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It is impossible at this time to
measure the importance to American
politics of Speaker Henderson’s re-
fusal to accept his renomination for
Congress. All revolutions are pre-
cipitated, when the time is ripe, by
some event of no greater magnitude
in itself than this; and that a revolu-
tion within the Republican party

impends, to which Henderson’s dec-

lination is as the match to a powder
magazine, is almost as certain as Fate.

What his motives may have been
it is folly to speculate upon. He has
stated them with apparent candor,
and no reason appears upon the sur-
face for suspectiong his good faith.
Having canvassed his district, he
learned that a large proportion of

his Republican constituents are hos-'

tile to his protection views. With-
out bad faith, therefore, in making
his canvass, he could not hope to es-
cape the humiliation of defeat; and
he preferred to abandon the field
with convictions undisturbed and
conscience clear. Upon the face of
the matter, Mr. Henderson seems to
have set an excellent but extraor-
dinary example of fidelity to princi-
ple and good faith toward constit-
uents.

His precipitate action cannot fail,
however, to advertise widely and with
tremendous emphasis the condition
which provoked it, and thereby ac-
centuate “the Jowa idea” not only in
his own Congressional district but
over the entire country. It probably
satisfies the public generally of what
he was already doubtless convinced,
thatex-Gov.Boies will be his successor

in Congress; and it is certain to cre-
ate a stampede at the Congressional
elections which may quite change
the complexion of the lower House.
Not that it will make clear-cut free
traders of stanch - protectionists.
Conversions are seldom so easily ef-
fected. But it will have a marked
tendency to strengthen and expand
free trade sentiment among voters
who have not been definitely at-
tached to either side. .

This sentiment has long been gath-
ering volume in the Republican par-
ty, especially in the West; and now
that Mr. Henderson has drawn the
line sharply between Republicans
who incline toward free trade, and
those who, like himself, cling to the
protection fetish, the cleavage is
likely to become rapidly more
and more impressive. One ef-
fect of his remarkable action
has been to demolish the plan of
campaign agreed upon between Mr.
Roosevelt and the little coterie of
Senators he had gathered about him
at Oyster Bay. They had cozily ar-
ranged to keep the tariff question
and the trust question apart,
by proposing regulation of some
sort as a remedy for trusts,
and offering as a sop to “the Iowa
idea,” but wholly without reference
to trusts, to make such modifications
of tariff schedules from time to time
as might seem wise. Thisagreement
had hardly been effected when Mr.
Henderson’s declination fell upon it
like a chunk of dynamite. On the
onehand he thereby in effect rebuked
the President and his advisers for of-

_fering to meddle with the schedules;

while on the other he virtually ad-
monished them that Republican sen-
timent in favor of abolishing trust-
fostering tariffsl is aiy present] too
strong for him to cope with in his own
district and likely to be too strong to
be overcome in the country at large.

It will be almost impossible now to
keep the trust question and the tar-
iff question apart. That member of
the Republican Congressional com-
mittee was guilty of no exaggeration
who exclaimed upon hearing of the
Henderson declination: “This isan
earthquake!”

. The Outlook, of New York, in its
issue of September 13, has brought
together, in what it calls “authorized
form,” the speeches relating to trusts
which were recently made by Presi-
dent Roosevelt at Providence, Bos-
ton, Fitchburg and Bangor. In do-
ing this the Outlook has shown com-
mendable enterprise and deserves
the thanks of its readers. If wedid
not have all of these speeches to-
gether we might think from the ear-
nest tone of one that surely there
must be some real strenuosity in an-
other. But reading them all together,
and eliminating the sentence after
sentence of what the Presidentiscan- -
did enough himself to characterize
as “perfectly trite,” we find a strenu-
ous example of strenuosity destrenu-
ized. The whole situation is “given
away” by the single fact that here
are speeches on trusts and not a word
in favor of reducing the tariff! This,
too, even when conventions of the
President’s own party are seeing and
proclaiming the inevitable connec-
tion of the two. President Roosevelt
is not so quick as Speaker Hender-
son at seeing danger signalsahead.

In this same number of the Out-
look a resolution of the Idaho Repub-
lican convention is quoted, as fol-
lows: “We, therefore, favor a re-
vision of the tariff, without unreason-
able delay, which will place on the
free -list every article and product
controlled by a monopoly.” And
yet the President, in what purports
to be a most serious discussion of
trusts, ignores the discussion of the
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remedy which is in the mouth even
of so many Republicans. Well may
the New York Evening Post say:

This is a subject on which President
Roosevelt cannot persist in keeping
silent. He must speak to establish his
own sincerity. The charge is freely
made that his speeches about restrain-
ing trusts are only declamation. . ..
Unless the President is williTn-g to rest
under the suspicion that he is talking
clap-trap, for political purposes, and
that he has not really enlisted for a
war against trusts by every legitimate
weapon, he will soon take occasion to
say that he agrees with those ardent
supporters of his in the West who
are clamorous for the removal of the
tariff duties that shelter monopoly.

But Mr. Roosevelt had agreed to
continue what the Post properly calls
his “clap trap for political purposes,”
when Speaker Henderson stunned
him. What he will say now, only the
future can disclose. As to the trust
speeches he has already made, one
can think of no apter comparison for
the state of his strenuosity than that
of a lassooed bull.

In commenting in. the Commoner
upon the attitude of Mayor Johnson
of Cleveland toward the silver ques-
tion, as disclosed by Mr. Johnson in
his speech as chairman of the Ohio
convention, Mr. Bryan has very clev-
erly and completely laid bare the real
motives of the “reorganizers” in their
unqualified hostility to the Kansas
City platform.

“While it is to be regretted,” he
writes, “that Mr. Johnson is not pre-
pared to defend every part of the
financial plank of the Kansas City
platform, his frank acknowledg-
ment of difference on the ratio will
answer one good purpose: it will con-
vince the public that the men who
have made such a fuss about 16 to 1
are not sincere, for they will oppose
Mr. Johnson as heartily as they would
have done had he given emphatic
endorsement to every word in the
platform. Many have taken refuge
behind the ratio, when their real ob-
jection was to some other plank in
the platform.” Mr. Bryan adds that
“these will be unmasked by Mr. John-
gon’s position.”

Sure enough! Mr. Bryan was
right.  His prediction was verified
even before the public hadseen it in
print. ‘The BostonJournal,a Demo-
cratic “reorganizer” of Republican
affiliations, promptly declared that
Johnson “would be almost as ob-
noxious to the conservative forces of
the country as Mr. Bryan himself.”
Some of the Democratic “reorganiz-
ing” papers, of Democratic preten-
sions, found him even more obnoxious
than Bryan; while the New York
Times, which may be regarded as
the journalistic leader of the pluto-
cratic movement within the Demo-
cratic party, has lost no time in de-
claring the same war against John-
son that it has maintained against
Bryan. “Between the reorganizers
of the Democratic party,” it belliger-
ently announces, “and the reaction-
ary Bryanites, with Johnson now at
their head, there will be, there must
be, open war.”

Let it be observed that this war,
which the “reorganizing” and “har-
monizing” Times transfers from Bry-
anism to Johnsonism, is not a war
against “16 to 1.” It cannot be, for
not only has Johnson never accepted
that doctrine but he expressly de-
clares his opposition toit. In mak-
ing this hostile pronunciamento,
therefore, the Times, as spokesman
for the “reorganizers,” exposes the
very insincerity with which Bryan
charges them and which he predicted
they would themselves expose. It
is not the “16 to 1” clause of the
Kansas City platform that they have
been fighting all this time, under the
absurd pretense that that doctrine
is the root of all the political and
economic evil. What in their hearts
they have been arrayed against is
the democratic character of the Kan-
sas City platform in general. Insome
instances holding briefs for the plu-
tocratic interests of the country, and
in others deluded by those who do
hold such briefs, the “reorganizers”
in the Democratic party, while pro-
fessing that what they want is “har-
mony,” are ready at the drop of the
hat to fight anybody and everybody

who does not fall meekly into the
plutocratic procession. And of this
they now stand self-convieted. No
compromise would satisfy them
which did not allow them to formu-
late the platform and name the can-
didates. As Johnson truly said in
his convention speech, what the plu-
tocratic leaders in both parties have
feared is “not free silver but free
men.”

He would be a poor observer of
affairs political who did not realize
that the chief concern of the Demo-
cratic “reorganizers” is to prevent
the nomination of a democrat as the
Democratic candidate for President.
They want a “conservative” Democ-
racy; one that can divide with the
Republican party the campaign con-
tributions of the trusts; one that will
contest with the Republican party for
the plutocratic job in which that par-
ty has been profitably engaged; one
that would be an assistant Republi-
can party when out of power anden
acceptable substitute for that party
when in power. With this object in
view they are looking hopefully for-
ward to the election of Mr. Pattison
as governor of Pennsylvania. Should
he carry his own rock-ribbed Repub-
lican state, Pattison would be an ideal
candidate, in many respects, for the
“reorganizers.” But Johnson is
casting a bigger shadow than Patti-
son. He is not nearly so congenial
to the plutocratic elements, but he is
ever so much more acceptable to those
thataregenuinely democratic. Hence
the bitterness toward him. Even
Mark Hanna would not be so delight-
ed were Ohio to poll her old-time
Republican majority this Fall, as
would that plutocratic coterie of
Democrats which is composed of
Grover Cleveland’s intimates and to
whose harmoniously belligerant senti-
ments the New York Times gives ut-
terance.

These malcontents might possess
themselves with patience. Johnson
is not a candidate for the presidency,
in the sense of pulling and pushing
for the nomination. He s attending
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strictly to the particular public busi-
ness that has been entrusted to him.
When asked by a newspaper corre-
spondent last week whether he was a
candidate for governor of Ohio and
then for President, this was his re-
ply: “I am not a candidate for any-
thing except for mayor next Spring.
It is my belief that my field of use-
fulness lies very close to the city of
Cleveland.” It is chiefly because
he is Mayor of Cleveland that Mr.
Johnson is campaigning the state of
Ohio for Herbert S. Bigelow as the
Democratic candidate for secretary
of state, and the remainder of the
Democratic ticket. The interests of
Cleveland have been thrown into
State politics by “ripper” litiga-
tion which has divested that city of
its model charter, and the action of
the Hanna governor and the Hanna
majority in the legislature, which
threaten to burden Cleveland, in
common with all the other cities of
the State, with board and boss gov-
ernment, and to perpetuate street
car monopolies in the interest of Sen-
ator Hanna’s personal ‘“‘savings
bank.” It is necessary to secure if
possible a popular condemnation of
this policy at the polls this Fall; and
that can be done only in the way in
which Johnson is trying to do it—
by going out among the people of the
State and telling them the truth.

—

Because Johnson uses a large cir-

cus tents for this purpose, it pleases
the plutocrats of both parties to sneer
at his campaign as & circus perform-
ance. The one thing about it thatis
_ characteristic of a circus is the tent,
which serves for a hall to accomo-
date thousands of people where local
halls would hold only a few hundred.
But in the estimation of the Re-
publican press, the tent makes the
affair a “circus,” notwithstanding
that the only performance is speech-
making of the most serious and
thoughtful kind. A striking com-
mentary upon that clownish style of
criticism upon Johnson was af-
forded last week by the Repub-
licans of Chicago. They gathered

some 75,000 men, women and chil-
dren into a park to participate in
prize drawings and to receive hun-
dreds of gifts comprising samples of
nearly everything, from canned corn
or a bottle of whisky to a houseand
lot. And food and amusements
were abundant for all comers.

As described approvingly by the
party papers, this Republican cam-
paign opening was more suggestive
of the old “bread and circus” days
of Rome than of a serious political
gathering. In those times the
thoughtless herds of Roman voters
were bought with gifts of bread and
promises of circuses. The Republi-
can managers seem to have reached
the conclusion that America has now
its thoughtless herds of voters, like
those of ancient Rome, who can be
bought with petty gifts and crude
amusements. They may be right.
But such demonstrations are not un-
likely to cause the poor American
voter, who is shrewd despite his pov-
erty, to ask himself where the money
comes from with which this intelli-
gence-insulting generosity and dis-
playarepaid for. When that question
is seriously asked by the classes of
people who were drawn by hopes of
food and prizes to the Republican
performance at Chicago last week,
the Republican party as now organ-
ized will get a fatal fever. -

If the Cincinnati Times-Star had
more knoweldge and less billings-
gate in is e i‘crial equipment, it
would not print so many obviously
vicious and transparently foolish
things about Tom L. Johnson, Her-
bert S. Bigelow, and the late Henry
George. Neither would it put itself
in the ridiculous position before an
intelligent publie, of seeming to sup-
pose that the kind of taxation which
Johnson and Bigelow advocate is some
new-fangled species of villainy. That
it is neither villainous nor new fan-
gled,isfairlyindicated byseveral facts
which the Times-Star ignores. For
one thing, the city of Glasgow and
over 200 other cities and towns of
Great Britain, including Liverpool

and London, are petitioners before
Parliament for permission to adopt
it in some measure. Foranother,the
Royal Commission upon Taxation of
Great Britain has recently reported
in favor of adopting it in restricted
degree; while one of the members, a
distinguished British judge, advo-
cates it in a minority report in full
degree. For a third, over 50 munic-
ipalities in New Zealand, some of
them farming regions and one of them
the capital city of the colony, have
adopted it by popular vote. Finally,
its great advocate, Henry George, has
never been answered in his logical ex-
position of this system of taxation
(the only system that holds property
rights as sacred), save as the Times-
Star answers him—by billingsgate
and diatribe.

An interesting account of the prog-
ress of the single tax movement ap-
pears in the Independent of Septem-
ber 11, from the pen of Joseph Dana
Miller. Mr. Miller makesa brief sur-
vey of the world, with respect to this
movement, calling attention to such
experiments as those in Austral-
asia and that of Germany in China,
and to the advanced agitation in
Great Britain, but referring particu-
larly to the struggle now on in Colo-
rado over the Bucklin amendment,
and the policy Mayor Johnson has for
eighteen months been pursuing in
Cleveland and which he has now been
able to extend to the State of Ohio.
Had Mr. Miller written somewhat
later, he might have been able to
cite the most significant evidence of
all, of the advance of this cause to
which Henry George devoted hislife.
We refer to the effect upon the pub-
lic mind of President Baer’s bald
claim that certain Christian gentle-
men have been entrusted by the
Creator with the ownership of the
natural coal deposits of Pennsylva-
nia.  This assertion of ownership
came in such a way as to excite pub-
lic laughter where it didi not excite
public scorn or wrath, at the thought
that these natural gifts of the Creator
to all could be claimed as the private
property of some. Such discussions
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as have been seen and heard, in the
papers and on the streets, since Baer’s
unguarded language, discussions
which evidently rest upon a growing
public perception of the rights.of all
to the enjoyment of the advantages
of Nature’s gifts to mankind, were
formerly confined within the covers
of Progress and Poverty and the
walls of single tax clubrooms. The
fact that they are now the common
talk of “the man on the street” is the
best possible evidence of the pfogress
of the single tax movement.

“Well, gentlemen, what do you
want? A change? Nominate your
poison. State the remedy for a gen-
eral condition of prosperity probably
unexampled in this or any other coun-
try?” That is the comment of a cyn-
ical editorial writer of the Chicago
Tribune upon recent bladder-blown
business reports in Bradstreet’s and
Dun’s. 1f it is workingmen the Tri-
bune is addressing, the “poison” they
might fairly “nominate” would be
a share in this unexampled prosper-
ity. With their living expenses in-
creased 40 per cent., and their wages
increased only slightly or not at all
—in most cases not at all—they might
be less timid about a change than
the classes that are monopolizing
all the prosperity in sight.

When President Roosevelt was in
the South on his recent campaign
tour, he complimented that section
upon its increased prosperity as in-
dicated by the Southern factories that
have sprung up within the past few
years. The essential character of
this boasted prosperity may be in-
ferred from the somewhat more mi-
nute observations of Irene Macfay-
den, published over her signature
in the American Federationist. She
says:

Only a few weeks ago I stood athalf
past ten at night in a mill in Columbia,
S. C., controlled and owned by North-
ern capital, where children who did
not know their own ages were work-
ing from six p. m. to six a. m., without
a moment for rest or fiood or a single
cessation of the maddening racket of

the machinery, in an atmosphere in-
sanitary and clouded with humidity

S

and lint. A horrible form of dropsy de-
velops among the children. A doctor
in a city mill, who has made a special
study of the subject, tells me that ten
per cent. of the children who! goftio
work before 12 years of age, after five
years, contract active consumption.
The lint forms in their lungs a perfect
cultivating medium for tuberculosis,
while the change from the hot at-
mosphere of the mill to the chill night
or morning air often brings on pneu-
monia, which frequently, if not the
cause of death, is a forerunner of con-
sumption. How sternly the “pound of
flesh” is insisted on by the various em-
ployers is illustrated by the case of
two little boys of nine and 11, who had
to walk three miles to work on the
night shift for 12 hours. Omne night
they were five minutes late, and were
shut out, having to tramp the whole
three miles back again. The number
of accidents to those poor little ones
who do not know the dangers of ma-
chinery is appalling. In Huntsville,
Ala., in January, just before I was
there, a child of eight years who had
been a few weeks in the mills lost the
index and middle fingers of her right
hand. A child of seven had lost her
thumb a year previously.. In one mill
city in the South a doctor told a friend
that he had personally amputated
more than a hundred babies’ fingers
mangled in the mill. The average wage
in North Carolina of the children un-
der 14 is 22 cents a day, and in Georgia
25 cents is a liberal estimate. A corre-
spondent givesa sample pay roll, show-
ing an average of $1.43 a week in a cer-
tain spinning room for all children
employed. I know of babies working
for five and six cents a day. A girl of
nine, working at night, when six years
old, received 121, cents a night. The
two boys who walked three miles to
their work received 12 and 15 cents a
night.

This is a side of the prosperity ques-
tion that does not interest the pros-
perity “touters.”

Socialists have an ideathat political
power is in process of yielding to in-
dustrial power; and that the time is
not far off, if indeed it is not already
at hand, when the political magnate
will bow meekly before the industrial
magnate. Of the plausibility of this
theory of social evolution the people
of the United States had an impres-
sive exhibition last week. The po-
litical magnate of one of the greatest
States of the Union, Gov. Stone of
Pennsylvania, approached a private
citizen, the industrial magnate of the
greatest combination of industries in
the world, J. Pierpont Morgan,—ap-

proached him on public business with
all the meekness of the king on his
knees at Canossa. The fact cannot
be blinked that our political system,
from the President down, hasbecome
subservient to the industrial powers
over which Morgan and men like
Morgan preside. Whether this is due
to the system, as socialists would
have it, or to the incapable or worse
than incapable political officials, re-
mains to be tested.

John Moody, the publisher of
Moody’s manual for investors (35
Nassau st., New York), has issued a
booklet on the “morganization” of in-
dustry, which makes an excellent
pocket companion in these days of
trust discussion. It appears from
this handy little pamphlet, and the
details are given, that the steam
railroad interests controlled by the
Morgan crowd aggregate 55,565 in
mileage and $3,002,949,571 in capi-
talized value; while the industrial
trusts controlled by the same crowd
are capitalized at $1,734,330,956—a
total for this Morgan combination
alone of $4,737,280,527. It is an
interesting fact that the word “mor-
ganize,” recently invented to desig-
nate J. Pierpont Morgan’s methods
when he “organizes business,” and
adopted by Mr. Moody as the title
of his booklet,“The ‘Morganization’ of
Industry,” has long been used in an-
other sense—“to murder secretly.”
This amounts almost to a coincidence,
when it is considered how “morgan-
ization” really affects legitimate in-
dustry.

In describing “morganization” Mr.
Moody calls attention to the real
secret of its success, without which
no possible degree of organizing
ability could avail. “Mr. Morgan,”
he says, “is at the head-of no industry
which does not have some special ele-
ment of security and strength, out-
side of mere ability in management,
In other words, his corporations all
have an element of positive advan-
tage orstrength which prevents them
from ever becoming subject to the

[
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merciless competition of indiserimi-
nate rivals. And it is herein that
Mr. Morgan displays his real scope
of mind. While many other less se-
cure and more weakly planned com-
binations will sooner or later go to
the wall, the Morgan properties all
contain additional elements of
strength which, in the worst of
times, will add vastly to their secur-
ity. For instance, the United States
Steel Corporation owns and controls
enormous sources of supply; its com-
petitors, in many cases,donot. The
55,000-0dd miles of railroad with
which Mr. Morgan is identified con-
trol rights of way, coal lands, ter-
minals, competing lines, steamship
connections and the like. Thus, in
addition to their essentially able
management, they all stand on a
broad and solid foundation of spe-
cial advantages which would seem to
make their future in many respects
doubly secure.”

HOW TO ABOLISH THE LOBBY AND
THE BOSS.

Two years ago the Illinois legis-
lature enacted what is known as “the
Crafts law.” This law, proposed by
Allen Ripley Foote and introduced
in the legislature by Clayton E.
Crafts, provides for an advisory vote
by the people upon any questionthat
may be submitted in accordance with
the law.

To submit a municipal question, a
petition signed by 25 per cent. of the
voters of the municipality is requi-
site, while only 10 per cent. of the
voters of the State is necessary for a
State question. When a petition is
legally filed, the questions it pro-
Poses, not to exceed three in number,
must be put upon a separate ballot,
which the election officers at the en-
suing election are required to give to
each voter. The result of the vote
is without legal effect. No one is
bound by it. But it serves ad-
mirably as an indication of public
opinion, which is the object of the
law.

The first experiment under thislaw
was made in Chicago last Spring,
with startling and most encouraging
Tesults. The next is to be made

throughout the state of Illinois at the
general election next November.

The petition for this purpose was
filed with the secretary of state on
the 4th of September. Itcontainsin
round numbers 150,000 signatures,
or 30,000 more than the law requires.
The questions proposed for submis-
sion to popular vote are stated in the
petition as follows:

1. Shall the next General Assembly
enact a statute by which the voters of
the political subdivisions of the State
of Illinois may be enabled to initiate
desired local legislation, by filing a
petition therefor, signed by eight per
cent. of the legal voters in said polit-
ical subdivisions, and to have referred
to the voters any legislation enacted
by the several local legislative bodies,
by the filing of a petition therefor of
five per cent. of the legal voters of any
such political subdivision; the action
of a majority of those voting to decide
in each case?

2. Shall the next General Assembly
submit to the people of the State of
Illinois, at the next State election, a
constitutional amendment providing
for the control of legislation by the
people, by means of the initiative and
referendum; said amendment to pro-
vide for the initiation of legislation
upon a petition of eight per cent. of the
voters of the political divisions af-
fected; and for the reference of legis-
lation upon a petition of five per cent.
of the voters of the political subdi-
visions affected, the action of the ma-
jority of the electors voting to be
final; thus restoring to the people the
power they once held, but which they
delegated to the General Assembly by
the constitution?

3. Shall the next General Assembly
take the necessary steps under article
5, of the constitution of the United
States, to bring about the election of
United States senators by the direct
vote of the people?

Reduced to general terms these
three propositions ask the voters in
November to advise the legislature
of Illinois, to be chosen at the same
election, as to whether it shall or

shall not—

1. Adopt the initiative and the ref-
erendum for local purposes in the
neveral political divisions of the
State—counties, cities, towns, vil-
lagen, etc,

2. Provide for a consfitntional
amendment adopting the initiative
and the referendum for State pur-
poses,

3. Take the necessary steps for
bringing about an amendment to the
Federnl constitution requiring the
election of United Siaten senators by
direct vote of the people,

Nothing more important than
these propositions, especially the
first two, demands the action of the
Illinois electorate this year. Incom-

parison with them, the question of
whether one man or another shall
hold office is of trifling importance ex-
cept to office seekers.

To consider the third question
first, the lower house of Congress
has several times passed & constitu-
tional amendment requiring senators
to be elected by direct popular vote;
but the Senate has every time either
defeated or pigeon-holed the meas-
ure. It is evident, therefore, that
the only way in which this reform in
Federal legislation can be secured is
by action of the States over the head
of the Senate. Thisis provided for by
section 5 of the constitution, which
requires Congress to call a conven-
tion for proposing amendments
whenever the legislatures of two
thirds of the States demand it.

1f the proposition now under con-
sideration were adopted at the ensu-
ing 1llinois election, the legiplature
would not be thereby compelled to pe-
tition Congress for a constitutional
convention, but the sentiment of the
people in favor of electing senators
by popular vote would bemanifest.
It could no longer be said, so far at
least as Illinois is concerned, that the
people do not want this reform.

The merits of the question would
require too much space to discuss
them fully. Perhaps all the facts
which indicate the necessity for
changing our method of electing sen-
ators are epitomized in the one fact
that the Senate hasbecome “a club of
millionaires.” Rich men who could
not be elected governor of their
States, who could not be elected
mayor of their cities, are sent to the
Senate. The inference is obvious.
They can buy legislators when they
cannot buy the people. This kind of
corruption has become so common,
that elections of United States sen-
ators are almost invariably signals
for scandals at the State -capitals.
The obvious remedy is to make sen-
ators no longer elective by legisla-
tures, and to restore this power, dem-
ocratic fashion, to the people them-
selves.

‘A vote for the third proposition
to be submitted to the voters of Illi-
nois this Fall will count one in favor
of that change.

The other two propositions have
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to do with the initiative aiid the ref-
erendum—one for State purposes
and the other for local purposes.
Whoever believes in one must believe
in the other. They may, therefore,
be discussed together as a single
proposition.

The initiative and the referendum,
modes of direct legislation, would
make no change in present methods
of law-making, so long as the law-
making bodies remained true to their
‘obligations. Those bodies would con-
tinue, to draft, consider and enact
laws, ordinances, etc., precisely as
they do now. No reference to pop-
ular vote would be made if they per-
formed their duties—pigeon-holing
no good measures, and enacting no
bad ones.

But if the legislative body were to
enact a bad law, five per cent. of the
voters affected could interfere and
demand that the bad law be submit-
ted to’popular vote. If they did so,
the bad law would ot be operative
until the people had voted on it; and
if a majority voted against it, it
would not be operative at all.

.Or, if the legislative body were to
pigeon-hole a good law, then eight
per cent. of the voting population
could demand that it be taken out of
the pigeon-hole and submitted to
popular vote. If a majority voted
against it, it would remain in the
pigeon-hole; but if a majority voted
for it it would be a law whether the
lobby liked it or not.

The initiative and' referendum
would abolish the lobby and abolish
the boss.

One of the strong pointsabout this
reform is that it would often be ef-
fective without being used.

So long as there is no such means
of keeping legislatures and local gov-
erning bodies honest, they pigeon-
hole good bills and pass bad ones
with impunity. It usually depends
upon what the lobby wants or some
boss  demands.  But if eight per
cent. of the voters could pull good
bills out of the legislative pigeon-
holes and submit them to the peo-
ple, and five per cent. could stop
the operation of bad bills until the
people had voted directly on them,
legislators would hesitate about
pigeon-holing good bills, and be very

LY

timid about passing bad ones.
Though an initiative and referendum
law has been in operation in South
Dakota for several years, it has never
yet been appealed to. ‘This fact is
urged against the utility of the
law, but is in fact a strong argument
in its favor. For though the law has
never been publicly appealed to, it
has more than once been held over
the heads of legislators like a Damo-
cletian sword and with excellent ef-
fect. At least one most vicious bill
which the bosses of the Democratic
party in the South Dakota legisla-
ture demanded, was ~ defeated be-
cause the minority threatened to ap-
peal its passage from the legislature
to the people. When that threat was
made, the majority yielded and the
bill was killed. '

If the initiative and the referen-
dum were in operation in Illinois, no
bad law could he passed by the legis-
lature if a majority of the people op-
posed it, and no good one could be
pigeon-holed if a majority of the peo-
ple favored it; no monopoly franchise
could be granted by any city if a ma-
jority of the people of that city ob-
jected, and no municipal reform
could be strangled if a majority of
the municipal voters really wanted it.

Whoever wishes to see this whole-
some regulation of legislation in force
in Illinois, will take the pains to vote
“Yes” to the first two propositions
quoted above. Though a majority
vote in the affirmative will not in it-
self enact the law, though it will be
only advisory, it is not likely that
the legislature next winter will be in-
different to advice of that kind if ex-
pressed with the emphasis of a heavy
majority.

IFor legislators are politicians, and
politicians know that if they would
gucceed in polities it is more impor-
tant to obey the people than a boss.
If they are usually more obedient to
bosses, it is because they always
know what the boss wants them to
do and are not always certain about
the wishes of the people.

Let the voters of Illinois make their
wants clearly and emphatically
known by voting in the affirmative
on these questions, and the legisla-
tors may be depended upon to do the
rest—Dhoss or no boss, lobby or no
lobby.

NEWS

The most exciting political event
for months, one which may well
prove to be of the utmost moment
in its influerce upon national poli-
tics, is the declination of Speaker
David B. Henderson as the Republi-
can candidate for re-election to Con-
gress from the Third district of
Iowa. Mr. Henderson’s action is es-
pecially important because of his posi-
tion as speaker of the lower house
of Congress, of the critical circum-
stances under which he declines re-
nomination, and of the significant
reason he gives for declining.

His decision was announced to the
President, at. Oyster Bay, by Chair-
man Babcock of the Republican Con-
gressional committee, on the 16th.
The President had just closed a poli-
tical conference with Senators Alli-
son of Iowa, Aldrich of Rhode
Island, Hanna of Ohio, Spoon-
er of Wisconsin, and Lodge of
Massachusetts, together with Post-
master General Payne, and had
agreed with them upon a policy
for the campaign. According to
the special report of the Chi-
cago Tribune of the 1%th. the
leading Republican paper of the
middle West, this agreement em-
braced five propositions: (1) The
President’s policy regarding trusts
was to be approved and he was to
emphasize it in his further speak-
ing; (2) the lawsuits instituted by
him against the beef trust and the
railroad merger were to be made the
basis of an appeal to the people to
patiently await the decisions of the
courts, which would show whether
further legislation or a constitutional
amendment is necessary to check
the power of truste; (3) the Presi-
dent was tostandion therecord he has
made by those lawsuits, and refrain
from proposing tariff revision as an
anti-trust policy: (4) Cuban re-
ciprocity was to be approved; and,
(5), as to the tariff the position wasto
be taken that the party is commit-
ted by the platform of 1896 to the
principles of protection but not to
particular schedules, and that tariff
rates are to he regarded as details
to he settled by Congress from time
to time. As the Tribune’s report
sums up the decision of the confer-
ence with reference to the tariff and
trusts, it was—
agreed by all that there will be noad-
herence to the theory that the tariff
can be or should be reduced merely be-
cause certain articles were produced
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by trusts or ‘monopolies. The effort
will be made at all times to keep the
tariff and the trusts as separate ques-
tions to be dealt with on their merits.
There will be noabatement of loyalty
to the general principle of protection,
but there will be an admission that
certain articles are now receiving
more protection than is desirable.
The plea will be made and insisted
upon that any revision or readjust-
ment of the tariff should be made by
the friends of protection and not by
free traders, and the country will be
appealed to not to jeopardize existing
prosperity by turning the tariff over
to its enemies.

Hardly had this conclusion been
reached and given in substance to the
reporters, when the distinguished
conferees were stunned by the news
of Speaker Henderson’s refusal to
be the party candidate for Congress
in his distriet, because, to quote Mr.
Henderson’s own language in his
message to Chairman Babcock—

I cannot agree with many of my
party who would prescribe free trade
in whole or in part as a remedy for

trusts.
)

Mr. Henderson’s letter declining
the nomination that had heen ten-
dered him several weeks ago by ac-
clamation, puts his long delay in
answering. and his final declination,
upon the following ground:

Reported conditions in the public
mind in my district upon public poli-
cies induced me to make this delay.
Since my return to the district I have
made a careful study as to the senti-
ment in the district and State and I
believe there is no little sentiment,
and a growing sentiment, among Re-
publicans, that Ido not truly represent
their views on the tariff question. Be-
leving this condition to exist and
knowing that Idonot agree with many
of my people that trusts. to which T
am and have been opposed. can be
cured or the people benefited by free
trade. in whole or in part. I must de-
<line to accept the nomination so gen-
erously and enthusiastically made.

After thus formally declining,
Mr. Henderson issued a formal ad-
dress to the voters of hiz district.
Hiz poliev as therein outlined is to
regulate and control trusts by repres-
sive legislation. securing vower
through a constitutional amendment
if necessary. and not to disturh tariff
schedules,  While he ascerts that he
has never heen and i not now opposed
to “makine needed changes” in the
tariff, he adds:

I must say, and@ say empmatically,
that T don’t believe that a single
schedule of the Dingley tariff law can

be so amended as to relieve the people
from the oppression of trusts, or com-
binations of capital, however named,
and that such action may involve the
retarding of our expanding commerce
and getting and holding of foreign
markets.

The conclusion of his address, in so
far as it relates to his declining, is in
these words:

After a careful study of conditions
and political views in Iowa and in my
own district, I am satisfied that 1 am
not in harmony with a great many of
the Republican voters, who Dbelieve
that free trade, in whole or in part.
will remedy the trust evil. I believe
that it will not, but that such a remedy
is likely to involve the nation in dan-
gerous results, and so believing I feel
that I should not accept the nomina-
tion for Congress, which was so gen-
erously tendered me, and I have de-
cided accordingly.

All efforts to induce Mr. Hender-
son to recede from his position had,
up to the 18th, been unavailing. A
letter, numerously signed by party
leaders of national repute and influ-
ence, urgent private telegrams from
similar sources, and a message from
the President in which the latter
writes:  “T most earnestly ask that
vou reconsider vour determination
not torun,” had been met by him with
refusals to alter his publiched ad-
dress. It is regarded as significant
that neither Gov. Cummins nor any
of his faction had joined in or encour-
aged these requests to Mr. Hender-
son to reconsider.

Five days prior to Speaker Hen-
derson’s delayed and unfavorable re-
sponse to the Congressional nomi-
nation the Republicans had tendered
him, ex-Gov. Horace Boies was nomi-
nated for Congress by the Demo-
crats of the same district. ‘The con-
vention. which sat at Waterloo on
the 11th, nominated Gov. Boies by
unanimous vote. The burden of the
convention speeches was a predic-
tion that Boies would defeat Hen-
derson and carry to Washington “the
Towa idea” of tariff reform—aboli-
tion of tariff on foreign commodities
that compete with trust-made do-
mestie commodities.  The vote in
thiz distriet in 1900, for President
and Congress, was as follows:

Vote. Plurality.
McKinley (Rep.).....20,874 11,081
Bryan (Dem.) ....... 18,793
Henderson (Rep.)....30.181 11,325

Birdsall (Dem.)......18,856
Though 75 vearsold. ex-Gov. Boies
is still strong in body and mind. He

practiced law at Buffalo, New York,
from 1849 to 1867, serving mean-
while a term in the New York legis-
lature in 1858 as a Whig. With the
collapse of the Whig party he became
a Republican, and in 1867 removed
to Waterloo, la., where he has ever
since lived, practicing his profession.
Leaving the Republican party be-
cause he opposed its prohibition pol-
icy in the State and its protective
policy for the country at large, he
affiliated with the Democrats, whose
candidate for governorof Iowa he has
been at three elections. In 1889 and
1891 he was elected, but was defeated
in 1893. Gov. Boies stood second in
the final balloting for President at
the Democratic convention of 1896.
He is a radical tariff reformer, and
though he has withdrawn his support
from the ratio of 16 to 1 iz under-
stood to be still a bimetalist. It is
reported from Waterloo that it is-
his intention to make his Congres-
sional campaign almost exclusively
upon the tariff question and the trust
question as affected by the tariff.

At the Democratic convention of
Delaware, held at Dover on the 16th,
Henry A. Houston was nominated
for Congress, and the supremacy of
Addicks, the “commercial adven-
turer and his creatures,” was de-
clared to be the question of over-
whelming importance.

The Utah Republican convention
met at Ogden on the 11th, and after
reccommending President Roosevelt
as his own successor, nominated Jos-
eph Howell for Congress. The
Democrats, in convention at Provo
on the 16th, nominated W. H. King
for Congress and endorsed the Kan-
sas City platform.

At Tacoma on the11th the Repub-
lican convention of Washington
(p. 360), nominated Cushman Jones
and W. F. Humphrey for Congress;
and on the 16th the Democratic con-
vention of the same State, also in
session at Tacoma, nominated G. F.
Cotterill, S. E. Barron and 0. R.
Holcomb for Congress, and after re-
affirming the Kansas City platform
endorsed TUnited States Senator
Turner for reelection.

At the Republican convention of
Alabama, held at Birmingham on
the 16th, the report of the executive
committee, which decided all con-
tests against Negro delegates, there-
by removing evervy Negro from the
convention. was sustajned. On the
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17th the counvention nominated J.

- A. W. Smith for governor, and in-
dorsed President Roosevelt for the
next presidential nomination.

Assembling on the 16th the Re-
publican convention of Connecticut
completed its deliberations on the
17th, nominating Abram Chamber-
lain for governor, urging changes in
tariff schedules when they protect
monopolies, and indorsing Roosevelt
for the next presidency.

The Republican convention of
Texas, at Fort Worth on the 11th
nominated George P. Burkitt for
governor.

In Massachusetts the Democratic
controversy over the endorsement
by the State convention of the Kan-
sas City platform resulted on the
16th in the defeat in the committee
on resolutions of the supporters of
that platform, under the lead of

- George Fred Williams, by the oppo-
nents of that platform, led by Josiah
Quincy. A minority report affirming
the platform was introduced in the

convention, but was defeated. Wil-.

liam A. Gaston, a gold standard man
who is uncompromisingly opposed to
the Kansas City platform, was nom-
inated for governor.

Nahum J. Batchelder was nom-
inated by the Republicans of New
Hampshire, on the 17th, for gov-
ernor, upon a platform condemning
trusts in a general way and favoring
the nomination of Roosevelt for the
presidency.

The Republican convention of
Colorado, meeting at Denver on the
12th, nominated James H. Peabody
for governor. ‘The platform pledges
the party to the nomination of
President Roosevelt in 1904, and on
the question of trusts declares:

The Republican party of Colorado
recognizes in the growth of central-
jized power an evolution in business
conditions which is the result of eco-
nomic laws, but we recognize also
that out of such consolidations are
arising questions of great moment,
which must be faced and dealt with.
We believe these questions should be
solved along lines of Tregulation
against abuses and not by radical leg-
islation destructive of business inter-
ests.

In this State the long campaign for
the adoption of the Bucklin amend-
ment to the tax laws (p. 211), mod-

eled upon the tax laws of New Zea-
land and some of the Australian
states, and providing for home rule
in taxation, is in the final stages.
The burden of it rests upon thelabor
organizations and the immediate
friends of the measure, the Demo-
cratic convention having refused to
endorse it. John Sherwin Crosby
has just returned to New York from
a speaking tour of the State in behalf
of the amendment, and Senator
Bucklin himself has now begun a
speaking campaign which he will
carry on all over Colorado until elec-
tion day. While the friends of the
Bucklin measure are still hopeful
of its success at the polls, they have
been so hampered in their work of
education, by extreme lack of funds,
that impartial observers report the
probable defeat of the measure unless
funds are speedily supplied.

Prior to leaving home to continue
his speaking campaign (p. 360), Pres-
ident Roosevelt gave a reception on
the 15th, in his grounds near Oyster
Bay, to the residents of that region.
The news diepatches report an at-
tendance of about 8,000 people.

Tom I. Johnson’s speaking cam-
paign in Ohio (p. 360), is being con-
ducted with the same energy, and,
judging by the Ohio papers, with
even greater success, than at first.
After the meeting at Fremont on the
10th, thelarge tent in which hismeet-
ings are held was transported to Port
Clinton, Ottawa county (Demo-
cratic), where Bigelow, Peter Witt
and Johnson were the speakers. The
population of Port Clinton is about
3,000, and from 1,500 to 2,000 people
were in the tent. At Oak Harbor,
in the same county, on the 12th, a
severe storm reduced the attendance
to 350; but at Toledo, Lucas county
(Republican), on the 13th, the tent
was packed within and surrounded
without by a crowd aggregating from
6,000 to 8,000 people. Wm.J. Bryan
was the principal speaker at this
meeting, the other speakers being
Johnson, Bigelow, and Mavor Jones.
An incident, both interesting and
characteristic, regarding Jones’s
speaking is told by the C(leveland
Plain Dealer of the 15th, which says:

The Democratic committee of To-
ledo tried to work a little game of
“knock” in connection with the John-
son meeting in that city on Saturday
night, but the members reckoned
without the mayor, and came to grief.
An attempt was made to throw dis-
credit upon Mayor Jones at the big

gathering. But Mayor Johnson soon
became aware of the plan and spoiled
the plot. Duyring the meeting Mayor
Johnson asked the chairman of the
meeting to introduce Mayor Jones.
The chairman refused to do so. The
mayor of Cleveland did not take kind-
ly to this slight upon the mayor of To-

' ledo, and he unexpectedly got up and

introduced Mr. Jones on his own hook.
The chairman afterward admitted to
Mr. Johnson that he had received in-
structions to keep Mayor Jones from
speaking. “However,” said he to the
mayor of Cleveland, “you’ve intro-
duced him, and it’s all right.” Mayor
Johnson was seen last night regarding
the incident. “I'm too good a friend
of Mayor Jones to allow him to be
slighted at a Democratic meeting,” he
said. “There was an evident object to
put a slight upon him, and I could not
stand that. The reception that was
given the mayor when I introduced
him was enough to prove that he still
has a few friends in Lucas county.”

Johnson’s next meeting was held on
the 15th at Bowling Green, Wood
county (Republican). It was im-
possible here to find enough local
Democrats to take charge of the
meeting, and a vacant lot for the
tent could not be found in the town,
all that kind of property belongingto
Republican partisans; but on the
outskirts a lot was finally obtained,
and at night the tent held 2,000
people, who came from curiosity but
applauded - with enthusiasm. At
all these meetings the subjects of the
speeches are the home rule question
and the question of favoritism ir
taxation. .

The former of these questions—
municipal home rule—has disorgan-
ized the Stateadministration’s forces
in the Ohio legislature during the
week. Both houses are separately
considering the municipal code bill
prepared by Governor Nash (p. 346)
to re-establish legal municipal gov-
ernment in the State. On the 15th
a caucus of the Republican senators
adopted the Nash code. the promi-
nent feature of which is known ¢
the “board plan,” the boards to be
locally elected by their respective
cities. This action was opposed b¥
three Republican senators, who pro-
tested against binding the party to
the “board plan.” Only these votes
in opposition were cast, however.
though the affirmative vote of 12
made only a majority of 2 in the
whole Republican representation 10
the Senate, which is21. ‘There weré
6 absentees. In the code committee
of the lower house the governors
code did not fare even so well. :
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a meeting of that committee, also on
the 15th, a motion to adopt the
“board plan” was defeated by a vote
of 3 to 20. The “federal plan” in
use for 12 years in Cleveland, had
already been defeated by a vote of
11 to 12. The committee then pro-
ceeded to amend the Dbill along the
lines of a “single head” plan—may-
ors, presidents of council, auditors,
treasurers, and solicitors to he heads
of departments respectively and to
be elective.

In connection with the anthracite
coal strike (p. 361) no change in the
gituation, of any note, is indicated
by the press reports.

The possible clash between Colom-
bia and Great Britain (p. 311), grow-
ing out of the rebellion in the former
country, seems to have passed over;
but now the United States has be-
come involved in the South Ameri-
can disturbance. On the 11th word
was received at Washington that the

. Colombian rebels were advancing
upon the city of Panama, at the Pa-
cific terminus of the Panama railway.
The United States battleship Wis-
consin was at once ordered to Pana-
ma, and the Cincinnati to Colon (As-
pinwall) at the Atlantic terminus of
the railway. The latter arrived on
the 15th. On the day preceding,
the United States auxiliary cruiser
Panther had been hurried from
League Island to Colon. On the
16th Commander McLean, of the

(lincinnati, complained to the navy

department that Colombian govern-
ment troops had placed obstructions
on the railway when his train was
passing over it. His message was as
follows: '
Yesterday I went to Panama. Train
stopped twice by obstructions—plate
iron. etc.—placed on track. Aftertrain
passed saw government soldiers re-
place obstructions. Accompanied by
consul and Commander Potter, of

Ranger, called on governor. Friendly
conversation. Returning to Colonthis
morning stopped by obstructions. Sol-
diers were compelled to remove them.
Soldiers then stood on track. By my
directions train moved on and soldiers
jumped away. Will guard trains. No
revolutionists in sight. but rumored
coming toward railroad.

o

Instructions were forthwith sent
from Washington to the American
minister to Colombia, at Bogota, re-
questing him to call for an explana-
tion from the Colombian govern-
ment.

On the 17th a detachment of Unit-

ed States marines from the Cincin-
nati was landed at Colon, and dis-
tributed in groups to act as guards
upon the trains running between
Colon and Panama. Every train is
reported as now in charge of marines.
It was at the same time given out
that on the 18th American sailors
would be landed from the Ranger, at
Panama, to protect the Pacific ter-
minal. The Colombian authorities
have protested to the American con-
sul at Colon against the landing of
American marines in a body upon Co-
lombian soil.

At the time of our last report of the
progress of the Colombian revolu-
tion a battle had been fought at
AguaDulee (p. 311), about 75 miles
from Panama, and both sides claimed
a victory. It became evident late in
August that the rebels had won the
battle, and that their leader, Gen.
Herrera, was moving upon Panama.
By the 9th of September no doubt
remained that Agua Dulce had fallen
into the hands of the rebels, that
other advantages had been gained by
them, and that Panama was in
danger. Rebel gunboats could be
seen beyond the Panama harbor on
the 10th, and the Colombian gov-
ernment had no war ships with which
to defend, the rebels having cap-
tured their only gunboat on the
Panama side of the Isthmus. This
exposed condition of the railroad ter-
mini was the cause for sending
American ships to guard Panama
and the railway from injury. The
American commanders areinstructed
to enforce treaty stipulations with
Colombia strictly by preventing any
interference with traffic across the
Isthmus, and also prevent a bom-
hardment of Panama from the sea,
on the ground that this in itself would
constitute a menace to traffic.

Our last report from Venezuela
(p. 311) indicated that President
Castro’s position was serious, and it
now appears to have grown more co.
He is reported to be retreating from
Ocumare, in Bolivar, before the in-
surgent troops, after a defeat of
government troops in a severe battle
at Tinaquillo which began on the
11th and lasted four days.

NEWS NOTES.

—McKinley memorial services were
held in many churches on the 15th.

—Queen Wilhelmina opened ‘the
Dutch parliament in person on the
16th.

—Gen. XNelson A. Miles passed
through Chicago on the 12th on his
way to the Philippines.

—The American prisoncongress met
this week at Philadelphia. Louisville
is the next place of meeting.

—The Sovereign Grand Lodge of Odd
Fellows of the United States has been
in session this week at Des Moines.

—Horace Gray, who recently re-
signed as Justice of the United States
Supreme Court (p. 296). died at Na-
hant, near Boston, on the 15th.

—Alexander R. Shepherd. known in
the early 70's as the “Boss Tweed” of
Washington, the District of Columbia,
of which he was governor, died in Mex-
ico on the 12th. '

—Russia has ordered a fleet ot
three gunboats into Behring sea, un-
der orders to capture all American
and Japanese vessels engaged in seal
fishing within the Russian maritime
jurisdiction.

—An official investigation discloses
the fact that the landslide on Mount
Kasbek. Russia (p. 346). in August last,
destroyed 20 villages. killed 700 per-
sons, and damaged property to the
amount of $30,000,000.

—The hearing of the claim of the
United States against Mexico growing
out of the Pius fund of California be-
gan at The Hague on the 15th before
the international court of arbitration.
This is the first contest that court has
been called upon to adjudicate.

—Terrible forest fires are reported
from the far Northwest. Scores of
villages in Oregon. Washington and
British Columbia have been destroyed
by the flames and thousands of people
made homeless. Some 50 lives are be-
lieved to have been lost. Wyoming
and Colorado, also, are suffering from
forest fires.

—Lieut. R. E. Peary. the Arctic ex-
plorer, who sailed for the north polar
regions July 2. 1898, is on his way
home. He was heard from on the 15th
at Chateau bay. on the coast of Labra-
dor. All on board his vessel, the Wind-
ward, were reported as well. but no
intimation was given of the success of
the expedition.

—At a meeting of the Corporation
of Dublin, Ireland. on the 12th. a reso-
lution was adopted protesting against
the “outrage and insult offered the
citizens of Dublin in proclaiming the
city, in which, in proportion to the
size of its population, there was less
crime than in any other city in the
world.” “Proclaiming” means sus-
pending the ordinary course and safe-
guards of criminal procedure.

—1t was decided by the Teachers’
Federation of Chicago at their meet-
ing on the 13th that, in view of the fact
that under the present system of taxa-
tion it would be impossible to obtain
money enough to pay increased sal-
aries, they work to bring about a re-
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vision of the tax laws of 1llinois and to
refuse to accept any substitute plan
that might be proposed by the board
of education.

—The statistics of exports and im-
ports of the United States for the two
months ending August 31, 1902, as
given by the August treasury sheet,
are as follows (M standing for mer-
chandise, G for gold and S for sil-
ver):

Exports. Imports. Balarce.
M......$183,490.138 $157,8¢1,501 $25.008,647 exp.
eeeees 9,976,222 ,864, 7,111,887 exp.
...... §,413.782 4,219,681 4,194,101 exp.
$201,580,142  $164,965,607 $36,914.535 exp.

—The town council of Glasgow,
Scotland, during the past Summer
(so says one of its members, Bailie
John Ferguson, in the Glasgow
Evening News of August 29), has
carried by an overwhelming majori-
ty a resolution to invite the munici-
palities of Great Britain and Ireland
to meet in conference to consider
how bext to formulate a public bill,
on the lines of the Glasgow bill now
pending in Parliament, for levying
taxes on land values. Over 100 pub-
lic corporations had responded on
August 29, and arrangements are
being made for a convention. The
Glasgow bill is what would be known
in this country as a “single tax”
bill.

PRESS OPINIONS.

SPEAKER HENDERSON'S DECLINA-
TION.

Ckicago American (Dem.), Sept. 18.—No
comment.

Chicago Inter Ocean (Rep.), Sept. 18.—No
comment.

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), Sept. 17.—
Honor to Speaker Henéerson for recogr.iz-
ing this [the Republican demand for tarift
revisior] ard bowing to the inevitable. Ha
is entitked to his corvictions (ard errors),
but the people of Iowa are llkewise en-
titled to their convictions—andc to real and
horest representation and advocacy of
those convictions in Congress.

Chicago Chronicie (ind.), Sept. 18.—Of the
fact that the Jowa Republicars are split
wide open on the tariff issue there can be
no cdoubt whatever. It remains to be seen
whother the schism wiil get beyor@ con-
trol ancd spreac to other important States.
It remains to be seer also if this surpris-
irg circumstarce is not the prelude to an-
other ‘tariff scare” of prodigious propor-
tiors. The speeches of the Presicent him-
self wiil furrish the solution of the problem
in a few days.

Chicago Tribure (Rep.), S:pt. 18.—Tte
Tribure is constraired to belleve tkat the
Speaker was Impulsive, If not petulani,
when he issued his now famous letter. He
ought to think better of it. It is im-
possible to explain his action except upon
the theory that dyspepsia kad induced a
desperate fit of the biues and broughton a
corcition of pessimism in the Speaker's
mincé. The Tribure looks forward cornfi-
cently to his recovery and believes that
when his rormal condition returrs an@ his
rerves are again in order he will reconsider
his hasty step.

Chicago Record-Herald (irnd. Rep.). Sept.
1s.—For many months, In accordar.ce with
its duty us an Indepercent rewspaper, tke
Record-Tleral!@ has printed much matfer
corcerning the growing impatience in the

central West at the cilatory or hostile spir-
it shown by the Republican leaders In
Cor.gress in modifying the tariff so that it
might not act as a mear.s by which unfair
profits were extorted by monopoiles. Every
Republican member of Congress trom this
section Las found, on getting in touch with
his constituents, the extert of this feeiing,
and most of them have bowed to it. Itlis
Lo be regrettecl from a national standpoint
that Mr. Herndersor. has not tound it pos-
sible to agree with his constituents on this
point and has preterred to refuse the nomi-
nation terdered him.

HORACE BOIES.

Dubuque Telcgraph Herald (Dem.), Sept.
12.—Mr. Bolies Is a Democrat whose sincer-
ity and whose devotion to the interests of
the masses as against the classes has never
been questioned. He is fundamentally a
Gemocrat and is instinctively opposed to
those policies and laws which terd to de-
stroy equality and build up class govern-
ment in the republic. Mr. Boies is in favor
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver.
He Is not and never has been a gold stand-
ard man, and all the perversiorn of the op-
position press will not cause the people to
believe him a morometallist.

OHIO POLITICS.

Johnstown Democrat (Dem.), Sept. 12.—
The Cincinnati Times-Star is very much
afrald of Tom Johnson. It calls kim *dan-
gerous.” Well, that is what the rats say of
the ferret.

Woonsocket (R. 1.) Evening Call (ird.),
Sept. 11.—Mr. Johnson made his money
honestiy enough in the street car business,
but during the process of his accumulation
he learred to desplse the ordinary scramble
for riches and the means men adopt to line
their pockets with the coin of the republic.
He says so, and becaue he has taken that
position men who are making fertunes by
hook or crook fear and detest him.

The (Salem, O.) American Worker (lab.),
Sept. 1N—The editor of The Worker as-
sumes the persoral responsibility of con-
gratulating the industrial people of Ohio
and tke whole nation, upon the significant
fact that the Sandusky State convention,
with Mayor Tom Johnson at {ts head,
adopted a progressive platform, and nom-
inated for secretary of state, Rev. Herbert
S. Bigelow, of Cincinnati, who, asa staunch
tried and true friend of the workingman,
has few peers In the state of Ohio.

Kansas City World (Dem.), Sept. 9.—
Keep your eye on Tom Johnson, of Cleve-
landy or, to put it more properly, Tom John-
sor, of Ohlo; for he has moved the political
capital of that state from Cincinnati to
Cieveiand. . . He is a tail twister, but
usually gets hold of the tail that needs
twisting and thus secures the applause of
the audience. Clevelarnd’s popular mayor
iIs a man of ideas, a millionaire who cares
little for money as such, a man of fine
physique, genial, hearty, able to control his
temper, a strong cebater and has the sav-
irg quality of humor.

Clevelard Recorder (Dem.), Sept. 12.—
The Cincinnati preacher who has been
nominated by the Democrats for secretary
of state is evidentkly worrying the Repub-
licars very much. He strikes from the
shouldkr and he has plenty to say which
hurts. Herbert S. Bigelow is one of the
best orators in the State, if not the best,
and the real thing about him is that he has
something to say all the while. He feels
the importance of his message. He does
rot pettifog. He is all the while ir dead
earnest. He Is making a tremerdous im-
pression on the people who hear him.

Oregon (Portland) Dalily Jourral (Ind.),
Sept. S.—There is not a more honest man,
free from even taint of demagoguery and
decgption, bold arnd ceflant, cool arnd capa-
ble, with the love of freedom in his breast!
He is a democrat, earnestly and forever a
bellever in equal rights to all men, frark
and outspokn as a boy, resourceful as one

can be possessed of honest and natural ip-
clinations. The Journal has ro fearof Tom
Johnson. He will prove to be the deferder
of the common people, of those who carry
burdens. The battle that he will wage {n
their defense will be fast and furious,
though with justice to all and malice to-
ward none.

Cleveland Plain Dealer (ind. Dem.), Sept.
12.—The Tom Johnson circus has started
out for the Ohjo geason and the big tert
has been filled to overflowing at every
stand, Its fame has gone out to the remot-
est corners, and the announcement that
it would appear at a town on the circuit on
a given night lines the roads for miles with
farmers’ wagons headed towards the tert.
The success of the performance is testified
to by the tumultuous applause that {n-
creases as the evening wears or, ard wher
the farmers hitch up for the homeward
journey they are full of the good things
they heard in the tent and go home to
spread the fame of the circus ang repeat
what they heard there.

WISCONSIN POLITICS.

Springfieid (Mass.) Republican (ind.),
Sept. 12 (weekly ed.)—The Democratic re-
organizers of the extreme Cleveland fac-
tion appear at least to have won control of
one state Democratic convention—that of
‘Wisconsin. - There the party presents a
platform which ignores all other national
questions except the trust-tariff {ssue, and
for state issues induiges simply in urdis-
criminating and extravagant abuse of the
La Foilette admiristration which has had
to fight its way against the open hostility
of the plutocratic element in the Republic-
an party of Wisconsin, ané which is prob-
ably more truiy democratic than the party
behind this Democratic platform. More-
over, the candidate for governor, Mayor
Rose, of Milwaukee, is not an official with
a record to appeal to the anti-monopoly
vote which the Democrats must have to
carry the state. It is not a particularly in-
spirirg or hopeful start that has beer. made
there. The business of “reorganizing” has
been overdone.

OHIO AND WISCONSIN.

Farmers’ Voice and National Rural
(agr’'l.), Sept. 13.—It may be said that Gov.
La Follette in Wisconsin, Republican. and
Tom Johnson, in Ohlo, Democrat, are fight-
ing for the same thing, and that the ma-
chines of both parties in both states areor-
ganized against them in theinterest of tax-
doclzing corporatiors and landlorcs.

MAYOR JONES.

Columbus Daily Press (Dem.), Sept. 15.—
The ovation given Mayor Jones when he
appeared on the platform at Tom Johrson’s
tent meetIng in Toledo Saturday evening
again demonstrated that though he may
be a man without a party he is not without
hornor in his own country.

BRYAN AND TRUSTS.

Milwaukee Daily News (ind.), Sept. 16.—
Mr. Bryan says that if he had been elected
Presidert, some of the trust magrates
shouldl be wearirg stripes now. That is
one of the reasons, it is suspected, that Mr.
Bryan is not President.

MISCELLANY

A PRAYER.

For The Public.
Father, we are faring lll.
Dark oppression o’er us still
Casts a black ané angry cloud,
Till Thy children cry aloud.
But, our Father, ’tis to Thee
We must look for llberty.

Thou hast given us the earth,
Here to prove our manhood’'s worth,
Cultivate the generous-land,

’
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Bringing forth with brain ard hand.
But, O God, we are. forlorn.
From Thy sons the earth is torn!

On the land which Thou didst give
We have not the right to live;
Save by permit, may rnot toil

On Thy rich anad fertile soil.

For, O God, Thy land is sold
For a price of sordid gold.

Grarnt, we pray Thee, open minds.

Dissipate the mist that blinds.

Show to man his highest right—

That °tis good in heaven’s sight.

Speak to man in thunder call:

“I have given the earth to all!”
STEPHEN BELL.

IF IN THE PHILIPPINES,
NOT IN WASHINGTON?

From editorial columers of City and State,
of Philacdelphla, for August 28,

WHY

Mr. Boardman’s letter explains very
clearly our view of why our military
authorities in the Philippines used
Spanish torture as a military means.
He puts the case in a nutshell: “We
give them the water cure, they give us
the guns.” We had to get the guns to
win the campaign, and so get peace and
all its manifold blessings,—and the
friars’ lands for corporate exploita-
tion,—and so, of course, we had to use
the torture. How simple it all is when
Mr. Boardman explains it! So simple
that even Judge Taft must be per-
suaded to abandon his attractive the-
ory of “a few weak or bad men” retali-
ating upon a cruel enemy; and Secre-
tary Root to let go his fond belief that.
General Order 100 has been the con-
trolling prohibition and guide of our
troops; and the President, that only
a few of our soldier boys have gone
astray under the maddening tempta-
tion of a tropic campaign. Surely the
pithy epigram of Mr. Boardman must
make these practical, clear-sighted
men understand the matter: “Wegive
them the water cure, they give us the
guns.” Mr. Boardman is the man of
the hour. He has expressed the truth
so tersely, so neatly, that even a way-
faring man cannot help understanding
it.
But a word more—a question for
moralists that is suggested by Mr.
Boardman’s reasoning. The water
cure, he reasons, was justified because
the Filipinos lied about their hidden
guns. But if the water cure is a pun-
ishment deserved by a man who tells
an untruth when he has a military se-
cret that he can keep in no other way,
would not its application to the heads
of our War Department be per-
missible, for they did just what
Mr. Boardman says the Filipinos did?
They denied the use of the torture ex-
plicitly and emphatically when they
had abundant proof to the contrary.

No doubt they felt justified in so do-
ing on the ground of military or po-
litical necessity. But the fact that
they made use of deceit is a clearly
proved fact. Now, if they deceive the
people in this way, who have a right
to know just what their servants have
been doing, would the people be justi-
fled in applying torture to them when
they suspect that these public officials
are hiding the truth or making false
statements?

The Filipino tells the falsehood to aid
him in expelling a foreign invader.
There would seem to be stronger moral
justification for his course than for
that of those who employ such meth-
ods to conceal a truth that it can
scarcely be claimed that they are justi-
fied in concealing. Now, if it is not
right to use torture on United States
officials when they make use of the
weapon of prevarication oractual false
statement (which we hold to be true),
then how can the use of this means be
justified as a military weapon in ef-
fecting an Oriental conquest? And
yet it is an undoubted fact that large
numbers of army officers justify this
use of torture. This is an interesting
question for casuists.

UNCLE SAM’S LETTERS TO JOHN
BULL.

HE DICTATES A SPEECH TO THE
PRESIDENT.

Printed from the Original MS.
Dear John: I'm gettin’ aout of all

patience with Theodore. He’s mnot
strenuous enough for me. Of course
his tongue is out on the skirmish line;
but—

“See here, Theodore!” says I; “stop
tiis speech makin’, it’s gettin’ flat;
and do somethin’! Act once! 1f you'll
have a little backbone and do somethin’
for the people they’ll put you in again
all right. There is the finest kind of
a chanct to fight right now. Youcan
make a speech, too. Don’t make it to
the people; they’ll catch on. Make
it to the coal trust. Call’’em up and
talk to ’em like this:

“ ‘Feller Stewards of Providence, con-
trollin’ all the heat: I've got my eye
on you, and I don't approve of you.
Stoppin’ coal on the people means an-
archy. It must be stamped out, and
mine’s the foot to do it. If the sheriff
can’t stop the riotin’ he calls on the
Governor. If the Governor can’t stop
it he calls on the President. That’s the
regular order. Now, if T have to call
out the regular troops, it’s martial law,
and martial law don’t mean killin’
miners when it’s up to me. I’'ll make
a speech to the soldiers first thing.
“Boys,” I'll say, “black powder or white
—no miner is to behurt! Nogood ever

comes of killin’ the workin’ bees—
except to swell the Carnegie library
fund, and that’s no good. They make
the honey, and we need’em in our busi-
ness. Do you twig me? No man is a
good American soldier until he can
shoot straight enough to miss a work-
ing man! Do yougetit?” AndI'llsay
to you: Dig coalin ten days, or, by the
Eternal, 1'll seize the mines and dig
it myself and run ’em for the people!
You can't furnish me cars? Oh,Iknow’
you can’t; not a car! That’s what
I’'m a-complainin’ of; butdon’t worry!

I'll seize the cars, too. Martial law
is just as martial to a railroad com-
pany as it is to a tailor—or a miner.
Your Uncle Sam did lots of business
that way in ’61, and he did it express,
too. ' There is no trouble about cars
under martial law. But the price?
I'll make the price five dollars a ton
delivered, till you can figure out to
my satisfaction it’s worth more. But

this is anarchy? No; not in a cold
winter. It’s comfort and warmth; and

when you can figure out you are ca-
pable of doin’ business, can pay your
miners livin' wages, find cars to haul
coal, and can sell at a reasonable rate,

I'll call off my soldiers and you may
resume; but, beware of martial law!

Now, play ball!’

“Say it that way, Theodore, and you
are It,” says I. “You can do as you
please about sayin’, ‘by the Eternal!’
I’m afraid that’s swearin’, but it’ll
waken up a lot of dead Democrats if
you do; and we would hear in about
twenty-four hours that, owing to the
earnest efforts of the eminent J. P.
Morgan, the great coal strike was set-
tled at last.”

But the President glanced at me
with a far away fishy look in his eye.

“Sam,” he says, “I’'m really a peace
man at heart; and. besides, Baer and
the other poor fellows have their
money invested in those mines.”

UNCLE SAM.

MAYOR JOHNSQN’S WAY.
A SPEECH TO THE LEGISLATURE.
Staff special dispatch from Columbus,
Ohlo, under date of September 10, to Cleve-
land Plain Dealer.

Senator Hanna some time since came
to Columbus and in an interview pro-
posed perpetual franchises as a solu-
tion of the franchise problem. To-day
Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland. came {0
Columbus. The Republicans of the leg-
islature and of the state administra-
tion welcomed Senator Hanna to Co-
lumbus. Inoneinterview he gave them
more trouble than has the difficulty of
a special session of the legislature on
the eve of an election. His state-
ment favoring perpetual franchises so
complicated the situation that the Re-
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publican leaders had to appeal to the
state administration to end the spe-
cial session in almost any old way by
passing almost any kind of a code be-
fore the opening of the Republican
campaigninorderthat they might then
go before an excited public and assure
them that their streets were innodan-
ger of being taken from them in per-
petuity and given to street railway
companies.

Chairman Comings, when he an-
nounced Mayor Johnson and Newton
D. Baker as the speakers of the morn-
ing, nervously supplemented his an-
nouncement with the statement that
the franchise question had been prac-
tically settled and that no franchise
legislation would be taken up at the
special session. All the lightning rods
were up and every Republican was
safely ensconced in his cyclone cellar.

Mayor Johnson disappointed them.
He came among them fresh from his
campaign, but he left his politics be-
hind him.

The critical and cynically scornful
expression that set on faces of Repub-
lican lawmakers when Mayor Johnson
mounted the platform softened grad-
ually into plain ordinary interest.
They came out of their cyclonecellars.
And when he finished his talk in each
house he was greeted with a hail of
questions and a storm of honest ap-
plause, not confined to the minority
side of the chambers. And when his
talk was done he was the center of a
throng composed of Republicans and
Democrats alike who pressed forward
to shake his hand. The former chaffed
him pleasantly upon his “circus” cam-
paign and he gave the invitation right
and left to attend his tent meetings
and use his platform to refute, if they
cared to, what he said. The latter
poured out congratulations and invi-
tations to bring his tent down into
their counties.

Of the two visits, that of Senator
Hanna and of Mr. Johnson to Colum-
bus, it is a question to-night whether
the Republicans do not look back more
pleasantly upon the call the mayor
made them. And in their ranks it is
a question whether his proffered solu-
tion of the franchise problem has not
to-night as many advocates and more
than that offered by Senator Hanna.
At least there is a feeling among the
members that they could adopt the
former without running any danger
from mob law enforced by wrathful
constituents.

Mayor Johnson said in part:
“You are about to pass a municipal
code bill. I wish you every success in

passing one that will last and that will
be satisfactory to all. The greatest
monument, this legislature could leave
behind it would be a code bill that
could receive the support of every
voter in both houses when it came up

for passage. No party lines should be,

drawn in your work and no party
questions should find a place in the
code you draft.

“For myself, I believe in home rule;
in the proposition of giving to each
locality the local direction of its own
affairs; the right to formulateits own
government and to conduct it without
interference; and I believe this idea is
universally popular. Butitissaid that
this cannot be done. If it can be done
it will be the most satisfactory solu-
tion of your problem. It would give
to Cleveland the kind of government
she wants, and to Cincinnati the kind
of government she wants. If you
should give that degree of home rule
to the state you would afford an op-
portunity for progress and develop-
ment in municipal government. And
municipal government is the greatest
problem America has to face. Wehave
come almost to be the United cities of
America instead of the United States
of America. The darkest blots on our
civilization have been placed by the
governments of our cities. From them
will come the Goths and Vandals and
the Huns to sweep over and destroy
our civilization, if ever it is destroyed.

“But you may make mistakes in this
section of your code. You may enact
a board system of municipal govern-
ment that time will condemn. I believe
personally in the federal plan, but any
plan you make should have a fair trial.
However, a mistake here can be cor-
rected. I believe in civil service. Ex-
tend it to all departments of the city
government. Place the waterworks
department under its rules as well as
the departments of fire and police.
Remove politics entirely from the
question of filling positions in any and
all of these departments. Butyoumay
leave this civil service provision out
of your code and your mistake can
still be cured.

“But, gentlemen, on franchises you
may make a blunder you can’t cure;
you may make a mistake it will be
impossible to -correct. Perpetual
franchises have been suggested and
in support of this proposition it has
been said that the gas companies all
over the state hold perpetual grants.
This is not true. The law of Ohio lim-
its gas franchises to ten years. At
the end of that time the council fixes
a rate for a new term of ten years.
If no price is fixed the company can

charge no rate for its product. This
is different from a provision for a ten-
year revision on terms to which the
company-must agree. Again there is
no limit to the number of pipes a gas
company or any other company can
put in the street. But with street rail-
ways, when you have placed two
tracks, or at the most four, in the
street you can put down no more.
And you can’t put street car tracks
in all streets. The cases are not par-
allel. The ten-year gas grants are in
no sense perpetual.

“On these propositions the XNash
code is more vicious than the presert
law. There are in the Nash code
amendments that make it easier than
at present for the old companies to
extend their tracks into new territory.
Now, the consents of the property
owners to such extensions are required
before the ordinance is passed to ex-
tend the tracks into new territory.
This code provides that the ordinance
shall be passed first and the consents
besecured some timeafterward. Ninety
per cent. of the street railway lines
are built under this extension prorvi-
sion and not under new grants requir-
ing competitive bidding. Of 200 miles
of existing street' railway lines in
Cleveland not 20 miles were bid on.

“It is made harder for competing
lines to get in. Propose to establisha
three-cent fare line and you will find
out how difficult it is. The presentlaw
is so strict that not a competing com-
pany has succeeded in 20 years. Not
a grant given in that time to a com-
petitive company that has not been
contested. Possibly there is one ex-
ception. A line in Toledo that fought
its way forward for a long time, but
was at last absorbed by the old com-
pany. It is hard for the competitor
under the present law. The Nash code
makes it harder. The men who draft-
ed that code know this and they draft-
ed it for this purpose. It ought to be
entitled: An act to prevent the build-
ing of competing street railway lines
in the cities oft Ohio.

“There seems to be a feeling in the
air that but for the long time grants
there would be no feeling of security
among investors, that no street car
lines would be built. That is not true.
The best street railways in the United
States exist under grants that canbe
terminated in a moment at pleasure.
Every grant in the city of Washing-
ton is that way, and there is no trou-
ble about selling 50-year four per cent.
bonds on this property. Brookls
bridge has the best street railway
property in the United States, but the
grant of that company can be termin-
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ated by the superintendent of the
bridge at a moment’s notice. If a
street railway is careful it lives be-
cause it is so. Ifitis good it will live;
if it is bad it ought to die. Only a few
Years ago every railway in Massachu-
setts was living on franchises termin-
able at 90 days’ notice. It is not true
that capital will feel insecure under
such conditions. Capital feels inse-
cure when trying to hang on to an-
tiquated schemes of horse cars when
the public demands electricity, of five-
cent fares when the public demands
lower ones. The best franchise isthat
with the shortest life because it will
live if the people want it to live, and
if not, not.

“Under the present law it is almost
impossible to build competing lines.
With a friendly administration in
Cleveland an attempt to introduce a
three-cent fare line was knocked out
in the courts. We went back and did
it over again. It istied upagain. Now
all the municipalities in Ohio and all
of their governments are equally un-
constitutional. There is but one, and
that, Cleveland, that could not grant
a franchise for three-cent fare, for
two-cent fare, for one-cent fare to any
company to enjoy ten minutes. There
are pages of restrictionsin the present
law for new grants. It is almost im-
posgible to get a new grant. Itis easy
to extend existing lines, but renewals
—that provision can be found in aline.
No competition iy provided for, no
property owners’ consents are re-
quired. When the interests of these
powerful corporations are at stake,
a way has been flound to protect them.
In Cincinnati a renewal was even
granted for 50 years, and the law says
25. To secure a renewal they have
merely to win one council and they
have won their fight. They don’t have
to wait for their grant to expire. They
can get the renewal at any time. They
can pick the time to make their fight.
You would not allow a little city to
be placed in debt by its council with-
out making the people say whether
or not they approved of this burden.

“The expiring franchises in Cleve-
land and Cincinnati could be sold for
25 years for more than the combined
debts of those cities, in addition to
Paying the present owners the. full
value of their property.

“Make no grant valid until it has
been ratified by popular vote. The
couneil can’t sell out the people then.
This is safe and wise. With that one
Provision you can leave the rest to
the city. If citizens vote to grant
franchises on a five-cent fare basis

that. will be their concern. You re-
quire a two-thirds vote to make valid
the bonding of a community, but you
will give away 50 to 75 millions of the
people’s money without their consent
if you leave the law as itisnow. Don’t
let men ask for perpetual franchises
and then come in and say: ‘Leave the
law as it is.” Don’t let men come in
and ask to perpetuate a 50-year fran-
chise in Cincinnati that men tell me
was granted through fraud. I believe
it was. You need not waste sympathy
on the men who hold that franchise.
They took it as men buy a stolen horse,
on their own risk.

“This curative act that has been
proposed goes further than the pres-
ent law. It gives the right of renewal
before the expiration of the franchise.
With a 20-year franchise a corporation
under this proposed law could ask and
receive an extension from the date of
the expiration of its franchise for 25
years more. Or, in other words, it
would be possible to obtain a 45-year
franchise at any time. You have the
brightest minds among the politicians
to deal with. They are trying to get
45-year franchises if not franchises in
perpetuity.

“Provide that in addition to the
franchise becoming valid only when
approved by the vote of the people that
also when a grant is renewed the com-
pany shall secure the renewal that will
carry passengers for the lowest rate
of fare. I would treat the old com-
panies much more fairly than their
heads would treat tenants of theirs.
If you should lease land of one of them
for 25 years and build a house upon
it, he would take the house when your
lease expired. But I don’t think that
is right. I would do better by them
than that. I would provide that the
old companies should be paid a fair
pricel on the valuation of its tracks
and cars and power houses, plus some.
If you provide in your code for the
facilitating of the giving away of prop-
erty of people you will leave behind
you a code that will still be a monu-
ment to you, but anything but an en-
viable one.”

Henry Thomas Buckle’s thoughts
and conversation were always on a
high level.. Once he remarked: “Men
and women range themselves into
three classes or orders of intelligence;
you can tell the lowest class by their
habit of always talking about persons;
the next by the fact that their habit is
always to converse about things; the
highest by their preference for the dis-
cussion of ideas.”—Chicago Chronicle.

)

SENATOR BUCKLIN’'S REPLY TO
AUSTRALASIAN TAX CRITICS.

Hon. J .W. Bucklin, in the Denver Daily
News, of August 24.

At the special session of the legisla-
lature held this year the privileged
classes of Colorado made a most stren-
uous effort to induce the legislature
to repeal the Australian tax amend-
ment. Those who were leading in that
campaign denounced the amendment
and its author in the most violent man-
ner. Theychargedthattheamendment
was a fraud and freak, that it nad
passed the legislature and been sub-
mitted by dishonest. methods and ar-
guments, and was unworthy of respect
or evendecentconsideration. Through
the newspapers I was told the State
was getting too hot for me, and I
would have to skip out. It was said
that the bill was an anarchist bill, and
that “we do not agree with anarch-
ists, we kill them.”

This style of campaign, however,
proved unsuccessful. The legislature
did not pass the repeal bill, the courts
would not.take the questionaway from .
the voters, and for the first time the
privileged classes began to realize that
there was some vitality in the meas-
ure which would require respectful
treatment and intelligent opposition.
They, therefore, began to call out their
reserved forces. Corporation lawyers
and professors of political ecpnomy
are now appearing in the fray, anxious
to defend the owners of social values
from their just burden of taxation.

OUR OPPONENTS.

The two-ablest gentlemen who have
yet appeared against the amendment
are Hon. L. F. Twitchell and Prof. Ros-
signol. As a rule their arguments are
similar, and I shall treat. them jointly.

Mr. Twitchell says that the amend-
ment “has none of the fiscal econom-
ical or philosophical features of the
Henry George theory,” while Prof.
Rossignol says that “it is about half
single tax.” Mr. Twitchell says it is
“the peculiar product of its author,”
and bears “no resemblance to the Aus-
tralasian land tax law,” while the pro-
fessor says that it is “similar to the
system in operation in New Zealand,
and to some extent an imitation of it.”

Both gentlemen studiously ignore
the fact that a similar law is in force
in South Australia, another in New
Wales, and still another in Queens-
land. The existence and character of
the laws in these other colonies is a
complete answer to the argument that
the Colorado amendment is not similar
to the Australasian tax laws. Messrs.
Twitchell and Rossignol assert cor-
rectly that the New Zealand state tax
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has exemptions of small landholders,
and a graduated tax on large holders.
The Australasian tax laws of South
Australia and Queensland, however,
do not exempt any landholders what-
ever, nor do the laws of New South
Wales or Queensland have any grad-
uations of any kind. Yet these laws
have worked just as successfully as
have the laws of New Zealand—in fact,
the graduations and exemptions’ are
generally admitted to be a blemish. If
the laws in other states were the only
ones which had no exemptions or grad-
uations,however, I might have thought
that a careless examination was a suf-
ficient explanation of their incorrect
position. But when we consider the
fact that any examination at all of the
New Zealand home rule or local option
laws discloses the fact that such laws
have no land exemptions or gradua-
tions there seems to be no excuse for
the misrepresentations which have
been made. The local option or home
rule part of the Colorado law is the
chief portion of it, more important by
far than the other section. What the
motives are of those who claim that
the Colorado law differs in principle
from the Australasian laws I leave it
to the public to imagine. Certain it is
that such allegations have no founda-
tion in fact. These gentlemenconcede
that the Australasian tax has worked
well in the colonies, and there is no
logical reason for thinking that it will
work otherwise in‘Colorado.

These gentlemen utterly miscon-
ceive and misunderstand the chief ob-
ject and purpose in the adoption of the
Australasian tax. They assume, with-
out argument, that the main object
and purpose of theamendment is to re-
form our land laws. Mr. Twitchell
particularly does not seem to under-
stand that we propose a tax reform,
but thinks our whole object is a re-
form in land tenure.” For this reason
he does not discuss the tax question,
and neither gentleman seems to under-
stand that this amendment opens the
only way in which any tax reform at
all is possible. The principal tax re-
forms which the professor advocates
could be adopted under this amend-
ment, otherwise they would be uncon-
stitutional.

In New Zealand the Australasian tax
was adopted at two different times,
for state purposes in 1891, and for lo-
cal purposes in 1896. The former tax
was adopted to take the place of the
general property tax, and to supply
the revenue needed because of the re-
peal of that tax. The general-prop-
erty tax exempted small property
holders, so the new tax made a like ex-

emption. The land question at this
time did not enter into the discussions,
although the chief discussions cen-
tered around the fiscal question. The
graduated portion of the law was
passed with the idea of breaking up
the large landed estates, but being un-
just, it has not produced the desired
effect so much as has the ordinary tax
which contains no graduations. In
1896, however, New Zealand adopted
the local option tax, similar tothe Col-
orado amendment, purely as a fiscal
measure, with almost no discussion of
land tenures.

In Queensland the Australasian tax
was adopted in 1890 by the conserva-
tive party purely as a fiscal reform,
and without any discussion of the
question of land tenures.

South Australia in 1884 adopted the
Australasian tax without any exemp-
tions or graduations, for the purpose
of supplying a deficiency in revenues.
There was at this time but little dis-
cussion of the land question.

New South Wales in 1895 adopted the
Australasian tax without any grad-
uations as a tax reform, to supply the
deficiency caused by a reduction of
tariff duties. The land question was
only incidentally considered.

Nowhere in any of the colonies was
the Australasian local tax adopted as
a land reform, but always as a fiscal
reform. Nor do such local tax laws
anywhere contain graduations or ex-
emptions. The Australasian tax is at
the present time being rapidly adopt-
ed throughout New Zealand by the
local governments, always as a fiscal
reform. Allthese factsconcerning the
Australasian tax in the colonies)poth
Mr. Twitchell and Prof. Rossignol ig-
nore. Their misconception of the rea-
sons for adopting the laws in Austral-
asia, as well as the purpose of this
amendment, colors their whole con-
sideration of the question. It makes
them call the measure revolutionary,
when, in fact, it is very conservative.
To change land tenures might be called
revolutionary, but not so a reform in
taxation which merely makes it pos-
sible for the people to more equitably
tax the few who own the earth. Re-
form in taxation is the main object we
are striving for, all other objects being
beneficial but secondary. Let our op-
ponents, therefore, drop their hyster-
ics, get down to business and discuss
this question in a rational manner.

LAND MONOPOLY IN COLORADO.

Mr. Twitchell says that. there iw no
land monopoly in Colorado. Thereisa
large number of Spanish land grants
in Colorado, some of which are as

large as the largest estates in New
Zealand.

There are no estates in New Zeal-
and as large as the land ownership of
the Colorado Fuel and Iron compary,
which owns more soft coal land, ac-
cording to the statements of its offi-
cers, than exists in the entire state of
Pennsylvania. In some of the coun-
ties of the state the Colorado Fueland
Iron company is in absolute control.
and it owns land in a large portion of
the counties.

The land grants to the Union Pa-
cific railroad surpass any made in
New Zealand.

Nor has New Zealand any landed
estates or corporations which begin
to compare in value with the value
of rights of way and franchises of
the railroads of Colorado.

In truth, Colorado is worse cursed
with the monopoly of social values
than is New Zealand. It is there
fore time to let up on such state
ments as that there is no land mo-
nopoly in Colorado. It is the mo-
nopoly of land that makes the Den-
ver Republican fight us so bitterly,
and that causes it to refuse us a
hearing in reply. If the privileged
classes of Colorado are wise they
will not force us to,expose the ex-
tent vo which land monopoly has al-
ready gone, especially in Denver.

But suppose there was no land
monopoly in Colorado, what of it?
Should we wait until the horse is
stolen before we lock the stable
door? Would it not be wiser to pre-
vent land monopoly in its beginnings
rather than to promise a cure for
the disease after it has a firm hold
on our system? Such relief would
then surely be denounced as danger-
ous and revolutionary. If there is no
land monopoly now; let us adopt this
amendment so that there never will
be any.

NOT 80 RADICAL.

Both Mr. Twitchell and Prof. Ros
signol mistake the extent to which
the amendment goes in local taxa-
tion. They say that it is the single
tax in local taxation, and collects all
local revenue by this system. This
is not correct. It is mot a tax sys-

tem, nor does it authorize the
adoption of a tax system, but
only authorizes the people t0

make certain exemptions from di-
rect taxation. It does mnot, there
fore, authorize the people to abolish
saloon or other licenses, which are
a large part of town and city rev
enues. ior does it authorize the
people to abolish fees which are 8
large part of the receipts of coun*
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ty offices. Many other local revenues

are also left untouched by this meas-’

ure.

These gentlemen are also inaccu-
rate in saying that the amendment
provides for a two-mill increase of
state tax, on social values. 1t pro-
vides {cr not to exceeding two mills
tax, but of course, no such tax
would be adopted without a corre-
sponding reduction of tax on gen-
eral property.

There are so many inaccurate
statements made by these gentlemen
that it is not possible within moder-
ate space to mgntion them all.

THE MAIN POINT.

The most noticeable thing about
their arguments, however, is not
their inaccuracies or misstatements,
gross as these are, but the points
they fail to consider. I have already
mentioned their failure to consider
the question as a tax reform. More
noticeable stil] is their failure to con-
sider or hardly mention the chief
feature of the amendment.

There is one thing about the Aus-
tralasian tax amendment that is so
prominent that no fair consideration
of the matter can ignore it, and that
is the fact that it does not estab-
lish any change of any kind what-
ever, but merely places power in the
hands of the people to make changes
in the future should they so desire.
This is in reality the whole question.
Not whether the Australasian tax is
just or unjust, but whether the peo-
ple should have control of the sub-
ject; whether they are capable of
local self-government. Even if all
the arguments of Mr. Twitchell and
Prof. Rossignol are correct in every
particular, yet they have not touched
the real question at issue, which is
whether the people can be safely
trusted with power. If they can be,
then there is no good reason for op-
posing the amendment. Underneath
all opposition to this amendment
will be found a complete distrust of
the American idea of self-govern-
ment. Disguise it as they will, our
opponents oppose this measure be-
cause they fear the people. They
think or profess to think that if the
people are given power they will
drive capital out of the state; that
they will destroy uniformity in tax-
ation; that they will place the just
burdens of the many on the few;
that they will entirely exempt the
cattle companies and other property
on the public domain; that they will
place all taxes on farmers in agri-
cultural counties, where farmers are

in the majority; that, in short, if the
people of any county are given pow-
er over local taxation, they will do
everything that is bad, and nothing
that is good. This is their fundamen-
tal reason for opposing this amend-
ment, not that the amendment is
bad, but the people are bad. Our op-
ponents do mnot discuss this feature
of the question, and dare not discuss
it. They know that if this feature
of the measure is once understood
the amendment will carry by a vote
of ten to one, as was the case re-
cently on a similar proposition in
Oregon. For this reason our oppo-
nents do not discuss the initiative
and referendum in taxation, which is
all that is involved in the main prop-
osition.

Already signs of rational consider-
ation of the amendment are appear-
ing among the privileged -classes
themselves. Let the amendment
once be fully understood and all dis-
interested opposition to it will disap-
pear like mist before the morning
sun. There was a time when 1
thought it possible that the meas-
ure might not be fully understood,
and might, therefore, be defeated.
I do not fear any longer. The light
that is beginning to appear absolute-
ly insures its success. By election
day few intelligent persons will be
found in the ranks of its oppomnents.
I move that the vote in its favor
be made unanimous.

Now, if Plain Duty were only styl-
ish or chie, or if she had tact or
aplomb or something like that, we
might brace up and pay attentions to
her; but if she is merely plain, she
must not be surprised if a good many
of us give her the cold shake.—Puck.

When the Aryans declared in set
terms that their purpose was benevo-
lent assimilation, the savages were
much atruck.

“Assimilation!” exclaimed these
simple people. “And does this mean
that we shall be fair-skinned, too?”

“Well, skinned, at any rate!” said
the Arvans, being very careful not to
promise too much.—Puck.

BOOK NOTICES.
“THE NEW BOOK OF KINGS.”

The announcement comes from London
of a new editlon of Mr. J. Morrison Davld-
son’s little book with the above title. This
new editlon was doubtless called forth by
the tempestuous noises of the coronation.
Its subtitleis *“A Republican Counterblast.”
The present reviewer counts among a few
choice book treasures a copy of the first
edition, given him by the author’'s brother,

Thomas Davidson, the great scholar, who
died about a year ago in this country. The
book has been out of print for several years,
and this new edition will be gladly wel-
comed by lovers of the principles of repub-
lican democrary.’

The “New Book of Kings' takes up the
lines of English sovereigrs and tells sim-
ply what manner of men they really were.
A black list it makes. The author tells
fact upon fact—such facts as polite his-
torians feel called upon to omit—and so

The Colorado Home Rule Fight.

The following letter from the Hon. John
Sherwin Crosby, of New York, speaks for
itself. Mr. Crosby has been ‘stumping’
the State of Colorado in behalf of the Buck-
lin home rule amendment to the State Con-
stitution, under which every county would
be at liberty to exempt personal property
and improvements in the discretion of its
own voters. He writes:

I am on my way home from a brief so-
journ in Colorado. Perhaps nothing could
have added to the strength of my already
fixed and firm bellef in the vital importance
to the whole country of carrylng what is
known as the Bucklin, or Australasian Tax
Amendment to the Constitution of that
State, providing as it does for local op-
tion and the initiative ard referendum In
taxation.

Participationin the active campaign there
going on in that behalf has, however, con-
vinced me that a larger fund than has yet
been raised, or can be raised in the State,
is absolutely necessary to the work in hard.
So immediate and urgent is the need that
I write on train, and would if possible im-
press upon all who read my letter the im-
portance of making their contributions at
once.

Senator Bucklin is making a most labori-
ous tour of the 37 great countles of the
State, speaking once or more than once
every day until November 4, and paying,
and preferring to pay, his own expenses,
which are exceptionally heavy owing to
the long distances he has to travel. He s
ably and faithfully supported by as earrest
and energetic a band of workers as ever
championed the right. What they lack is
money, comparatively little of which has
as yet been received from outsidethe State.

There is a vast territory to be covered,
but it is inhabited by a people of superior
intelligence, keenly alive to questions of
public welfare. If they could be provided
with literature in time to be read before
election day, I should feel comparatively
little’ anxlety as to the result.

As I have already stated, money is what
{s needled. It is needed now—at once. It
will soon be too late, and I respectfully but
earnestly urge everyone interested to send
whatever amount he can by next mall to
Hon. James W. Bucklin, in care of the Aus-
tralasian Tax League, 610 Charles Block,
Denver, Col. If everyone will immediately
send at least one dollar, the necessary fund
will be secured in time for effective use,
and success will be reasonably assured.

I write without the consent or knowledge
of Senator Bucklin, whose self-rellancearnd
modesty are equalled only by his economic
wisdom, his rare political sagacity and his
sincere and untiring devotion to the cause
he espouses. He should receive the moral
and material support of us all in this crown-
ing effort of his long and arduous struggle
to open the way to equitable taxation, and
to righteous revenues, public and private.

JOHN SHERWIN CROSBY.

September 13, 1902,

This letter {s published and its suggestion
approved by the National Committee for
the Promotion of the Australasian Tax Sys-

tem.
LAWSON PURDY, Secretary.

111 Broadway, New York.
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DOGS, FACTORIES AND OTHER NUISANCES !

Mr. Common Sense, of Colorado—You tax critters
ber, on the principle tnat they contribute nothing of value to the countv;

like this to reduce their num-
thea why don’t

you tax land speculators and monopolists on the same grotmde,;nd take the tucs\-oﬁ

workers?

Pass the Tax Ame:

Taxing Au{horanuy well reasoned; but, you see, we haven’t got the power.
at and then come and talk to me.

his book has a real value as a ‘counter-
blast’’ in the interest of truth. To some
people it is, of course, ‘‘a horrié book.”

Mr. Algernon Charles Swinburne, the
distinguished English poet, writing re-
cently in the Quarterly Review about
Charles Dickens, expressed regret that
Dickens should have written such a book
as his ‘“Child’s History of England,’ since
it would tend to diminish the child's rev-
erence. What would Mr. Swinburne say
of “The New Book of Kings!” And yet,
may we not ask, in all sincerity, whether
there is any gain to character in misplaced
reverence? Are there not enough beau-
tiful things, beautiful deeds, and beautiful
lives in the world which we may revere,
without having our spirit of reverence in-
jured by withholding It from such a
swashbuckler, for example, as Scott’s hero,
Richard 1? Why do not our critics plead
for reverence to be shown to men like
John Ball, that noble priest who died in
behalf of England’s oppressed working
men? What life of any English king fur-
nishes such food for reverence as the life
of this true hero? English history is full
of men and deeds worthy of all reverence,
but these have not often proceeded from
the throne. Wh¥ then should a book be
condemned simply because it tells some
plain truths about men who came by ac-
cident to be surrounded with pomp and
power?

Perhaps the best part of Mr. Davidson’s
book is the introductory chapter, in which
he pleads for ‘“democratic’’ history. No-
where else have we seen the importance
and need of the re-writing of history so

clearly stated.
J. H. DILLARD.

PERIODICALS.

—In the September Harper Mr. T. E.
Blakely has an interesting and valuable
article on “Macaulay’s English.” Thearti-
cle Is especially valuable, because of its
definiteness. In telling of Macaulay’'s ex-
treme patience and care, he gives specific
examples of the hundreds of changes made
in late editions of the great history. Mr.
Blakely’s manner of writing about style

AN

cannot be too highly commended. He
would be doing good service if he would
take in hand some of our present Amer-
icans and show how ‘‘awfully slovenly”
they often do write. Here is a sentence,
for example, from Rev. Edward Everett
Hale's article in the Outlook of August 23:
“I afterwards met Mr. Adams, who was
always very kind to me, when he wag easily
the first member of the House of Repre-
sentatives, in the year 1845.”" The first im-
pression of the reader is that the clause
“when he was easily the first member”
modifies the words “very kind to me,” the
idea being that of graciousnesson the part
of a great man toward a then obscure one.
But of course the relative clause is merely
parenthetic. It would have been an im-
provement to have omitted the ‘“who”
clause from the sentence. Furthermore,
the sentence following this is illy joined.
It begins, “For, the moment he was pro-
posed as @ member of Congress in his own
district,” etc. The connection is bad, both
in logic and in grammar. Logically, the
fact of the election and reelection of Mr.
Adams in his own district did not neces-
sarily make him the first member of the
House. Grammatically, the connection is
faulty, because the causal sentence, “For,
etc.” relates not to the principal preceding
sentence, but to a subordinate clause. A
clear and careful writer, like Macaulay,
would have made this subordinate clause
a leading sentence, and@ would not have
made it subordinate to the fact of his meet-
ing the great man. Such criticismdoubtless
seems hypercritical; but after all, it lies
in such nice points, conciously or uncon-
sclously regarded, that the superiority of a
first-rate wniter Is maintained.—J. H. D.
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