It appears that there is some misun-
derstanding or some lack of under-
standing in connection with the recess
taken by the commission and the sug-
gestion in that conmnection that, pos-
sibly, the contestants might be able to
agree upon some of the important
points involved. The recess was de-
sired by counsel for both sides, be-
cause authoritative statements of
hours and wages which are being pre-
pared are not as yet ready. The sug-
gestion was made that perhaps some
agreement might be reached between
the principals which would simplify
the problem and assist in reaching
proper conclusiops. The chairman,
speaking for the commission, stated
that the commission would gladly co-
operate as far as could consistently be
done in furthering an effort to reach
an understanding through concilia-
tory means and methods. The idea
has gone out in some quartersithat the
matter is to be settled without further
effort or responsibility on the part of
the commission. This idea is entirely
wrong. The commission will, as an-
nounced, cheerfully encourage concil-
iatory spirit and action between the
parties to the controversy, but hasnot
surrendered, and will not surrender,
jurisdiction of any of the matters
which have been referred to it, nor re-
sponsibility for the conclusion reached.
No adjustment can be made which does
not, by its terms commend itself
strongly enough to secure the approval
of the commission and its incorpora-
tion in the award. Witha viewand for
the purpose of removing any misun-
derstanding which might exist, the
subcommittee of the commissicn in-
vited such of the counsel representing
the several interests involved as could
be reached to meet this afternoon.

The independent coal operators
were seriously disturbed by the prob-
able settlement, and immediately
used their influence to prevent it.
On the 22d they addressed to Presi-
dent Baer and the other representa-
tives of the coal and railroad trusta
protest against a settlement at this
time. They urged four objecticns:
First. that the proposed scttlement
“would forever establish the power
and perpetuate the injustice perpe-
trated” by the miners’ union;second,
that it “would be in the eves of the
public a confession” of guilt on the
part of the operators of all the of-
fenses charged against them by the
miners: third. that after a final hear-
ing before the commission any mon-
ev award which the commissicn
might make would be far less than
the amount proposed in settlement;
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and, fourth, that the commission,
composed of fair men, etc., will “in
their findings make such declaration
as will for many years put a ban upon
unlawful practices, oppression of
nonunion men, unjustifiable de-
mands and other grievances” suffered
by the operators since 1900, “when
the union first took possession of”
their “property.” The protest was
signed in behalf of 24 copartners and
firms, and was presented to a meet-
ing of the trust held at New York on
the 25th. While this meeting was in
session, representatives of the inde-
pendent operators being in attend-
ance, a message was received from
one of the attorneys of the trust, ex-
Attorney General Wayne MacVeagh,
-who was in  Washington arranging
with Mitchell, Darrow and Henry D.
Lloyd, representing the miners, for
a final conference with a view to a
settlement. Mr. MacVeagh had ef-
fected these arrangements, and his
message proposed a conference be-
tween the trust magnates and Mitch-
ell, to take place at Washington on
the 28th. Meanwhile the protest of
the independent operators had been
read and discussed at the New York
meeting, and Mr. Baer replied at once
to Mr. MacVeagh as follows:

The conditions are such that no
substantial progress can be made by
the suggested meeting. The general
judgment of the operators is that it
will be best for the present to go
on with the hearing.

Mr. Darrow explains in behalf of
the miners that the initiative in the
settlement proceedings was taken by
the representatives of the other side
and that they have now “gone square-
ly back on their word.”

On the 20th the committee ap-
pointed at the convention of the
American Federation of Labor to
investigate Mr. Shaffer’s charges
against Samuel Gompers (p. 521)
made its report to the convention.
Mr. Shaffer having appeared before
the committee and declared that he
had never said anything reflecting
upon President Gompers, that he had
never made any charges of infidelity
to unionism against him, and that
the matter had been brought hefore
the convention without his knowl-
edge, the committee reported that
there were no charges for them to in-
vestigate. Their report was unani-
mously adopted by the convention.

An important and very significant
vote was taken in the conventionon
the same day. It wasa vote onsocial-

—

N

ism. At every meeting of the Fed-
eration the Socialists bring that
question forward, and the sig-
nificant feature this year is that they
very nearly carried their resolution,
which has heretofore been defeated
by a pronounced negative vote. The
resolution was offered by Max Hayes,
of Cleveland, and reads as follows:
Resolved, That this twenty-second
annual convention of the American
Federation of Labor advises the
working people to organize their eco-
nomic and political power, to secure

‘for laber the full equivalent of its

toil, and the overthrow of the wage
system and establishing of an indus-
trial, cooperative democracy.

It was strongly opposed by President
Gompers, who took the floor to speak
against it, yet it was defeated by a
vote of only 4,744 to 4,344—a major-
ity of but 400.

President Gompers was unani-
mously reelected on the 22d as presi-
dent of the Federation.

Further official returns from the
recent American elections show the
following results:

Ohlo:
Republican pluralities:

Secretary of State 90,465
Supreme Court judge. . 93,939
Supreme Court judge . 93,921
Boargd of Public Work 95,209

Dairy and Food Commission: .

436,171

Demoscratlc vote for Secretary of

tate
Socfalist vote for Secretary of
State
Prohibitio
State
Soclalist Labor vote for Secretary
of State ...vvuiiiiiiieiinniinnann. 2,983

Unreported vote for Secretary of
State ........ tevesrsenonnee TP

seeseens “eseessttesestaacnans

Congress:
Republicans from districts 1, 2, 3, 6,
7.8.9,10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21. 17
Democrats from districts 4, 6, 12, 17.. 4

Total Congressmen.........ovvvuuenn.. 21

Republicans gain 12th district, but lose

13th, leaving the distribution the same as
before, 17 to 4.

Wisconsin:
Revoublican pluralities: 1902. 1900,
GOVEITOT ..vv vevnnirnnnonnnns 47.227 93,666
Tleut. Goveryur ...... 63,392

Republican vote for Gov.
Democratic vote for Gov.....
Soclalist vote for Gov. (est'd
Prohibitionist vote for Gov..
Soclalist Labor vote for Gov...

Tllinois: 1902.
Republican vote for Treas-

urer...... eeeetriiiaanans 450,693 448,940
Democratic vote for Treas-

r 361,016 405,490

19946 ......

18,194 11,792

Treasurer 86% 4,607

People's vote for Treas-

UTET ivvtneeinnriiennsennns

Cook County, TIl. (including Chicago):
Republican vote for Treas-

1484 788

UTeT t.viinviniiennnccansens 148,941 148,588
Democratic vote for Treas-
UTET tovvniieenniieinarennnes 127,162 147,856

Illinols:

Urer ......
People's
Urer ....
The Single Tax party of Cook
County, Ill., had no State candidates.
The head of its ticket was its candi-
date for sheriff, who polled 898 votes.
Its highest vote, however, was that
for clerk of the appellate court—
1,286, all but 63 of which were cast
in the city of Chicago. Following is
the comparison with previous elec-

tions:

I Vote.mgercenzgglfé
County, 1900 (Fall....ccceeuues K
City, 1901 (Spring)............ 950 .001-3
City, 1902 (Spring)... 045
County, 1902 (Fall)..... R 1,286 001-2

Socialist estimates of the aggre-
gate Socialist vote of the country by
States, arc in round figures as fol-
lows:

esecseseccse

ceveses

California ............ ceveeess 15,000
Colorado .... 6,000
Connecticut 8,000
Delaware ... 600
Florida ...... 1,200
aho 500
Iliinois 12,000
Indiana . 7,100
Iowa ..... 6,000
Kansas 3,000
Kentucky 2,000
Maine ... 1,600
Marylangd 1,100
-Massachuse! 33,000
Michigan ..... 4,000
Minnesota ... 10,000
Missourt ..... veseees 8,600
Nebraska, . 3,600
Montana .. . 5,000
New Hampshire....... eee 1,000
New Jersey . 6,000
New York .o 25,000
N. Dakota . 800
[0 4§ L Sy 16,500
Oregon ......... 3.600
Pennsylvania 25,000
Rhode Island 1,100
S. Dakota 600
Tennessee 900
exas . 5,000
Utah ... 1,500
Washington . 4,500
West Virginia....ooovvieiiiiiiieninninne. 600
Wisconsin ....ocevvvvnnennnn P PP 18,000
240,000

Full returns of the Illinois vote on
the three questions under the advis-
ory referendum (p. 486) are now
available, excepting only so much of
Cook county as lies outside of Chi-
cago. Following are the totals:

Advising an Enforceable State Initiative
and Referendum.

For Against

ChiCag0 ..ivivieenincnncacnnns 160,102  24,5%
State outside of Cook

County .......... ceeeanes 258,316 6041t

B 3 § 418,418 8494

Advising an Enforceable Initiative and
Referendum for Cities, Counties, etc.

For Against
ChICABO ..evvrennrvnenereanns 156,423 2B
State outside of Cook
County 226443 57,417
Total

For Election of United States Senatorsby

’ Popular Vote. Fo st
r Agal

Chicago ............ vessesees 161,308 23518
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State outside of Cook
CoUntY ..ceveercrnnecsns 279,108 61,046

74,663

American politics in the Philip-
pines are marked by the organization
of a Democratic party. The only
party heretofore has been the Fed-
eral, organized under the patronage
of the American military and civil
authorities. But the Denocratic
party has been organized by promi-
nent Filipinos, including Gen. Luk-
ban, upon their own initiative. It
demands a modification of the present
American administration in the Phil-
ippines so as to afford a greater de-
gree of self-government. The imme-
diate establishment of two legisla-
tive chambers, both to be elected in
accordance with suffrage laws as they
obtain in the United States,isamong
the specific demande. Also that the
acts passed by the two chambers shall
become laws without awaiting the ap-
proval of the American authorities.

Australian politics have recently
taken a significant turn in one of the
States of the Commonwealth—Vic-
toria, formerly & protection colony.
At the time of the agitation for the
federation of Australia, oneof the ex-
planations made in order to meet ob-
Jections was that a great part of the
expense of the Federal parliament
could be saved by the reduction of
the State parliaments. But up to the
present time the parliament of South
Australia is the only one that has
been reduced. When it became evi-
dent to the people of Victoria that
their parliament did not mean to re-
duce itself, an agitation was started
in thelittle countrytown of Kyabram
for a reduction of members and gen-
eral economy. This movement
spread rapidly and soon caused the
fall of the Peacock ministry, then in
gower in the State. It wasreplaeed

y the Irvine ministry, the premier
in which, Mr. Irvine, is 2 democrat
of strong single tax tendencies. Ina
little while the Irvine ministry suf-
fered defeat in parliament, and dis-
solving that body, appealed to the
people. General elections were con-
sequently held in October, and the
Irvine ministry was returnd by an
enormous preponderance of mem-
bers—66 Ministerialists to 15 in Op-
position and 14 ILabor members.
Thus the Labor party, which has
heretofore held the balance of power
n Victoria, is no longer in that con-
trolling position, and the State gov-
ernment is completely in the control

of the Ministerial party, which is dis-
tinctly democratic in its tendencies.
Among the new Ministerialists are
many free traders and single tax men,
at least four of whom are in the front
rank as men of ability. Omne of these
is Max Hirsch (author of “Socialism
versus Democracy”), the single tax
leader of Australia, who made a bril-
liant compaign for the Federal parlia-
ment two years ago (vol. iii, p. 484,
vol. iv, p. 130), and, though a pro-
nounced free trader, was defeated by
only a small majority in what had al-
ways been an overwhelming protec-
tionist constituency. The platform
of the new Victoria ministry calls for
the reduction of the legislative as-
sembly, or lower house of the State
parliament, from 95 to 56 members,
and of the legislative council, or up-
per house, from 48 to 28. It com-
mits the ministry also to other econ-
omies and to reforms of the council.

At last there is an end to the civil
war in Colombia, our Panama and
South American neighbor. The
first notice made of this war in these
columns appears upon p. 9 of No. 86,
vol. ii. Beyond the fact that it had
broken out in October, 1899, with a
great battle, details at that time were
meager. Since then we have-had fre-
quent occasion to refer to its pro-
gress, as newspaper dispatches have
reported it. The war grew out of a

uarrel (vol. iii, p. 153) between the
nservative party, which was in
power, and the Liberal party, which
accused the party in power of whole-
sale corruption. In the summer of
1900 it was reported (iii, 266) to have
been ended, but in the following win-
ter (iii, 682) it was again in full ac-
tivity. Fighting occurred at inter-
vals with varying results, until the
Liberals suffered a crushing disaster
(p. 472) in October of the present
year, and were defeated in November
in a naval battle (p. 503) off Panama.
It is now. reported that a treaty of
peace was signed on the 21st, on
board the American. warship “Wis-
consin,” between Gen. Herrera, the
leader of the Liberal revolt, and Gen.
Salazar, as the representative of the
Colombian government. As reported
from Panama on the 22d, the treaty
liberates all political prisoners except
those who are unwilling to accept
the treaty; agrees that war taxes and
extraordinary contributions shall be
discontinued; and extends amnesty
and guarantees safety of person and
property to all those who have been
engaged in the revolution. It fur-

thermore declares it to be the wish
of the President and the whole na-
tion, once public order is restored,
that elections take place for members
of Congress, the governmentagreeing
to see that those elected take their
places lawfully. This clause names
certain questions which will be pro-
posed for the consideration of Con-
gress, having reference to the Pana-
ma canal negotiations, to reforms
presented to Congress in 1898 by
Perisident Marroquin, and to reforms
of the currency system, the amount
received from canal contracts to be
used as a basis for extinguishing the
public debt. In an interview at San
Jose, Costa Rica, on the 23d, Gen.
Vargas Santos, the military director
of the revolution, expressed his satis-
faction in terms which indicate the
grievances for the redress of which
the Liberals began the war. Hesaid:

My hdpes have been realized regard-
ing the termination of the war. If
the solemn treaties insure the rights
of the liberal citizens of my country,
I am satisfied that the lesson that has
been received by the Liberals and the
Conservatives in the fighting of the
past 37 months will never be forgot-
ten. We are not seeking government
offices, but only want the due repre-
sentation ofourpartyin Congress and
in the municipalities and a respect for
private property. There is a need of
organizing a fair judicial power and to
make the liberty of the press effective.
We want to have the right to educate
our children according to our wishes,
and we demand honesty in the man-
agement of the public treasury which
so far has been at the disposal of priv-
ileged families, resulting in the re-
ducing of the majority of the people to
poverty.

The mediator in effecting this treaty
of peace was Rear Admiral Silas
Casey, of the United States navy.

NEWS NOTES.

—Secretary Chamberlain, of the
British cabinet, sailed for South Af-
rica on the 25th.

—Frederick A. Krupp, head of the
famous gun factory at Essen, Ger-
many, died on the 22d at the age of 56.

—The price of silver in the London
market on the 25th was 451, cents an
ounce—the lowest in the history of
the precious metals.

—Thomas P. Ochiltree, once a con-
gressman from Texas, and famous in
his day as President Grant’s chum,
died at Hot Springs, Va., on the 25th.

—The British House of Commons
ratified on the 24th by a vote of 213 to
136, the action of the Brussels inter-
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national conference abolishing Eu-
ropean sugar bounties.

—A cigar makers’ strike in Havana
against the Cuban department of the
American tobacco trust, developed on
the 25th into a general labor strike,
in which workmen of all occupations
joined except the conductors and mo-
tormen of the street cars. Collisions
between these men and the strikers
consequently occurred, in which two
strikers were killed and over 100 per-
sons were wounded. The strike was
called off on the 25th by the Central
Labor Union of Havana.

—Alderman Faucek introduced in
the city council of Chicago on
the 24th an ordinance providing
that every franchise ordinance must
be read in full at three dif-
ferent meetings; that after the
second reading it shall be published
for ten consecutive weeks; that if five
per cent. of the voters so petition it
shall be submitted to popular vote;
and that it shall not pass its third
reading if a majority of .the popular
vote is in the negative. This is the
system made famous by its successful
use in Winnetka, Ill. It is known as
the “Winnetka” system. The matter
was referred to the judiciary com-
mittee.

 MISCELLANY

THE RIGHT TO LABOR IN JOY.

Out on the roads they have gathered, a
hundred thousand men,

To ask for a hold-on life as sure-as the
wolf’s hold in his den.

Their need lies close to the quick of life as
the earth lies close fo the stone;

It is as meat to the slender rib, as marrow
to the bone.

They ask but the leave to labor, to toil in
the endless night,

For a little salt to savor thelir bread, for
houses water-tight.

They ask but the right to labor and to live
by the strength of their hands—

They who have bodles ldke knotted oaks
and patience like sea-sands,

Angd the right of a man to labor and his
right to labor in joy—

Not all your laws can blot that right, nor
the gates of Hell destroy.

For {t came with the making of man and
was kneaded into his bones,

And it will stand at the last of things on the
dust of crumbled thrones.

—Edwin Markham, in New York American

and Journal.

A BUGLE BLAST.

Tom Johnson was overwhelmingly
defeated in Ohio. He perhaps antici-
pated failure. He attacked John Mec-
Lean, one of the bosses of his party, in
such a way as to invite defeat.

But, vanquished, Tom Johnson ut-
tered a sentiment that deserves tolive. |

In a speech after the election he said:

“Truth loses some battles, but 1o
wars.”’

All history is bound up in that sen-
tence.

For right is right as God is God,
And right the day will win;

To doubt would be disloyalty,
To falter would be sin.

Whether Tom Johnson was right or
not is not necessary to say. Butif he
was right—

—behind the @dim unknown
Standeth God within the shadow, keeping
watch above his own.

Tom Johnson’s clarion sentence
rings like a bugle blast. Truth never
lost a war.

Reformers in pulpit, on platform, in
caucus, in sanctum—wherever men
strive for truth—these be brave
words and true. Cinch but the tight-
er the belt that holds the sword of the
spirit!

Progress and Optimism are twin
brothers.—Kansas City World, of No-
vember 17.

THE STATUS OF COEDUCATION.

An extract from a sermon preached at All
Souls’ church, Chicago, by Jenkin Lloyd
Jones, October 6, ‘‘dedicated to the board
of trustees of the University of Chicago.’”’

Coeducation is peculiarly an Amer-
ican installment, if not an American
discovery. Oberlin college, which dates
as far back as 1833, claims the honor
of inaugurating it. Antioch coliege,
under the presidency of that great
prophet of education, Horace Mann,
heroically championed the cause in
1852. Since then woman has steadily
advanced, not only in the recognition
of the higher educational institutions,
but in the confidence of educators as
well as in the development of her own
powers, until W. T. Harris, the com-
missioner of education, in his report
for 1900, says: *“Over 94 per cent. of
the primary schools of the United
States are coeducational and it is the
policy of two-thirds of the private
schools reported to the bureau and 65
per cent. of the colleges and univer-
sities.” The movement is equally strik-
ing, though not as rapid, abroad. He
reports that “65 per cent. in England
and 51 per cent. in Ireland of the na-
tional schools are coeducational. In
Prussia, where the common schools
are perhaps more highly developed
than in any other European country,
two-thirds of the children attend
mixed classes.” In Norway and Den-

.mark, he says, “girls are securing ad-

mission at secondary schools formerly
reserved for boys.” Of coeducation in
the universities of Europe the com-
missioner reports that in 1697, when
a vote was taken for the admission of

women into the Cambridge university,
there were 661 votes in favor against
1,707 opposed, that is, over one-third
of the votes were in favor of opening
this great English university to wom-
en. All the university colleges estab-
lished in England since 1868 are open
to men and women. In 1889 it was
enacted that the college universities
of Scotland sRould be authorized to
open their doors to women, and under
this act the University of Edinrburgh
now admit women to all its classes,
while the University of Glasgow ad-
mits women into all the lectures of
the faculty of arts. The university
college of Dundee, affiliated to St.
Andrews, is coeducational. In France
women have never been legally de-
prived of university privileges. In
1863 the first woman was enrolled;
the number of women matriculates
has been gradually increasing since.
The universitiesandsecondary schools
of Italy admit students of both sexes
to the same classes, although this is
not practiced in the primary schools,
owing to the conservatism of the
church. Women are baving increasing
access into the university lecture
rooms of Germany, Austria and Hun-
gary. The University of Athens was
opened to women in 1890. All these
facts are gleaned from the official re-
port of Commissioner Harris.

WHAT ITALY THINKS OF A “LAND-
MARK.”

It is difficult—perhaps, indeed, it is
impossible—for America, “taken by
and large,” to understand the cry of
mingled wrath and despair which
Italy hes sent up over her ruined
Venetian bellstower—her ‘‘assassin-
ated” tower, she prefers to call it
Accustomed as we are to see our mon-
uments crumble about us, with the
happy indifference of youth to age,
and to think we do much when we res-
cue an Old South church or a Mount
Vernon from the light fingers of de-
struction, we can hardly imaginewhat
the loss of her bare, brown tower
means—to Venice first, and efter her
to all Italy.

True, it had its artistic value—the
rude, simple shaft in the florid wou-
der of that Piazza, with the Ducal pal-
ace, the marvelous Basilica—"the
Christian mosque”—aund all the other
arched and traceried palaces about
it—the loggia of Sansovino, a stone
blossoming against a stone, clinging
to its hase., “It waslike the leaderof
an orchestra,” said one Venetian art-
ist, “evoking by its presence the whole
harmony of the Piazza.” A Russiad
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painter cheracterized more briefly the
fluent &weetness of the remaining
architecture, lacking that strong ele-
ment—*“Femmina senza maschio,” said
he with a shrug of his shoulders—“the
woman without the man.”

And yet, when all is said, it was no
world-wonder like the palace or the
church themselves, nor even like other
bell-towers of Italy (that tower of
towers, for instance, Giotto’s), and
not as such has Italy mourned it. It
was something more; it was a thou-
sand years of history, it was & doc-
ument, a visible page, as our Faneuil
hall is a paragraph in our briefer tale,
and as theruins of our West are pas-
sages of the great Western romance.
Those only value documents, how-
ever, who can read them. Italy is still
one of the illiterate countries of the
earth, as we count illiteracy; but
these characters she early learned to
decipher, and from the highest to the
lowest, every Italian has felt the full
measure of his present loss.

Something else he has felt; next to
his sorrow has been his shame, and
second to neither his bitter indigma-
tion. “Are we barbarians?” the Ital-
ian papers exclaim. “What are for-
eigners to think of a people who in
these dajys suffer glorious monuments
to perish as in the worst days of bar-

barism?” “It is a national disgrace,”
say all, “for this is part of our com-
mon heritage—the purest part.”
“It is @ debt of honor for Italy tore«
build that tower—and quickly!” the
young king is said to have exclaimed,
with emotion, when the tidings
reached him at St. Petersburg. Noris
there much doubt it will be rebuilt,
by Italian bhands, with Italian money;
self-respectingly refusing the honor-
able offers of outside aid; using es
far as possible the identical materials,
and exactly reproducing the ancient
form—a monument to a monument.
Meantime, woe to the army of func-
tionaries whom Italy has paid to neg-
lect their business. The inquest was
immediately commenced, the princi-
pal officersat once suspended,while the
one brave architect who had prophe-
sied the ruin, getting thereby his offi-
cial head promptly removed, and him-~
self likewise (to Sardinia), has been
recalled, amid popular demonstra~
tions. Nay, more; an election being
imminent, the Campanile has become

& leading political issue, and the re-

habilitated architect is being run for

office. This, I think, America will un-
derstand!

The papers have already chronicled
how the shock of the falling tower
shook all Italy; how in Venice all

business was suspended end the five
local papers appeared with mourning
borders; how self-contained men
kissed tearfully the newspaper repro-
ductions of the fallen Campanile as if
they had been holy images, and gon-
doliers and popolani (common people)
were seen to weep besore the ruins.
And I have elsewhere written how one
of these, seeing that the giant had
spared in his fall the Ducal palace and
the church, cried aloud: “Even indy-
ing you were a gentleman!” All this
has been told and re#old, but the les-
son is slow to be learned.

Going - from the West—our West,
where they assassinate tree-life for no
better reason than that trees grow
more magnificently than elsewhere—
it used to move me with pride and ten-
derness to see Boston spend thousands
of dollars and write scores of letters
for the preservation of a single tree
threatened by a city sub-way. Coming
to Italy, more eastward still, and see-
ing how one single of those Stones of
Venice may be the instrument to
break a people’s heart, I have found
myself thinking backward to that
West again, remembering the unequal
fight a handful of Americans there are
making against the blank indifference
of the rest of us, for the preservation
of our towers and cloisters, and I have
felt again that stir of pride and sym-
pathy. .

It is true our Missions are not quite
a thousand years of history for us;
that in an intimate sense they are not
our history at all, as the Campanile of
Venice was of Venetian history. But
they are pages of a great past in the
history of the West we have given our
hearts to and made ours; they are
monuments of a great moment in her
fortunes, to which we are fallen heirs,
and we stand in relation to them much
as the other cities of Italy stand to
Venice. For it is only yesterday—only
since the occupation, in fact—that one
part of Italy has not been more for-
eign to all other parts of Italy than
ever Maine was to California. It is
within my memory when the inhab-
itants of one province spoke of an-
other as ‘“abroad.” The history
of Venice is no more the history
of Rome than California’s history is
that of Massachusetts.

But when the Venetian bell-tower
fell last week—then Florence, with the
Campanile of the world; Pisa, with
her famous leaning tower; Bologna,
with her two; the other cities with
towers all intact—they did not sit
closer and hug themselves, blessing
heaven that the evil was none of theirs.

No! Each and every city of them be-
haved herself as if precisely her own
tower were lost. And first they
mourned. And then—they opened a
subscription.

Verbum sap.—Grace Ellery Chan-
ning, in Out West, for November.

LEGAL OPPRESSION OF LABORERS:
STATUTES OF LABORERS. -

For The Public.
We are becoming somewhat famil-

iarized with the injunction of a court
as a means of regulating the action of
laborers in certain districts, and from
present indications we are likely to be-
come even more familiar with the in-
junction in yet widerfields. Ithas been
shown recently in these columns (page
404) that “government by injunction”
threatens to revive the old fight for
free speech, a free press and jury
trial. Under these circumstances it
may be a matter of present interest
to inquire whether history records
anything similar to the present trend,
and if so, to study the record and com-
pare it with the present tendency in
order to forecast as far as may be the
possible outcome. This paper will,
therefore, endeavor to trace briefly
the effects upon the laborer of the
many Statutes of Laborers passed in
England from 1349 onward, after
which a comparison thereof with
‘“government by injunction” as far as
now disclosed will be attempted.

The Statutes of Laborers had their
origin; at a time when authority or
the “right divine” and not the con-
sent of the governed was the prevail-
ing theory of the proper foundation of
government, and they grew out of
the demands of those who, at that
time, held the monopoly of the sources
of living, the landowners. The great
plague of 1348 destroyed about a third
of the inhabitants of England, and
one result was that wages instantly
rose. The rise in wages diminished
the profits of the landlord, and the de-
crease in the number of laborers made
it difficult to get in the harvests.
Whereupon the landowners asked the
enactment of statutory wages. In or-
der to understand properly the rea-
sons for the enactment of these Stat-
utes of Laborers and their effect upon
the laborers, it is well to inquire brief-
ly into the condition of men prior to
the year of the Great Plague, 1348.

At that time land was held by feudal
or military tenures, and it was the
cardinal principle of military tenures
that the service, or the commutation
thereof in money, should be fixed and
unchangeable. Men dwelt together
in villages almost altogether, and
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“most of the villagers held land as
freeholders under fixed rents, and
copyholders under no less fixed serv-
ices.” “The essence of contracts for
the occupation of land,if these ancient
tenures could be called contracts, was
that the liabilities of the tenantshould
be fixed and unchangeable.” “Under
ordinary circumstances the means of
life were more abundant during the
middle ages than they are under our
modern experience. There was no ex-
treme poverty.” The service being
fixed, the tenant, when his service was
done, had his time all to himself. Since
his own holding supplied him with the
necessities of life, he was under no
compulsion to seek work from others
in order to live. He was, in conse-
quence, in position to deal with pros-
pective employers on terms of equal-
ity in that necessity did not compel
him to accept less than his labor was
worth in his own estimation.’ More-
over, in the middle ages, the laborers,
through their guilds, purchased lands
and houses all over England for char-
itable service to their own order; it is
probable that most villages had each
its own guild farm and house; hence,
old age, poverty and sickness were in-
sured or provided against. It was of
this age that the “Merrie England”
songs spoke. Annual fairs in most
villages, and markets and fairs in oth-
er towns, enabled the tenants to dis-
pose of what they had to sell and to
buy what they would. It will be shown
that until the laborers lost their guild
lands and houses (they were stolen),
they were able to hold their own,
and even to win against the oppressive
Statutes of Laborers. Such were the
conditions when the great plague of
1348 struck England and carried off
a large proportion of the people.
One effect of the reduction in the
number of the workers was that wages
rose at once, whereupon the landown-
ers demanded and obtained the first
of the many Statutes of Laborers
(anno 1349), but not until the king had
ordered quite ineffectually that work-
men should labor at the old wages. By
this particular statute, every person
under 60 years of age who did not
live by merchandising, was not a
craftsman, or was without means of
his own or proper land for his oc-
cupation in tillage, and not serving
any particular master, was bound to
serve in husbandry, whoever might
require him, at the wages customary
in the twentieth year (anno 1346) of
the king’s reign. All artificers were
also to expect the wages of 1346. If
a servant in husbandry struck work,
to use the modern phrase, he was

to be imprisoned, and he who em-
ployed him after his liberation was
to be imprisoned; the “striker” was
“blacklisted” by force of law. This
statute failed of its purpose, for
wages remained higher than those of
1346; so, in 1350-1, another was en-
acted wherein the money wages of
all kinds of workmen, servants in
husbandry and artisans were fixed at
certain rates as long as wheat was
below a stated price per quarter.
This second act provided for fines
and imprisonment by the justices of
the peace, dispensing with a jury.
The fines were to go to the ex-
chequer instead of to the lord, and
if the lord paid more than the
statutory rates he was fined (this
was under the first statute, however).
It was at this time and as one effect
of this statute that the trade unions
arose, and these unions soon came to
pay the finee inflicted upon their
members. By an act of 34 Edw.
IIT. (anno 1360), fines were abolished,
but imprisonment remained, and of-
fenses against the statute ceased to
be bailable, while ‘“‘alliances, covines,
congregations, chapters, ordinances
and oaths made or to be made by
masons and carpenters shall be
void and annulled.” Fugitive labor-
ers (not serfs, for these were recov-
erable under the fugitive slave law
of the time) were outlawed and were
to be branded with the letter F.
The office of justice of the peace was
remodeled, and mayors and bailiffs
were constrained under heavy penal-
ties to give up all fugitive laborers.

By an act of Richard II. the
lords attempted to enlarge the lia-
bilities of their- tenants’ tenures,
and Wat Tyler’s rebellion followed,
taking its origin in a county (Kent)
where villenage did not prevail, thus
being a kind of “sympathetic strike.”
Tyler lost his life, but the serfs
profited nevertheless. The battle
went on, with many Statutes of La-
borers, some with a passport system,
until the absence of new enactments
in the reigns of Edward IV. and Rich-
ard IIIL tells us that the laborers had
won the day. Acts in the reign of
Henry VII. all but acknowledge the
customary or non-statutory rates of
wages.

At the very moment of his success
ruin was approaching the laborer to
reduce him to starvation wages and
a bare subsistence. It was reserved
to the spendthrift Henry VIII. to be-
gin, and to his successors to com-
plete, the ruin of the laborer. Henry
began it by debasing the coin of the
realm, which greatly impoverished

the laborer who still had his guild
land and house to fall back upon.
As he approached the end of his reign,
Henry bethought him of these guild
lands and houses as fit subjects for
confiscation under the plea that they
were used for superstitious purposes.
Henry’s death threw the government
into the hands of the Lord Protector
Somerset, who completed the con-
fiscation of the guild lands begun by
Henry, and thereby completed the
ruin of the laborers. By the time
Elizabeth came to the throne the base
,money had driven the working
classes to beggary and had brought
England to a very low ebb in the
world. Though Elizabeth reformed
the currency, the laborer did not re-
cover his guild land or the benefit
societies of the middle ages which
had relieved destitution; moreover,
he had suffered for eighteen years
from a debased currency, prices had
risen 150 per cent., while his wages
were almost stationary, so he was
miserably poor.

It was while the laborer was in this
miserable condition that the Statute
of Laborers known as “5 Eliz. cap.
4” was enacted, whereby all acts
which had regulated labor since 23
Edw. III., over two centuries before,
were repealed, and taking all that
was most stringent in the repealed
statutes put them into one compre-
hensive enactment.

The mischief of Elizabeth’s statute
lay in the machinery by which it was
carried out, and in the terribly de-
pressed condition of the laborer who
“was handed over to the mercy of his
employer at a time when he was ut-
terly incapable of resisting the gross-
est tyranny.” The government deter-
mined to make use of a terrible in-
strument, ‘“the jusiices in quarter
sessions, who would be able to check
any discontent, even the discontent of
despair, and might be trusted, if nec-
essary, to starve the people into sub-
mission.” The weupbn justified the
confidence of the government, for com-
plete success crowned its use.

By this statute, every unmarried
person under the age of 30. and not
having 40 shillings a year of his own.
nor otherwise employed. was com-
pellable to serve at a yearly hiring in
the craft to which he was brougbt up.
Next, all persons between the agesof
15 and 60, and not otherwise employced
or apprenticed, were made liable to
serve in husbandry. Servants quit-
ting a city or parish without a testi-
monial were to be imprisoned. and if
they had a forged testimonial they

were to be whipped, while masters
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taking servants without a testimonial
were to be fined five pounds. A striker
got a month’s imprisonment and a
fine of five pounds, a sum which ap-
pears to have been a blow at what
might be left, of the old trade unions.
The justices were to hold rating ses-
sions in which they were to fix the
rate of wages in all employment, sum-
mer and winter, by day or year, with
board or without board. Penalties
were annexed to the giving of higher
wages than the scale, the receiver
was to have 21 days’ imprisonment,
and the contract was to be declared
void. - An assault upon a master was
to receive a year’s imprisonment or
more, and artificers might be com-
pelled to do harvest work. Single
women between 12 and 40 years were
compellable to work by the year,
week or day, at the option of the hir-
er, and certain persons were allowed
to take apprentices in husbandry.
Town  householders might have
two apprentices, each for seven
years, if they were children of
artificers, and an artisan might
have omne apprentice, the son of
a person who had no land. The
number of apprentices to merchants
was limited, and there had to be so
many journeymen to sO many appren-
tices. Persons refusing to be appreu-
ticed, and those who ran away, were
to be imprisoned.

The justices were to inquire period-
ically into the execution of the act.
and were to revise their rates accord-
ing to the cheapness or dearness of
the necessaries of life. At least 13 of
these assessments of wages, between
the years 1563 and 1725, have becn
found. Inasmuch »s they had done
their work, the laborers' wages being
reduced to a bare subsistence. the as-
sessments appear to have been discon-
tinued during the eighteenth century.
Wages had become famine wages, and
such wages became traditional.

The object of this Statute, 5 Eliz.
cap. 4, was threefold—(1) to break up
the combinations of laborers, (2) to
supply the adequate machinery of con-
trol, and (3) by limiting the right of
apprenticeship. to make the peasant
laborer the residuum of all other labor,
or, in other words. to forcibly in-
crease the supply. The last was for
the benefit of the landowners. or mo-
nopolists, who were the bulk of the
upper classes.

The Stuart kings made the judge’s
patent run during the pleasure of the
crown. and gave the judges abundant

‘enables the employer to shift the la-

ity; hence the court of law, if the jus-
tices were slow to act under this
Statute, could be relied upon to en-
force it. One has but to recall “Bloody”
Jeffries to realize this fact. Notwith-
standing the injunctions of the Stat-
ute, the justices took no note of “‘the
cheapness or dearness of provisions”
in their assizes of wages, for their
object was to get labor at starvation
rates, and they did the best they knew
how to effect their object; there was
no appeal by the laborer from their
decision.

When, in 1825, all labor laws were
swept away, there was no debate in
parliament, for the Statute of Eliza-
beth had done its workiand had perma-
nently degraded the peasant.

An American recently went to York,
England, to investigate the condition
of the working classes there. In that
city of about 100,000 he found that, if a
pauper be defined as one who by his
own labor is unable to earn enough
to clothe and feed himself, some 25
per cent. of the population of York are
paupers. Under the same definition.
some 30 per cent. of London’s millions
are paupers. The urban population of
England in cities of over 100,000
amounts to some 26,000,000 or more,
whence it follows that over 7,000,000
are paupers, as above defined. The
machinery of the English poor laws

borers’ riek of disablement upon the
ratepayers, whereas, in the middle
ages. as shown above, the laborers
were their own insurers through their
guild lande and houses.

It will be noted tbat the theory un-
derlying the many Statutes of Labor-
ers is this: That it is more essential
that the trade or commerce of the rul-
ing or controlling classes should
thrive than it is that the inalienable
rights, lives and property of the work-
ing classes should be heeded or pro-
tected. even though virtual slavery be
the lot of the working classes as a
consequence. As has been remarked
recently in another conmnection, this
statute proceeded upon the assump-
tion that “the rights and interests of
the laboring man will be protected and
cared for—not by the labor agitators,
but by the Christian men to whom God
in his infinite wisdom has given the
control of the property interests of
the country.” The “Christian men”
of Elizabeth’s day. and after, who had
control of the property interests of
England. may have had some of the

warnings that they would be ejected
from office if they displeased author- '

| tempted to say an infinite amount of

wisdom of the serpent, one is almost

overburdened with the spirit of the
Golden Rule or of the Sermon on the
Mount. It was not in their days that
the songs about “Merrie England”
originated; the laborer had no song
Teft in him.

New York City.

R. W. BARKLEY.

Thomas C. Platt, of New York, has
again “consented” to be a candidate
from his State for the United States
senate. The situation reminds us of
that in a Boston engine company in the
old volunteer days when the members
annually elected their foreman. In
this particular company the foreman
who belonged to the old school of_
‘“vets” would say to his men a fewdays
before the date for making a choice:
“It won’t be necessary to hold an elec-
tion, boys; I am willing to serve you
for another year.”—Boston Tran-
seript.

“But,” objected the visitor, “quite a
number of your pupils have broken
down and become imbeciles.”

“True,” replied the eminent educa-
tor, “but we confidently expect better
things in the future. The bacillus of
overstudy having now been identified
and a serum for its destruction de-
vised, we look for no further trouble
of the kind you mention.”—Life.

Wall Street Arithmetic:
10 mills meke one trust,
10 trusts make one combine,
10 combines make one merger,
10 mergers make one magnate,
1 magnate makes all the money.
—The Boston Commercial Bulletin.

BOOK NOTIOES.

THE STRENGTH OF THE PEOPLE.

This is the title of -a book by Mrs. Helen
Bosanquet, published by Macmillan. It
has been attracting much attention in Eng-
land, mainly, I think, because it indicates
something' of a comirg reaction against
the false idea that people can be truly de-
veloped by efforts from without. The au-
thor is opposed to all the present-day so-
cial movements that nurse people as ob-
Jects of charity.
The strength of the people, she argues,
is not developed by doing things to or for
people in the ways of soclalistic legislation.
Independence she recognizes as necessary
for the “perfection of individual charac-
ter.”” Irdependence and the preservation
of the family are the main causes for which
she pleads.
The book would be a strong one if it em-
phasize@ the abolition of privilege and the
securing of equal rights, if it brought out ,
the fact that justice is the necessary foun-
dation of that Independence {n the individ-
ual and the family which the author so
much desires. Without this foundation of
Justice we cannot but do the things that she
laments. Good people feel that they must
do something; so until we can agree to get
down to the fundamental proposition, we
shall go lumbering along with our multi-
plicity of poor laws, and labor laws, and

it. but they do not appear to have been

restralning laws. and education laws, and
charity organizations, and slum settle-

-
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“WHIP BEHIND!”
" Bryan—For some reason or other this animal doesn’t seem to be effetively getting

anywhere !

ments, and all the various forms of anxlous
benevolence.

By and by, when more good people feel
sick at the results—like Mrs. Bosanquet
and Herbert Spencer and President Elliot—
then perhaps, after these tedious experi-
ences, we shall awake to the truth of Hen-
ry George's saying, and find that we have
been all along trying to do everything for
people but the one first essential thing,
namely, to ‘“‘get off thelr backs.”

- J. H. DILLARD.

Ernest Crosby’s instructive military
satire, ‘‘Capt. Jinks, Hero” (Vol. 1V, p.
816), has brought to the author many let-
ters showing its beneficent effect upon the
morals of young readers. We quote one of
these letters, which is now making the
rounds of the press. From the fatherofa
youthful reader of ‘‘Capt. Jinks’’ and ad-
dressed to Mr. Crosby, it runs as follows:

My 12-year-old son, much interested in
military matters, was following'the news-
g‘af)er accounts of the subjection of the

{lipinos with avidity and enth m,
glayed soldler with his companions, uni-

ormed and with fife and drum, or spent his
spare time reading popular war and Indian
gtory books designed for boys until ““Capt.
Jinks, Hero,”” came in his way. He read
the book a second time, and, after asking
me a few questions seemingly suggested to
his mind by Capt. Jinks's adventures, he
recommended the book to some of his mar-
tial young friends and lost further interest
in his itary amusements. The boys
dropped out one by one until finally there
were none left to represent war in our
neighborhood@. The glamour anad glory of
war are not at present in his line; he will
say but little about it, but, when induced
-to talk, shows plainly that his sympathies

CHAS F.CAMP “"ALTER 8. LEVIN ALEX.GREGORY
DPres’t aud Mgr. BSupt. Bec’y and Treas,

Camp Electric Construction Co.

41 West 24th Street, New York.
Telephone, No. 9 Madison Sq.

PRIVATE HOUSE WORK A SPECIALTY.

and thoughts are leadng him in another
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