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It is difficult to decide whether
the Lindly-Morris bill, purporting
to authorize municipal ownership

. and operation of street car systems
in Illinois cities, is a lobby play on
the part of the street car corpora-
tions or a “strike” on the part of the
Lorimer political ring. The charac-
ter of the bill indicates that it might
be either; the circumstances suggest
that it is not improbably the latter.

This bill was reported from the
House committee of which Lindly
is chairman, in lieu of the Senate
(Mueller) bill. The latter having
passed the Senate had come into
the House and had been referred to
Lindly’s committee. On its face
the House substitute appears to
be the superior bill, because of its
almost extreme simplicity. It is
more like & broad constitutional
provision than a statutory regula-
tion, and seeme at first glance to
leave to the cities of the State ample
powers over the subject to which it
relates. But examination discloses
one “joker” after another, which,
notwithstanding the broad general
terms of the bill, has been concealed
within it.

The most obvious of these “jok-
ers” is a specific provision affecting
the security that could: be offered
to investors in municipally owned
street car lines. It authorizes cities
to borrow money for buying or con-
structing street car plants, either
upon their own credit or upon the
security of the plants. This seems
reasonable enough until two-facts
appear. In the case of Chicago no
money could be borrowed upon the

credit of the city, because the statu-
tory debt limit of Chicago has been
reached already. This is fact num-
ber one. The second fact is that
money could not be borrowed on
the security of the plants to be pur-
chased or comstructed, because the
substitute provides that in case of
foreclosure the purchasers shall not
be permitted to operate for more
than three years. Financial experts
are positive that sufficient money
for purchase or construction could
not be borrowed on such limited se-
curity. With no means, therefore,
of procuring the necessary capital
for public ownership of street car-
lines, except upon the city’s credit
which is even now exhausted, or a
mortgage upon the plant so re-
stricted with reference to foreclosure
that no one would invest, the city of
Chicago would find this substitute
bill what some one has called it, not
an enabling act but a disabling act.
It would probably make public own-
ership in Chicago impossible while
it remained in force unaltered.
Other “jokers” in this bill are
numerous, brief as the bill is. For
one thing, there are provisions for a
popular referendum at every step
but none for a popular initiative.
The people could not force a refer-
endum. Only the council could do
that, and if the council were inactive
nothing could be done.  This defect
is not peculiar to this bill, but it is
a bad feature none the less. Astothe
referendums, a negative vote of a
fraction over 40 per cent. would,
with one exception, always veto an
affirmative vote of nearly 60 per
cent. Another important “joker”
is an innocent looking clause which
would practically prevent all nego-
tiations on the part of the city for
leasing to existing street car corpora-
tions. If a lease were deemed desir-
able, it could not be made to any

corporation which did not happen to
have been organized under the in-
corporation act of 1872. Conse-
quently, if Chicago were able to bar-
gain for the purchase of existing
lines upon an agreement to lease
them for 20 years or less to the pres-
ent operating companies—a plan
which might lead more smoothly
than any other to public ownership
and operation—the bargain wguld
be impossible. Still another “joker”
is the omission of any clause regard-
ing the consents of landlords to the
construction of municipal ownership
lines. Under the Mueller bill, these
consents would not be neceseary, and
corporations could not bribe land-
lords to obstruct municipal construc-
tion; but under the House substitute
precisely such obstruction would be
possible.

That the substitute bill is defec-
tive is evident from these considera-
tions; that its origin is bad is ap-
parent upon the face of the facts.
“Boss” Lorimer is behind it. No one
doubts that. Ome of his political
creatures, a colored member from
Chicago, is its sponsor. His man
from the country, Lindly, has chap-
eroned it through committee. His
newspaper organ in Chicago, the
Inter Ocean, is supporting it with
misleading editorials and interviews
that are manifestly distorted so as to
misrepresent the sentiments of the
persons interviewed. His speaker of
the lower House has impudently vio-
lated the constitution.of the State in
order to railroad the substitute
measure through without amend-
ment. As we stated at the begin-
ning, it is impossible at present
to determine whether all this
is done in connivance with the
street car pool, or independently by
a political ring as a “strike” to be
abandoned if the pool fails to re-
spond.
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The speaker’s conduct in connec-
tion with this bill furnishes an ex-
traordinary instance of official usur-
pation.. To effect his purpose he
has refused to listen to demands of
many members, both from the floor
and in writing; yet the constitution
of the State in terms requires him
to call the roll upon every vote
when five members demand it. The
speaker’s action in this respect has
been eriminal in a high degree,—if
not legally <o, at any rate morally;
and the wonder is that arespectable
community will tolerate such flagrant
and brazen disregard: of its funda-
mental law by one of its principal of-
ficers. The members to whom the
speaker thus refuses to accord their
constitutional rights are fully justi-
fied in their policy of blocking the
‘passage of the appropriation bills.

The real object of the collusive
Jaw suit in the Federal Courts in Chi-
cago, betwen the New York Guaran-
tee company and certain Chicago
traction companies, and in which re-
ceivers have been appointed, is not as
deep down in the well as Truth is
supposed to be. The design is to put
the Federal government in posses-
sion, through receivers, of a local pub-
lic service which concerns the peo-
ple of the city of Chicago. Here is
another argument, if one were need-
ed, for public ownership and opera-
tion of all municipal functions. The
moment they are farmed out to pri-
vate companies, interests outside the
State acquire power to divest the city
of self-governing rights by carrying
disputes into the Federal courts. A
Tederal law suit, a Federal receiver-
ship, and ipso facto the local govern-
ment of a city is transferred to Fed-
eral officers—often hostile partisans
—who are appointed for life by the
central power at Washington.

This process of centralization
would have been impossible before
the Fourteenth amendment. Then
no corporation of one State could
rule in another State. It had no
standing in Federal courts; and its
standing even in local courts outside
of its own State was by comity and

not by right. But now, underaforced
construction of the Fourteenth
amendment, though the Negro,
for whose protection this amend-
ment was designed, gets no protec-
tion from it, the corporations, which
were not thought of by its framers,
get not only protection but danger-
ous power in overflowing measure.

The “honor of the army” is again
in the balance. Gen. Corbin having
had his application for membership
in a Washington club rejected, one
of the governors of the club, a mili-
tary officer, has resigned. Not be-
cause he might in that way resent
the exclusion of a personal friend
from his club. but because he regard-
ed the exclusion of an army officer
a3 a reflection upon “the honor of
the army.”

Army honor is a curious thing.
Hard and strong as steel when dis-
turbed only by guilt, it is as fragile
asglasswhen the guilty are to be pun-
ished. Drunkenness, debauchery,
corruption, atrocious cruelty, wan-
ton murder have characterized the
advance of the army in its march
along the path of Duty toward Des-
tiny, but without in the least affect-
ing its “honor;” yet the bare sugges-
tion of a fair investigation wrings
tears of solicitude for “the honor of
the army” from every guilty officer
who wants to escape. This is one of
the reasons why the administration
will not allow the people to see Gen.
Miles’s report of his investigation in
the Philippines. Gen. Miles has lit-
tle regard for “the honor of the
army;” he is more solicitous to have
the army honorable.

Could there be a more pitiable ex-
ample of the loathsomeness of mili-
tarism, a more grewsome burlesque
upon army ideals of “army honor,”
than the cold-blooded murder this
week of a German artilleryman by a
German naval cadet, and the pride
of this criminal boy over hisfatal suc-
cess?

As witnesses narrate the circum-
stances, his crime is no worse than
the conflicting story of the boastful

murderer himself. He says that the
artilleryman, an old schoolmate of
his, meeting him casually, offered his
hand as an equal instead of saluting
as an inferior. For this he ordered
the artilleryman to a police station,
and on the way murdered him with
his sword. One of the witnesses says
that the artilleryman was about to
enter a beer hall in Essen with the
witness when the cadet encountered
him. The artillervman was slightly
inebriated. Neither he nor the wit-
ness saw the cadet until the cadet ap-
proached in a hectoring manner and
said to the artilleryman: “You
failed in your duty by not saluting
me; accompany me to the police sta-
tion.” The artilleryman was sur-
prised, but said nothing, and at-
tempted to pass along the street.
The cadet pursued with drawn
sword, easily overtook him, struck
him flat on the head, making him

reel, and then drove the blade
into  his back. The artillery-
man fell in a heap, bleed-

ing"both from the head and back.
It all happened in an instant. There
was no provocation whatever. The
cadet was perfectly cool and seemed
to feel proud when he saw the artil-
leryman fall. When a noncommis-
sioned officer came, the cadet said
vauntingly: “I did this. When I
draw my sword blood must flow.
This man insulted me by refusing to
salute and endeavored to escape ar-
rest. I had to defend an officer’s
honor at all costs.” And the cadetap-
pears to have been surprised that the
officials did not applaud the deed.
He strutted about the station with &
martial air, still flourishing his sword,
which was streaked half way up the
blade with the artilleryman’s blood.
How revolting all this is. One is
tempted to wonder from what order
of low browed beast or decadent sav-
age that young criminal must have
sprung, by what processes of natural
selection his moral sense was degen-
erated.

Yet there is evidently no pe-
culiar wickedness in the boy’s nature.
He writes the mother of his victim
a consolatory letter which testifies
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with strange contradictoriness to a
gentle dispositionmade savage by the
atmosphere of “military honor”
which he has breathed. Listen to
this message of his to that heartbrok-

en mother of his murdered school
mate:

It is in the deepest distress and sor-
row that I address myself to you, to
give you proof of my heartfelt sym-
pathy for the loss*you have sustained
through my action. Be assured that 1
did not act out of hatred or ill will
against your son. It wasmyhbardduty
as a soldier. T was obliged to enforce
obedience; and to my bitter regret, fate
directed my steel in this unfortunate
manner. A word of forgiveness from
you, honored madam, would be incom-
parable consolation, for if the mother
forgives no honorably minded person
can continue to bear a grudge.

There vou have militarism in the
germ. It has turned a boy of gener-
ous instincts into what is worse than
savagery—a  remorseless  human
mechanism of death. This is what
it is to develop the strenuous military
life. This is what it means to Ameri-
can children, if we go on gathering
them a legacy of “military honor”
to displace the simple code of mor-
ality that was our own inheritance.
Is it not a pretty picture! If there
is anything divine about it, what
could you suggest as an example of
the satanic?

Mr. Bryan has again notified the
“reorganizers” of the Democratic
party that their room is preferable
to their company. His notification
makes good reading for at least two
reasona. First, because it is true in
its summary of facts; second, be-
cause it is wise in political policy. It
was embodied in his speech at Kan-
sa3 City on the 20th, and as tele-
graphed wae in these words:

We have had enough of Clevelandism
in the Demoecratic party. We had four
years of Cleveland, and after his ad-
ministration was over we found our-
selves weaker than we had ever been
before, because we had been betrayed.
These so-called harmonizers, Cleve-
land and his followers, showed their
nearness to Republicanism by desert-
ing us in our hour of greatest need and
supporting the Republican party. The
Democratic party won a great victory
in 1892, which gave our party a great
opportunity; but Grover Cleveland be-
trayed the Democratic party, and as

the Democratic candidate to succeed
him I carried the burden of his admin-
istration through two national cam-
paigns. There was not a plank in'either
pkatform that was such a detriment to
me in those campaigns as that burden
was. Cleveland had the best oppor-
tunity to redeem the Democratic party
ever offered to any man since the time
of Andrew Jackson, but instead of be-
ing true to his party he disgraced him-
self.

We may now expect to see many
editorials in the Republican and the
brevet-Republican papers, snarling
at Bryan as an “irreconcilable.” But
the expanding and improving demo-

cratic sentiment of the country will®

find in Bryan’s words an assurance
that the most effective individual
force inthe Democraticparty to-dayis
not to be bought out, nor wheedled
over, nor scolded into the plutocratic
camp. Even the deluded followers of
suchleadersasClevelandand Hill will
begin to realize that the Democratic
label is not enough to make a Dem-
ocrat. Democracy means something
more and something different from
what it meant half a century ago.
The fact that a man was a Democrat
when the Democratic party was a pro-
slavery party is no test of his de-
mocracy now. A new era began with
the campaign of 1896. And regard-
less of one’s economicopinionson the
money question, or his political at-
titude at that time, unless he is in
accord with the spirit of the revolt
then begun against plutocratic influ-
ences and power, he iz no democrat
now, even: though he call himself a
Democrat. If he is not a democratic-

Democrat he is not wanted either to,

lead the party or to vote withit. His
affiliation with it frightens off dem-
ocratic-Republieans whose faces are
turping toward it from the cave of
bones in which leaders like Hanna
have buried the democratic princi-
Ples of Lincoln. '

If Chauncey F. Black, a son of the
old Democratic leader in Pennsyl-
vania, Jeremiah Black, and former-
ly lieutenant governor of that State,
had written a letter bewailing the
“blight of Bryanism” and approving

“reorganization” of the Democratic

party, the Associated Press would
have exploited it, and every Repub-
lican-Democratic paper in the land
would have found room for it. But
as Gov. Black’s letter to the Crescent
Democratic ¢lub of Philadelphia at
the celebration of Jefferson’s birth-
day this week had a different story
to tell, it was not “newsy” enough
for extended publication. Yet the
letter was important, for Gov.
Black is a democratic-Democrat; and
interesting, for he is a clear thinker
and forcible writer. This is his
word to the “reorganizers”:

We read a good deal in Republican
newspapers about a variety of
schemes for the “reorganization” of
the Democratic party. We never see
i connection with these remarkable
projects the names of any regular and
reliable Democrats. The engineers
are all well-known Republicans, who
helped, directly or indirectly, to beat
down the Democracy and put the
trusts in power in 1896, and to keep
them in in 1900. They are insignifi-,
cant in numpers. They describe them-
selves as “leaders,” but point to no
followers. Now it strikes me dhat
where a hundred Democrats disagree
in sentiment, and 99 are found on one
side and one only on the other side.
the 99 ought to have their way. But if
besides it appears that the one ob-
stinate fellow is not a Democrat at
all,butan interloping Republican, who
has come back simply to boss matters,
on the ground that at some remote
period he pretended to be a Democrat,
but deserted at the pinch, the claim
of the 99 just Democrats to run their
own party, as against this self-suffi-
cient agent. of the enemy, detailed to
regulate Democratic affairs for the
time being, would seem to be pretty
clear.

Venturing upon political prophecy
Gov. Black has this to say regarding
the action of the next Democratic
convention and its effect upon the
voters of the country:

The Democratic party on the na-
tional fleld is at present very well and
satisfactorily organized. The masses
who voted its tickets in 1896 and 1900,
are more than content with it, and
have no desire to have it Republican-
ized or reorganized in ¢he interest of
the trusts. And the plans with that
object in view are pure wind. They
have no substance. There will be no
reorganization. The Democratic na-
tional convention will be Democratic;
it will nominate a Democrat. on a Dem-
ocratic platform. He will poll the
Democratic vote, with its natural in-
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crease, possibly more, according to
circumstances then existing, and he
may be elected. But with any other
kind of platform or candidate, it is
hard to conceive how, with the rost
efficient organization imaginable, and
any amount of money contributed by
special interests concerned, one-third
of the honest Democrats of the coun-
try could be brought to the polls.
Such an experiment would make s
wreck only less complete and con-
temptible than that of the shameless
Republican side show—the Indianap-
olis sham gold “Democratic” affair of
1896. And that is precisely the result
the “reorganizers” propose to them-
selves and are expected by the Repub-
lican managers to accomplish.

A row in Republican politics in
New York State, between “Boss”
Platt and Gov. Odell, gives occasion
for the announcement of the Demo-
cratic candidacy of David B. Hill. It
is argued that he could carry New
York and would therefore win. But
what if he did win? So long as he
sits comfortably in the hands of the
trusts, a Democratic victory would
be a plutocratic triumph if he were
the candidate.

The - Supreme Court of Indiana
has nullified an act of the legislature
intended for the protection of
workingmen with reference to their
wages. What makes this decision
especially noteworthy is its incom-
patability with court decisions com-
mon everywhere which sustain other
statutes that are as plainly open to
the same objections.

The Indiana statute requires em-
ployers to pay wages weekly, and the’
Indiana court decides that this re-
quirement is destructive of the la-
borer’s freedom of contract. In the
course of the opinion the court says:

The statute places the wage-earners
of the State under quasi guardianship.
It clasees them with minors and oth-
er persons under legal disability by
making their contracts void at the
pleasure of a public officer. It tends
to degrade them as citizens by im-
peaching, their ability to take care of
themselves. It is paternalism. pure
and simple, and in violent conflict with
the liberty and equality theory of our

institutions. Labor is property; it is
exchangeable for food and raiment
and some comforts, and may be
bought and sold, and contracts made
in relation thereto, the same as con-
cerning any other property. The con-
tract prohibited affects employer and
employe alike. If the master can em-
ploy only: upon terms of weekly pay-
ment, the workingman can find em-
ployment on no other terms.

Al that has a fine sound, and would
be perfectly just if laborers were left
really free by our laws and institu-
tions to contract upon equal terms.
But when all necessary opportuni-
ties for the laborer are monopolized
by law, it is the veriest pretense and
twaddle to nullify statutes intended
for his protection, on the ground that
they interfere with his freedom of
contract. Especially is this so when
the same courts uphold usury laws,
which are as clearly obnoxious to the
objection of paternalism. Don’t they

place borrowers “under quasi-guard--

ianship?” Don’t they class borrow-
ers with “minors and other persons
under legal disability by making their
contracts void at the pleasure of a
public officer”? .Don’t they tend to
degrade borrowers as citizens “by
impeaching their ability to take care
of themselves”? Yet usury statutes
are held valid; while statutes to pro-
tect workingmen (whom the laws first
cripple in their contracting power)
from having their pitiful wages
withheld for two weeks and even a
month, are invalidated. What makes
these labor-statute decisions peculiar-
ly contemptible is the hypocritical
complacency judges assume—and
Indiana judges are not alone in this
guilt—that the statutes are preju-
dicial to the laborer, when the obvi-
ous purpose and effect of the decision
is to protect the freedom not of the
helpless laborer to contract but of
greedy employers to oppress.

Flossie—Mamma, didn’t the preacher
say something last Sunday about not
caring what we eat or drink, or what
kind of clothes we wear?

Mamma—Did he? Perhaps I wasn’t
paying attention to him.

Flossie—Well, I don’t suppose any-
body'd pay much attention to him when
he says things like that!—Puck.

THE NEGRO PROBLEM IN THE
SOUTH.

In a previous editorial bearing
upon this subject (p. 21) we led up
to the conclusion that the Ameri-
can Negro problem can be perman-
ently solved (except by the extinc-
tion of one race or the other) in but
one way: by effective recognition of
equal legal rights, regardless of race
and irrespective of color. Itisonlyin
this democratic fashion that the race
war which now threatens can be
made to give way to race peace, the
race antagonism to race friendship,
the race hostility to mutuality of in-
terests between the races.

Not alone is this the only way in
which the problem can be solved, but
it is the just way of solving it. Let
one call his favorite philosophy utili-
tarian or idealistic, let it be empirical
or transcendental, yet is he forced
all the same to this conclusion. With
reference to the Negro problem, all
philosophic roads lead to this Rome.

But we are not insensible of the
difficulties which individuals in the
Southern states would encounter in
insisting upon so radical a solution.
We have a keen appreciation of the
tremendous obstacles that stand in
their way. Nor do we refer
to obstacles affecting their pe-
cuniary interests and person-
al comfort merely. Brave men never
allow such considerations to control
them. What we refer to is the fact
that a public opinion holds sway over
the whites of the South, which
individual Southerners cannot in-
stantly  overcome. Like pub-
lic opinion everywhere, upon any
subject, and at all times, it cannot
be altered by fiat. It cannot be
altered by the peremptory de-
mand of anyone. It cannot be al-
tered by argument. It is proof even
against superior intelligence. Noth-
ing can alter it but a change of heart
in the social consciousness of the
white inhabitants.

Those Southerners, therefore,
who believe in the democratic solu-
tion of the Negro problem are at a
great disadvantage. Livinginacom-
munity where public opinion is ex-
tremely hostile to it, they are demo-
crate where democracy suffers from
blight. We have much sympathy
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for them. Between their democratic
convictions and the manifest neces-
sity for compromises in practice,
their opinions are in a continuous
swirl; and fortunate, indeed, are
they if they save their convictions
from wreck. The necessity for com-
promise in action is all too apt to
tempt them into compromises of
conviction.

It is very hard for men who
have that pride of opinion which
" weall know as “congistency,” to com-
promise in practice while remaining
firm in principle. Some stick by
principle to the extent of rejecting
compromises in practice. These are
cranks.  Some, on the other hand.
modify their principles to conform
them to their practical compromises.
These are “trimmers” in the bad
sense of that sometimes abused term.

Temptations to become that kind
of trimmer are very insistent among
even real democrats at the South, in
connection with the Negro problem.
Recognizing in the baffling circum-
stances the necessity for compromis-
ing their democracy in practice, yet
disturbed by fears of being incon-
sistent, they are sorely tempted to
compromise also their democracy in
principle, by grasping at some
gauzy distinction between legal rights
for Negroes and legal rights for white
men. .

Some find this all the easier be-
cause it is a fact, as they vigorously
assure you (though not without indi-
cations of a guilty conscience), that
Negroes are far from being angelic.
That being obvious, they have only
to assume, without mentioning it—
it would be too comical if it were men-
tioned—that white men are angelic,
and there you have the necessary dis-
tinction. Ergo, the democratic prin-
ciple does not apply to Negroes, and
their rights should be distinguished
in law!

But there is neither necessity nor
excuse for such absurd, not to say
contemptible, stultification.

The democratie principle is one
thing: opportunity for its applica-
tion iz another. The principle is uni-
versal and invariable; but opportuni-
ties for its application vary with time,
place and circumstances. No one is

inconsistent, therefore, who clings
uncompromisingly to his democracy
in principle though submitting grace-
fully by way of compromise to all
manner of autocratic practice in pub-
lic affairs if he cannot get better
terms. Though compromise is a
vicious regulator of convictions, it is
in the social world a wise rule of ac-
tion. Let the democratic Democrats
and democratic Republicans of the
Southern States bear that in mind,
and much of the Negro problem will
cease to be a problem to them.

In practice it may be excusable
for individuals in dealing with the
Negro problem at the South to agree
by way of compromise to much that
is inconsistent with democratic prin-
ciple. Not because the problem itself
requires it, but because public opin-
ion necessitates it. Where this ne-
cessity exists, there is no condemna-
tion of any white man of the South
who makes the compromise. He
may do it and yet be a genuine dem-
ocrat and good citizen. But he can
be neither democrat nor good citizen
if he compromises for any other rea-
son than the pressure of necessity.
At any rate he can be neither if he
justifies discriminations against Ne-
groes regarding legal rights, on
principle.  Something can be said
even for the miner who joined
the gang "of Rocky Mountain
Iynchers, shouting: “Hang him!
Hang him!” louder than any of
the rest, yet hoping all the time that
by seeming to fall in with the wicked
humor of the gang he might gain a
hearing and induce them to release
their victim before a tree for the
hanging could be found. But noth-
ing can be said for those of the
lynching gang who tried to convince
themselves that lynching is right.
So, while a democrat may compro-
mise in practice as the best way of ul-
timately realizing his ideals or as the
only way of getting along at all under
the circumstances, no man is a dem-
ocrat who denies the universality
of the principle of equal legal
rights of all, as a principle and
a workable principle. It is his
duty to stand for equality before the
law as a principle, no matter to whati
extent he may be compelled by the
backwardness of public opinion in

his community to assent to its denial
in practice.

The principle of democracy de-
mands that legal rights shall be equal,
without regard to race, sex or social
condition. This is the ideal toward
which all true democrats and all good
citizens must look. This is the prin-
ciple that cannot be compromised
without stultification. To compro-
mise between this principle and its
opposite is to befuddle the intellect
and trifle with the conscience, which
is destructive to both. The only ad-
missible compromises are those prac-
tical social adjustments which con-
flict of opinion between men of
diverse views necessitates, and which
tend under all the circumstances to
promote the steadiest progress to-
ward the immutable ideal. No mem-
ber of any community can force it to
live upon a plane higher than the
plane of its dominant ideals. But
everyone with an ideal higher than
that of his community can exert an
awakening influence upon his com-
munity and thereby help to elevate

its standards. This he is in con-
science bound to do.
To the extent, then, that

Southern white men in dealing
with the Negro problem violate
democratic principles confessedly
against conviction but solely from
necessity real or apparent, to
that extent they may properly plead
the embarrassment of theirsituation,
may even urge the baffling
character of their problem. But
when they appeal to principle,
insisting that the principle of
democracy offers rights to white men
which it withholds from Negroes,
their plea must be tried, not by the
difficulties of their situation, but by
the democratic principle which they
invoke.

Tried by that principle, the ordi-
nary Southern attitude toward the
Negro is condemned. For the essen-
tial principle of democracy is “equal
rights for all and special privileges
tonone.” And he iz nodemocrat. let
him label himself as he may, who
would place any check upon tlhe full
realization of this principle in prac-
tice.

England is an aristocracy supported
by plunder.—Schoolmaster.
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Week ending Thursday, Apr. 23.

A convention was held in Dublin
on the 16th and 17th which is pro-
nounced by Irish leaders to have
been the most important national as-
gemblage in Ireland in a hundred
vears. It was attended by 2,000 dele-
gates who had been chosen by Irish
‘constituencies for the purpose of act-
ing upon ‘the Irish land-purchase
bill introduced in parliament on the
26th of March by the chief secretary
for Ireland (vol. v, p. 810), which is
as follows in substance:

1. The British government will raise
from $500.000.000 to $750.000.000. by the
sale of 23 per cent. 30-year treasury
stock, to be lent to tenants in Ireland
for the purchase of their holdings un-
der the direction of a government com-
mission,

2. In congested districts the limit of
the loans will be $2,500, and in other
districts $5,000.

3. A free gift of $60.000,000 will be
made by the government to Irish land-
lords. to make up the difference: be-
tween the price the tenants are able to
pay and that which the landlords de-
mand.

4. Tenants borrowing from the gov-
ernment must repay with interest in
yearly installments.

Upon assembling at Dublin on the
16th to give formal expression to
Irish opinion on this relief measure.
the convention mentioned above
clected Johni Redmond, leader of
the Irish parliamentary party, to
preside over its deliberations. Mr,
Redmond begged the delegates in his
opening speech to consider well he-
fore objecting to the bill. In this
connection he said:

Whateverdefects Mr. Wyndham's bill
has, and I am inclined to minimize
them, ite object is the complete and
final abolition. of landlordism in all
its essentials. TIreland is united as she
never was before. Each man must
well weigh his words and remember
that the whole future of his country
and the welfare of his children and
that of unborn generations may de-
pend upon the convention's decision.
I hope no man will advocate renewing
the struggle of the land war without
knowing what that renewal means—
the indefinite delay of industrial and
economic welfare and even of political
freedom. No man must dare to do
that unless he is willing to take his
share of the terrible fight. which would
be involved by a refusal of the bill.

TAt the conclusion of Redmond’s

speech, William O’Brien, also an
Irish member of parliament, moved
that the convention welcome this bill,
but that it also suggest amendments
in certain respects and intrust their
disposition to the Irish parliament-
ary party. Inadvocating his motion
Mr. O'Brien said that the Wyndham
bill. if properly amended, would
“make the peasants as safe as the
king on his throne in the possession
of their land.” and that they would
never again have to stand trembling
in a rent office. He regarded the bill
as “the biggest thing English states-
manship has ever done toward re-
storing the soil of Ireland to Irish-
men.”

All the delegates were not of
O’Brien’s opinion. One of them,
Patrick White, another Irish mem-
ber of parliament, moved to re-
jeet the bill. But he was loudly
hissed and angrily urged to withdraw
his motion. It was with great diffi-
culty that the chairman secured him
a hearing, and after he had spoken
his motion was overwhelmingly
voted down.

Michael Davitt was another mem-
ber who did not join in all the en-
thusiasm for the Wyndham bill, nor
share the confidence of the chairman
that it would settle the Irish ques-
tion. He is reported to have made a
strong plea in behalf of the Irish ag-
ricultural laborer, maintaining that
the hill, even if amended as proposed.
would not put an end to the land
struggle. At the close of his speech
he moved as an amendment to Mr.
O’Brien’s motion. that the Irish
members of parliament refer the bill
back to the convention for final ap-
proval, after it had passed the com-
mittee stage in the House of Com-
mons. so that the Irish people might
decide whether they will accept it as
amended. and that the convention he
merely adjourned instead of dis-
solved. But as it waz urged that this
amendment to (’Brien’s motion

would be construed as an expression’

of want of confidence in the parlia-
mentary party, Mr. Davitt withdrew
it. Before the convention dissolved.
however. he presented his views
fullv in support of the principle of
nationalization of the land. showing
that nothine short of this wounld zet-
tle the Trish land question. which is
not merelv a landlord and tenant
question hut a auestion of the
natural rights of lahorers as well as
tenants to their native soil.

The convention dissolved on the
17th, afteradopting O’Brien’s motion
to accept the bill and formulating a
seriesof ainendments to it. One of the
amendments, proposed by Michael
Davitt, asserts the principle of the
American homestead law, its ex-
pressed purpose being to “zafeguard
the peasants from the results of im-
provident borrowing and the opera-
tions of land grabbers and land job-
bers.” The adoption of O'Brien’s
motion and the amendments was
supplemented by the adoption of a
resolution declaring that the Irish
nation will never be satisfied until
it obtains a full measure of self-gov-
ernment.

After the convention had dis-
solved. the chairman, Mr. Redmond,
and Lord Dunraven, representing
the Irich landlord interest, held an
informal conference with a view to
fixing a date for the reassembling of
the Trish landlords and. tenants con-
ference (vol. v, p. 635). at which it
is expected that the Wyndham bill,
with the amendments proposed by
the Trish convention, will be ap-
proved. Should this be done, it is
understood that the amended bill
will go through parliament without
hiteh, through the coalition of the
ministerial party with the Irish par-
liamentary partv, and that therehy
the ministerial partv in parliament
will be saved from defeat on other
ministeérial measures. :

The revolution in Morocce (p. 24),
is now reported from Melilla to have
succeeded. This news comes by the
way of Madrid on the 22d. It is to
the cffect that Muley Mohammed,
the sultan’s brother, has been pro-
claimed emperor at Fez.  Another
dispateh, coming from Tangier un-
der date of the 224, tellz of the arrival
at Tangier from Melilla on that day
of Muley Amrani, an uncle of the
sultan, with the customs officials
and. all the government customs prop-
ertv. the government having aban-
doned Melilla. Taken together the
two dispatches make it probable that
the government is still holding out
but that the revolutionists are in the
ascendant.

On our own side of the Atlantic
attention iz again directed toward
Venezuela, where the revolution. of
which so much has heen told in these
columns (vol. v, p. R09). is till in
nroaress, Tt is meeting with less
and less success, however. and the

- N
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latest news is of a disastrous defeat
of the revolutionists in battle. This
news left Caracas on the 11th, but
the dispatch was so delayed in trans-
mission that it did not appear in the
American papers until the 18th.

The vice  president, Gomez.
had gone by sea with a body
of government troops to Ria

Chico, on the northern coast in the
state of Bolivar, with the purpose of
attacking the revolutionary Gen. Ro-
lando in the rear while another gov-
ernment force fell upon him in front.
The frontal attack was made near
Guatiro, where the revolutionists
under Rolando, 3.000 strong, were
encamped. Retreating toward the
coast after a hard fight of 14 hours,
they were checked by Vice President
Gomez. whereupon they tried to
escape southward, but a third govern-
ment force had heen posted along
the line of the retreat, which inter-
cepted them and made the govern-
ment victory complete. The revo-
lutionists lost in killed. wounded and

“ prisoners over 600 men. They suf-

fered the further loss of a largequan-
tity of ammunition. which had just
been landed by a Dutch vessel from
Triniddd. Among the killed was
Gen. Ramon Guzman., and among
the prizoners are Gen. Ortaga Mar-
tinez. formerly a winister under
President Crespo. and Dr. Botan-
court. formerly secrctary of ex-
President Andrade. Tt was expeeted
that Gen. Rolando himself might he
taken soon. so completely was hiz
force demoralized and the survivors
hemmed in.

- Ju—

Another Venezuelan battle is re-
ported from Coro. in the State of
Guiana. But here the government
troops were less cuccessful than in
Bolivar. Yet thev were not defeat-
ed. They had attacked the revolu-
tionary Gen. Riera at a point near
Coro. The battle lasted two days
and was undecisive.

The revolution in Santo Domingo
(vol. v. p. 822) appears not to have
heen =0 near an end a month ago as
the government insisted. At that
time the revolutionists were in pos-
session of the citv of San Domingo.
hut were reported to be without
power elsewhere. Since then the
government foreces have besieged the
citv almost dailv: and on the 18th
thev made a desperate attack. The
shelling hegan at eight o’clock in the
morning, and the government troops
captured two garricon posts.  But

these were quickly retaken. The ar-
tillery of the insurgents set fire to
the houses in San Carlos, and that
flourishing little town was burned to
the ground. By a steamer which left
Monte Cristi, Santo Domingo, on
April 17, arriving at St. Thomas on
the 19th it was reported that the
rebels were besieging Monte Cristi
by land and sea. and that the revolu-
tion was gathering strength through-
out. the country.

In American politics the event of
most immediate concern,—local to
Chicago, however,—is the election of
an entire new bench of judges for
Cook county. Illinoiz (including Chi-
cago). which is to take place in June.
Ieretofore in these judicial elections
it has been customary to make bi-
partizan nominations. each political
party selecting half the candidates
and forming a consolidated ticket
whichnoopposition could well defeat.
This afforded an opportunity for the
“hosses” of each party to place their
favorites. no matter how objection-
able to the bar and the general pub-
lic. securely upon the bench. Judge-
ships became prizes for bargains and
compromises between -the political
machines of both partics. As one of
the consequences of Mayor Harri-
:on's recent eleetion (p. 25) this prac-
tice is abandoned in the present in-
stance hy the Democrats. as it prob-
ably will be by the Republicans.
When the Demoerats met in judicial
convention on the 18th, they nom-
inated a full party ticket, comprising
all the present Democratic judges:
namelv: Murray F. Tuley. Edward
. Dunne. Frank Baker. Richard W.
(lifford. ‘Thomas G. Windes and
Trancis Adams. The additional can-
didates nominated are Edward Os-
good Brown, Samuel Shaw Parks,
William P. Black. Joseph A. O’Don-
nell, Charles M. Walker. Lockwood
Honore. George Kersten, William H.
Barnum. Julian W. Mack. George
Mills Rogers and Thomas H. Hoyne.

As the official count for the recent
municipal electionin Cleveland makes
the returns slightly different from
those of the original report (p. 5) we
append the official figures on the vote
for mayor and vice mayor:

Mayor:
Johnson (Dem.) . .oovviiiieinecriiiiinines 36,060
Goulder (Rep.) ... o
Thomas (Soc.) ....

Bartlett (Pro.) .... ..
Goerke (Soc. Lab.) ..ovviiiiiieiiniinnns

Johnson's plurallty .......ccooiiiiin 5,7%
Vice Mayor:
Lapp (Dem.) .vevuiiiiiieernnnnnioisnnens 31.T1

Sontheimer (REP.) coovviniierresscannanns 21,138
(Others not reported.) .
Lapp’'s plurality ....coooviianeeneinnees 10,633

The political panorama in Ohio
with reference to the gubernatorial
election of next fall—which will be
fought between Johnson and Han-
na, no matter who the candidates are
—is beginning to unfold. It is now
understood. that the Republican can-
didate for governor will be Myron T.
Herrick, of Cleveland. This under-
standing rests upon an authoritative
interview given out this week by
George B. Cox, the Republican “boss”
of Cincinnati. after a conference with
Senator Hanna. Having given his
reasons, Mr. Cox says:

T have, therefore, determined tosup-
port Myron T. Herrick and will acsk my
friends to do likewise. ‘Hisnomination
will strengthen the party more than
that of any other man T can thiok of,
particularly because of the conditions
in Cleveland and Cuyahoga counties,
where, in my judgment. Senator Han-
na. President Roosevelt and the Re-
publican party will need the most help.
The reason this announcement is
taken as a guarantee of Herrick’s
nomination is conclusive with poli-
ticians. Herrick lives in Cleveland
and iz Hanna’s candidate. THe
will therefore have the Republican
delegation -from Cuvahoga county.
(Cox’s support assures him the Repub-
lican delegation from Hamilton
county. With these two men and
these two counties back of him. his
candidacy is regarded as invincible
and his unanimous nomination as al-
most certain.

The Republican convention by
which this nomination is to be form-
ally made will be held at Columbus,
June 3 and 4. This was determined
by the Republican State Central
committec at Columbus on the 21st.
which at the same time selected
Senator Hanna for temporary chair-
man of the convention.

Only a few days previously the
Democratie central committee, also
meeting at Columbus. named Colum-
bus as the place and August 25 and
26. as the time. for holding the
Democratic convention of Ohio. G.
M. Saltzgaber is to he the temporary
chairman. The resolution calling
the convention nprovides for one dele-
gate and one alternate for each 500
votes cast for Bigelow last Fall. to be
selected by primaries or delegate or
mass conventions. The latter provi-
sion putz an end to an old custom
in Hamilton county (which includes
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Cincinnati) whereby delegates have
been selected by self-perpetuating
committees of the Democratic “ma-
chine.”

Included in the call for this con-
vention are two important require-
ments. The convention is required,
for one thing, to take action on
pending amendments to the State
constitution, which are by law made
subject to party approval or disap-
proval with the effect of allowing all
“straight’ ballots to count in support
of the party’s action. The other re-
quirement is that the convention
shall nominate the party candidate
for United States senator, thus do-
ing away with legislative lobbying
and trading in senatorial elections.
Both requirements are inserted in
the call pursuant to the instructions
of the State convention of 1902, em-
hodied in the platform (vol. v, p. 344)
which reads on this point as follows:

That until United States senators
are required by ‘amendment of the
Federal constitution to be elected by
popular vote, nominations of candi-
dates for United States senator should
be made by State conventions. And
we hereby direct that in the official
call for the next Democratic State
convention of Ohio there be embodied
a clause providing for the nomination:
at that convention of the Democratic
candidate for United States senator;
and a clause providing for action by
said convention upon all the amend-
ments to the State constitution then
pending before the people.

There is a new turn in the Chicago
traction problem (vol. v, p. 730),
which came to a deadlock, before the
municipal election, over the de-
mand of the city and the refusal of
the companies that all claims under
the so-called 99-years franchise from
the State be abandoned by the com-
panies hefore the city would nego-
tiate with them for an extension of
the expiring city franchises. The
West Chicago Street Railroad Co.
and the North Chicago Street Rail-
road Co.. together with the “hold-
ing” company—the Chicago Union
Traction Co.—were sued on the 22d

bv the Guaranty Trust Co., of New"

York. in the Tnited States Cireuit
Court. and receivers applied for.
All the parties were represented in
court on that dav. and threereceivers
were appointed without objection.
Thev are Rafacl R. Govin. of New
York. and James H. FEckelz and
Marshall B. Sampsell. of Chicago.
The formal grounds for the suit were

alleged indebtedness of the Chicago
companies to the New York com-
pany, which the former cannot pay.
But the papers in the case show that
the purpose of the proceedings is to
bringthe city into the Federal courts,
against Federal receivers instead of
local corporations, on the question of
the validity of the 99-years franchise
granted by the Illinois legislature in
1865. I'or one feature of the com-
plaint of the New York company re-
fers to this question by pleading
with reference to the city of Chicago
that “it has been publicly stated by
the mayor of said city and by mem-
bers of said city council and the local
transportation committee of said
council that no application for re-
newal of franchises will be granted
unless said North Chicago City Rail-
way Co. and said Chicago West Divi-
sion City Railway Co. shall renounce,
abandon and repudiate the-obligation
and authority conferred and imposed
by the aforesaid act of the legisla-
ture.”

After a long period of municipal
life under village methods fastened
upon it by constitutional provisions,
and strenuous-efforts to escape from
these restrictions, Chicago may now
see the way almost clear to a system
of complete self-government. The
necessary constitutional amendment
passed both houses of the legisla-
ture on the 22d, and will be submit-
ted to the people of the State at the
next election. If then.adopted theleg-
islature will be empowered to pass
laws relative to the city of Chicago
authorizing—

1. The consolidation in the municipal
government of the powers now vested
in the county, city, board of edneation,
township, park, and other local gov-
ernments within its territory.

2. The assumption by Chicago of all
debts and liabilities of the govern-
ments or corporate authorities within
its limits. .

3. The abolition of offices, the func-
tions of which shall be otherwise pro-
vided for.

4. The providing for annexation of
territory to or disconnection of terri-
tory from Chicago, by consent of the
voters.

5. The creation of municipal courts
and the abolition of the offices of
justices of the peace, police magis-
trates, and constables, within the city
limits.

6. The limiting of the jurisdiction of
justices of the peace in Cook county
to territory outside the limiis of Chi-
cago.

7. The authorizing of the legislature

to pass all laws necessary to give Chi-
cago a complete system of self-govern-
ment.

But no law for local self-government
is to take effect until consented to
by a majority of the legal voters of
Chicago who vote on the propogi-
tion; and no local or special law based
upon the amendment affecting spe-

"cially any part of the city of Chicago

can take effect until consented to by
a majority of the legal voters of such
part of the city who vote on that
question. ‘

To facilitate the adoption of this
amendment by the people of the
State—or, rather, to prevent its fail-
ure through the indifference of vot-
ers outside of Cook county—abill has
been introduced by L. Y. Sherman
for the adoption of the Foote system
of voting on constitutional amend-
ments now in vogue in Ohio. The
Sherman hill provides that when a
constitutional amendment is en-
dorsed or opposed by a party conven-
tion all the “straight” votes of that
party shall count for or against the
amendment, as the case may be. un-
less the amendment square on the
ballot is otherwise marked.

NEWS NOTES.

—President Roosevelt (p. 25) was
still in Yellowstone Park on the 22d.

—The International Kindergarten
Union was in session last week at Pitts-
burg.

—The ninth annual meeting of the
National Municipal League began at
Detroit on the 22d.

—The national convention of the
Young Women’s Christian Association
opened at Wilkesbarre on the 17th.

—On the 22d a memorial meeting in
honor of the late John P. Altgeld, for-
merly governor of 1llinois, was held by
the Illinois legislature in the State
house at Springfield.

—The German reichstag resumed its
sessions on the 21st after a recess (p.
662). A bill providing for greater
secrecy of the ballot was passed
against the opposition of the extreme
conservatives.

—Trumbull White, one of the best
known of Chicago newspaper writers,

“a correspondent of wide travel and va-

ried experience, announces a short
story magazine, The Red Book. to be
published at Chicago under his own
editorship.

—Among the Socialist candidates
elected to office at the recent mumici-
pal elections (p. 25) are three of the
five members of the board of educa-
tion of Peetzburg, Bergen County, N.
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J.,and a member of the board of alder-
men of Telluride, Colo.

—The Ruskin University has moved
from T'renton, Mo., to Glen Ellyn, near
Chicago, where it is to be affiliated
with the Chicago Law School and eight
other educational establishments of
Chicago, with J.J. Tobias as president
and George McK. Miller as dean.

_Dr. Gustave Gottheil, the famous
Jewish rabbi and leader in the Jewish
reform movement, died at New York
on the 15th at the age of 75. He had
been connected with Temple Emmanu-
El in that city for 30 years, and was
rabbi emeritus at the time of his death.

—An appeal to the United States Su-
preme Court has been taken from the
decision in the Northern Securities
merger case (p. 22), in consequence of
which the lower court so far modified
its decree on the 21st as to allow the
company to pay dividends pending the
decision of the higher court.

—An imperial decree was published
at Berlin on the 20th.which confers on
Prussian women, in view of the general
elections for the reichstag to take
place in June, the right to form politi-

cal clubs. Women are not allowed to
belong to such clubs except.during elec-
tions, and the clibs now authorized
must be dissolved immediately after
the coming elections.

—The statistics of exports and im-
ports of the United States for the nine
months ending March 31, 1903, as given
by the March treasury sheet, are as
follows: (M standing for merchandise,
G for gold and S for silver):

Exports. Imports. Balance.
M... 114,066,067 $776,970,274 $337.0847R exp.
G.... 18,380,213  29,306.341 20,917,068 imp.
S.... 373,064 18,843,631 19,009,533 exp.

$1,170,207,404 $835,120,146 $335,177,258 exp.

—President Loubet, of France, on
his African tour (p. 26) entered the
desert country on the 21st after pass-
ing through those sections of Algeria
which are under the influence of French
colonization. The tribesmenhad gath-
ered from all parts of southern Algeria
to welcome him, and the ceremonies
presented what the dispatches call “a
spectacle of barbaric splendor such as
seldorn has been seen by European
eyes.”

—An experiment that may revolu-
tionize the iron and steel industry of
the country was reported from St. Paul
on the 20th to have been successfully
made at the plant of the Valley Iron
Works. Titanic iron ore, of which
there are said to be billions of tons in
northern Minnesota, was smeltered in
an ordinary cupola and turned out pig
iron which polished up like steel and
which, according to those interestedin
the experiment, is better than the fin-
est Bessemer steel.

—-:Incorporat.ion papers were filed at
Spll'mgﬁeld, 1L, on the 16th for the
Chicago Daily Bulletin, a one-cent aft-

ernoon newspaper, to be owned and
edited by women. Dr. Mabel E. Bowen
will be managing editor, Dr. Frances
Dickinson business manager, and Mrs.
Alice S. Bloung editorial writer. The
first issue is announced for May 15.
Twice a week there will be a supple-
ment for men. The paper is not de-
signed to advocate reforms of any kind
especially, but is to be simply a clean
newspaper.

—William Radcliffe, an old-time min-
strel, and known to single tax men all
over the country as Billy Radcliffe,
S. T., has sold out his famous hotel at
Youngstown, Ohio, for the purpose of
devoting his time to propagating the
doctrines of Henry George. He ex-
plains: “I intend to sell patent medi-
cines and make single tax speeches
wherever I go.” Mr. Radcliffe was a
personal friend of Henry George and
has long been a friend of Tom L. John-
son. He was the Democratic candidate
for sheriff of his county last fall and
is a highly respected resident of
Youngstown.

PRESS OPINIONS.

THE SINGLE TAX IN GREAT BRITAIN

(See vol. v., p. 821).

Manchester (Eng.) Guardian (Lib.), Mar.
28.—Dr. Macnamara's bill for the separate
assessment and rating of site values only
falled to pass its second reading yesterday
by a margin of thirteen votes, though the
secretary to the local government board op-
posed it on behalf of the government, as he
opposed Mr. C. P. Trevelyan's bill last year.
.. The principle involved has been in-
dorsed by nearly all Liberals, It consists,
briefly, in recognizing the distinction be-
tween the site value and the structural
value of ratable property in urban areas,
making separate assessments of the two
and putting a speclal rate on the site value.
The effect of this may be seen best by illus-
trations. Suppose a house in A street and
a house in B street, each assessed at £600
ayear. Supposethatin A streetl £400 of this
{s site value and £2X structural value,
while in B street £400 is structural value
and £200 site value. At present the occu-
plers of both houses pay the same rate,
Under the bill the worse house on the better
site will be rated more highly than the bet-
ter house on the worse site. Thus structure
value, which is the fruit of individual ef-
fort and is to be encouraged, will benefit at
the expense of site value, which asaruleis
not. But the speclal rating of site value
will not be conflned to sites now built upon,
Urban sites held idle on speculation and
at present only rated as agricultural land
are to be rated on their actual site value.
In this way It {s intended that the vacant
land within urban areas should be forced
into the building market, the great dearth
of housing sites relieved, and the great
cost of them lowered. The bill may be vari-
ously considered as an attempt to make
rates fall more equitably or an attempt to
mitigate the housing difficulty. In the
former aspect it gains in plausibility from
the fact that site values are largely created
by the expenditure of rates on the localities
concerned. “Urban site values,” says Lord
Balfour of Burleigh's report, “is a form of
property which from its nature is pecu-
liarly fit to bear a direct and special burden
in connection with ‘beneficial’ expenditure.”
But this is only a part of the larger fact
that site values are not, like structural
values, the creation of individuals con-
cerned with the particular property, but in

a very special sense that of the community
which the local governing authority repre-
sents. The practicabllity of rating them
separately has been questioned; but in fact
it is done largely in Australasia and in Ger-
many, and more recently has been tried by
the municipality of Paris.

OHI10 POLITICS.

Tiffin (0.) News (Dem.).—Gradually the
tact is dawning on the minds of the people
of Ohio that Cleveland isa Democratic city
and Tom L. Johnson has made it so. The
political change which has taken place in
Cleveland and Cuyahoga county during the
past three years is without a parallel in the
history of Ohlo and makes Mayor Johnson
not only the most prominent Democrat in
Ohio, but among the big men of the party
of the nation. Not only does it do that, but
it sounds a word of warning to Senator
Hanna that his days of political power are
numbered. He knows to-day that he hasno
hopes of electing a Republican legislative
delegation from his own county next No-
vember, and that without such home sup-
port he stands a poor chance of being re-
elected to the United States senate. This
being the situation, Mr. Hanna will be very
apt to make a fight for the close countles
in the rural portions of the State, which
behooves the Democracy of these countles
to name their strongest candidates for the
legislature.

NATIONAL POLITICS.

Johnstown (Pa.) Daily Democrat (Dem.),
Apr. 14.—The llnes are shaping for next
year. There is to be a battle royal for con-
trol of the Democratic organization. The
Democratic vote cannot be controlled. It
can only be thrown into confusion and ren-
dered nugatory. The tory element in the
party is in sympathy with the reactionary
designs of the Clevelands, Hills, Gormans
and Baers. It would recast the party or-
ganization on lines acceptable to the Mor-
gans, the Havemeyers, the Roc_ketellers
and the Cramps. It would offer the people
a cholce between two candidates for the
presidency standing for essentially the
same thing in effect {f not in precise detall,
It would commit the country irrevocably
to monopoly domination, and while making
loud pretense of ‘‘tariff reform’ it would
leave the trust-breeding schedules of Ding-
ley unshorn of any except those more vio-
lent features which plaguethe trusts them-
selves and excite even J. Plerpont Morgan
to open complaint.

VICE AND CRIME,

Cleveland Recorder (Dem.), Apr. 15.—
“Vice is men and women gone wrong.” The
problem is how can these men and women
be helped? How can they be set right?
They are not, by any means, all hopeless;
they are mahy of them as good as the
Pharisees and hypocrites who talk against
them. The helping hand, reached out in the
proper way at the proper time, will set them
right. There are very few men or women
whe are wrong because they like it. There
ure a great many things which make them
what is called bad. Remove the causes as
fast as possible and meanwhile deal with a
loving hand with the manifestation of evil
as It is with us.

THE NEGRO QUESTION.

Milwaukee Dally News (Dem.), Apr. 17.—
The Daily News believes with Booker T.
Washington that the south is justified in
barring the ignorant and !literate from the
franchise, but it does not believe that any
man shoul@ be barred from the full privi-
leges of citizenship because of trt.e color of
his skin.

Knicker—Do they belong to the
“Four Hundred?”

Bocker—I think not. They have a
place they call “home,” and stay in it.
—Puck.
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MISCELLANY

WHY I AM A LIBERAL.
Contributed by Robert Browning to a
volume edited by Andrew Reid, in which a
number of leaders of English thought an-
swered the question: “Why am I a Lib-
eral?”’

**Why?' Because all I haply can and do,
All that I am now, all that I hope to be—
Whence comes it save from fortune settin
free :
Body and soul the purpose to pursue,
God traced for both? If fetters, not a few,
Of prejudice, convention, fall from me,
These 'shall I bild men—each in his degree
Also God-gulded—bear, and gally, too?

But little can or do the best of us:
That little is achieved through Liberty.
Who, then, dares hold, emancipated thus,
His fellow shall continue bound? Not I,
Who live, love, labor freely’ nor discuss
A brother’s right to freedom. That is
“Why."

THE SINGLE TAX IN PARTIAL
OPERATIORN.

Guam, America’s new possession
in the Pacific, is not the only place
in the world where the theories of
Henry George are being applied. On
the east coast of Vancouver Island, in
British Columbia, she flourishing town
of Nanaimo, with its 6,000 inhabitants,
has no tax for municipal purposes save
one on land values, levied alike on oc-
cupied and unoccupied land, accord-
ing to the orthodox interpretation of
the single tax theory. The town is a
miners’ town, where the doctrine of
“three acres and a cow™ is almost uni-
versally realized as well as that of
‘“every man his own house owner.”
For this happy result the easy terms
of the London syndicate which owns
the coal and land in the neighborhood
are largely responsible.—The London
Chronicle. )

THE PERSONAL VALUFE OF POISE
AND REPOSE.

For manner, and sympathy, and
serviceableness it would be well if
we all deserved the praise in which
a girl unconsciously betraved the
secret of one Friend's great and
widespread helpfulness: “You see
she’s always the same, and we al-
ways know where to find her, and
that when we've got her, we
got her. Her mind is never away in
other things. She's always really
glad to see us. always gives us the
healthiest views of things, is alwagy:
hopeful; it’s the best of all tonics
to go and be with her.”

We know the . reverse of this, and
how often we hear such remarks,
as: “X was mnot up to his nsuul
mark to-day.” “How could you ex-

have

pect it when he was traveling all
night to keep his appointment, and
is nearly knocked up with over-
work?” 1 once heard a wise little
girl ask as she heard it—“But God
is so very kind, did he really want

Mr. X—— to get as tired as all
that?”—Friends’ Intelligencer.

THE INEXCUSABLE TRAGIC.

An unrevised {nterview with a youngster
of eight, reported in The Conservator, of
JPhiladelphia, by the editor, Horace Trau-
bel.

G.—Have you read the Ouida dog
stories, papa?

T.—No. Have you?

G.—They are awful sad.

T.—But they are pretty?

G.—Yes, pretty. But the best per-
son dies.

T.—Then you don’t like the book?

G.—Yes. I do. But the stories are
s0 sad, you know,

T.—Don’t you like sad stories?

G.—No. Do you?

T.—Why not?

G.—If two people die in any story, I
don’t like the story. In the first story
the little boy dies and the dog dies.
In the third story, why, the man, the
owner of the dog, and master of the
dog—they die, too. They are killed.
The dog was shot, the man was killed,
and the lady lost her mind. I liked
it to the sad part. But after I read
that I do not feel like reading any
more. 1 think that after this when I
get to the sad part of stories I will
always stop.

T.—But if you only read happy
books, you will miss a good many books
it might do you good to read. ’

G.—They needn’t be all happy. But
they must be mostly happy. I like
people to live. Don't you like people
to live? They have the right to live.
Why, then, don’t we let them live?

T.—But they don’t live forever, here,
in this body.

G.—T know they don't.
books don’t let them die.
them.

But these
They kill

“MYSELF AM HELL.”
A Soliloquy by Capt. Howze in Purgatory!
For The Public.

“Never can 1 forget the frightful
place called Laoag. It was there I
caused the men to be stripped and
beaten who had not reported to me a
murder of which they knew. I

thought my ‘duty’ required this, that

the ‘honor of the army’ demanded it,
and a strange sentiment men call pa-
triotism was in my heart. Not once
did it come to me (though I see it now)
that these men were my brothers; and

so‘, without mercy and without a
qualm, I ordered my men to lay on
with rods. Right heartily -did they
obey. Sorely did the victims writhe,
and some fainted, and, after a few
days, they died.

“One 1 remember well; I see him
now, as the blood ran and the flesh
dropped to the ground, and there was
scarce any life left in him. And then
he shrieked to me to shoot him, but
that I dared not do, lest my country-
men should look into my deed, and
ask me why I murdered the man. And
yet he died! But he stirred not from
the bench where 1 bhad beaten him,
stirred not, but moaned and moaned,
and once he screamed again, and said
that we had murdered him and stolen
his country’s freedom, and I think he
murmured somewhat about God, and
justice, and said there must be retri-
bution; and fhen he cursed me and
my soldiers, and the land that sent
us thither, and sometimes 1 thiok his
curse had power. And 1 could see his
face no more, nor ever hear that voice,
methinks I could have peace. But
never is it masked from my sight.
Even now it stares so at me that my
blood is cold. The sight tortures me
more than did the eruel blowsI struck.
I wonder much what cruel thing it
is in man that makes him wish to hurt
his brother, that he can bear to see
him torn and bleeding, and no pity
rive, nor justice wake and sternly
thrust away the impious wretch from
the throat of his helpless victim!™

“Which way | iook Is hell. Myself am hell!"”
E. T. HISCOX.

THE MAKING OF A CAPTAIN OF
INDUSTRY.
ACT V.

Scene: Push's office. J. Head Push and
Frank Push discovered conversing.

Frank—Classical education, indeed!
I sometimes think its chief function
is to make a bad modern feel virtuous
by perusal of the biographies of an-
cient scoundrels., I can almost feel
the pangs of virtue which :hoot
through the circulatory pumps which
certain commercial kings call their
hearts when they read of Nero, Cali-
gula and the Borgias.

Mr. Push—Have you no reverence?
Does antiquity mean nothing to you?

Frank—Father, at what age does an
old lie attain its majority and become
a new truth? I would rather get a
fact from Spencer than a mistakefrom
Aristotle. great as he was. Bagehot
s«ays the “greatest pain to the human

mind is the pain of a newidea.” Ihave.

learned not only to bear but to relish
that misery.
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Mr. Push—And into what vagaries
does it not lead you? You take no one
for authority. It is nothing to you
that every gold standard politician
tells you that all nations:that used
flat money went to the bad. Youstill—

Frank—One moment! The badge of
a weak intellect is to mistakerelations
of concomitance for relations of cause
and effect. England’s trade is freer
than ours—some of England’s work-
men are less well paid than ours, ergo,
free trade reduces wages. No need of
consideringlandlordism—the exclusion
of labor from the earth, the solution
is self-evident. Let me give you a fair
sample of your part)’s non sequiturs.
All nations sooner or later go to pieces;
they have their youth, manhood and
old age, and the universal concomitant
of their decay, when from within, is
the development of classes and masses,
of luxury and beggary, but it suits my
purpose to ignore all this, so I boldly
affirm that intelligence—culture if you
please—is the disorganizer of home
and country, and that what we want is
to fix it so that all but a few priests
will be densely ignorant. Would you
accept that conclusion? Why, dad,
when Bayle compared a person who
thought comets were the cause of evils
following after them, to “a woman
looking out of a window into a Paris
street and believing that the carriages
pass because she looks out,” he was
criticising your Republican lack of
method; and when Mr. Forster, an
English physician, declared that the
comet of 1663 *“made all the cats in
Westphalia sick,” he was making a
good old protectionist atgument. Pro-
tectionistic logic is easy to learn. It’s
like this: Rule 1—Where two things
occur together, one is the cause of the
other. Scholium—Either one may be
cause, and cither effect. Corollary—A
modicum of ingenuity enables one to
prove anything by this method, and
leads him to paraphrase the Rev. Mr.
Talmage's absurdity: “I would to God
there were something more impossible
than impossibility, that I might show
my faith by believing it!”

Mr. Push—The highest test of art
is its ability to move, and I think you
will not deny we have moved the masses
our way. Who dares talk of fiat money
now? You had a freesilver, and we a
gold champion. -Tell me, Boy, what be-
came of your man?

Frank—He remained honest.and true
to his convictions. What is this myste-
rious monetary advantage which you
think gold has over everything else?

Mr. Push—Its rarity and its conse-
quent great value.

Frank—I move, then, that you adopt
radium. There are but a few ounces
of it on the planet, and it’s worth

‘something like $900,000 the pound, I
believe.

Mr. Push (aside)—By Jove! How
easy that’d be to corner. I'll put that
flea in Morgan’s ear. We could depend
on Theodore, and it would be for
Mark’s interest as much as ours.
Cleveland, Hill, Gorman et al. are all
our men, and we are sure of a MONEY
victory next campaign, whether we
call it Democratic or Republican—that
is, unless—unless those reform cranks
stampede the convention. Bah! We
want a safe man. One whose ear is so
close to the ground he cannot see over
the sage brush. If we get a vertebrate
we’ll have a job of tying him down, or
soaking his spine in vinegar, or I’m no
prophet. (To Frank) The world has
never known but ore safe money—
gold. ' ’

Frank—Pater, when you accompany
a childish remark with a Voltairean
smile I never know just what to think.
I wonder, now, if you can be as unin-
formed on this matter as you seem,
I've just been reading about some of
the things which have been used as
money. Let me mention a few. Per-
haps you do not know that Russia used
platinum from 1828 to 1845. The Bur-
man Empire used lead, and the Lace-
demonians iron; England under James
1L, tin, gun metal and pewter; South
Sea Islanders, axes and hammers; An-
cient Britons, cattle, slaves, brass and
iron; the Carthaginians, leather;
China in 1200, bark of mulberrytree;
ancient Jews, jewels; Africa and In-
dian Islands. cowrie shells; Iceland
and Newfoundland, codfish; ancient
Russia. skins of wild animals: Massa-
chusetts  Indians, wampum and
musket-balls; Virginia in 1700, tobac-
co; West Indies Islands in 1500, cocoa-
nuts; British West India Islands, pins,
snuff and whisky; Central South
America, soap, chocolate and eggs;
ancient Romans, cattle; Greece, nails
of copper and iron; Rome, under
Numa Pompilius, wood and leather,
and under the Caesars, land. In other
cases, copper wire, cakes of tea, pieces
of silk, salt, coonskins and cotton
shirts have been used, and in 1574 Hol-
land used pieces of pasteboard. Now
it may be that all these countries and
peoples went to the bow-wows, but
it was not because they did not use
gold money exclusively, any more than
the fact that America has just a tinge
of cnlture in some quarters is due to
the idiots who have diamonds set in
their toenails and teeth.

Mr. Push—\What on earth is the use

of having a money if it’s something
every ragtag and bobtail can get hold
of?" Where would be its power? Look
at England! Some one told me a few
years ago that less than a dozen men
owned half of her. Now there's some
distinction, some glory in such power
as that. ’

Frank—Glory! Yes, there's the
glory of commercialism. The glory of
the African conquest. Glory, indeed!
England imports tons of mummies
yearly from Africa and grinds them
up for fertilizer! 1Isn’t that grand?
What to her greed the loves, the hopes,
the fears, the aspirations that made
those living., clay temples sacred?
What to her the belief that treasured
the mummy as co-important with the
soul? Father and son; mother and
daughter; adult and babe, are all
ground between thé wheels of modern
greed, a fitting symbol of the present
fertilization of the stolen soil of the
rich by the souls and bodies of the
poor. Glory! — Shakespeare might
have written: {To whatbase usesmay
we return, O England? Why may not
imagination trace the noble dust of
the Ptolemies till he find it a turnip
stopping a mouth in some English bar-
racks?”

Mr. Push—* "I'were to consider too
curiously to consider so.” Mere senti-
ment must not be allowed to stand in
the way of business. The motto of
business, my boy, is not to build high
but build broad—that is, spread your-
self over as much of the earth as pos-
sible, and hang on, making everyone
pay tribute to your preemption. L'his
is why 1 have urged you to join the
Republican party—the party of EX-
PANSION—

Frank—Of military murder, inquisi-
torial torture, industrial slavery, pro-
tection—of the rich.—census legerde-
main, “anti-trust” bills written by the
trusts themselves,—the party of sub-
sidy and special privilege, the party
of—

Mr. Push (severely) — Of Lincoln,
young man! !

Frank—No. not that!
not the thing itself. Force not the
sacred dead to turn in his cofin! The
party of Lincoln! Are you not the
party of slavery, to-day? Have you
not. at every opportunity contracted
the currency? Did not your influence
—I know those who call it by a yellow
and metallic name—secure the repeal
of the Sherman act?

Mr. Push—Privately I'm proud to
say it did.

Frank—Did Abraham Lincoln ever
make a remark to the effect that of

The name is
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all political crimes the contraction of
the currency was the worst?

" Mr. Push—Really, I don’t know, but
I hope not. I wish you wouldn't rake
up such old things, Frank. ’

Frank—Do you think it fair to mis-
represent or assault the position of the
defenseless dead, and then deny his
followers the right of rebuttal? Such
ideas of fair play would discredit the
ethics of the jungle. Father, we shall
never agree. I will not fight even in
the ranks of Truth under a lying ban-
ner. To me the right of free expres-
sion is as sacred as the right of free
trade. I have no patience with what
you call your esoteric and exoteric
truth. Neither do I believe that power
—unless it be the power of love—is
the greatest thing in life. What to you
are your millions? You are but a sin-
gle atom on this speck of stardust
called the earth, immersed in an
etheric sea whose telescopic horizon
is not more than 12,000 light-years
away. Consider it! 186,000 times 60x
60x24x365x12,000 miles! Does not the
thought make you shrivel? Power!
What is your power in such an arena
as this? You are missing all the
large verities of life—character, love;
they are the great things.

Mr. Push—Vapors of youth! You'll |

outgrow all that.

Frank—Father, the saddest com-
ment on modern life is that young men
are better than old. Life to-day un-
builds, not upbuilds the soul. Oh, this
fearful deadline of the soul! The
flame of the ideal is all snuff before
thirty. )

Mr. Push—Life strikes you at too
serious an angle.

Frank—It strikes me at the “criti-
ca] angle.” Ilack Mr. Roosevelt’s abil-
ity to temper all the alkalis of my ut-
terance with just enough acid to make
them show neutral to the litmus of
criticism. Can you captains not see
that your greed, which debases the
masses, deozonizes the psychic atmos-
phere of the world, the soul-fluid you
yourself must breathe? You are poi-
soning the spring from which you
drink.

Mr. Push (aside)—Strange that I
never thought of that when I see so
clearly that the South’s unjust treat-
ment of the Negro debases him, and
perpetually reinfects the white as
surely in education and morals as it
does in linguistic habit. Thought-
fluid is as actual as electric-fluid. The
boy has scored.

Frank (closing the book in front of
his father)—Put up your ledger.

Mr. Push—The devil!

Frank—Sh! Speak gently! HisMaj-

esty has the hoof and mouth disease.
Put up the book and come out into
the country. I insist on one day. I
will show you one June page in this
volume of 365. If then you can leave
that magnificent book illumined by the.
love-colored birds, censed by the flow-
ers burning in the sun’s glory, and full
of the metric ripple of life’s poetry—
if after such horizons you will again
bound your soul in a commercial nut-
shell—if you can “this fair mountain
leave to feed and batten on this moor,”
our paths diverge. Not for me the toy
grandeurs of commercialism. Come!
Mr. Push (aside)—I do not compre-

hend it all, yet a something back of

bis utterance tells me there's a value
I've not yet cornered. Oh, this conta-
gion of youth! I feel ten years’ young-
er already, with a strange weakness
like unto infancy. (To Frank)—Lead
on. Indeed, “‘the child IS father to the
man.” Boy,I feel strangely weak and
womanish. You'll not laugh at a tear
or two?
Exeunt both, arm in arm.

THE END.
MELVIN L. SEVERY.

SPEECHES IN PARLIAMENT ON
THELAND TAX BILL.

These speeches in favor of the bill for
allowing British municipalities to levy
taxes on land values (vol, v., p. 821), are
reproduced as printed in the London Times
of March 28, 1903.

SPEECH BY THE MOVER OF THE
BILL,

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.), in
moving the secondreading of the land
values assessment and rating bill, said
that in 1868 there was raised in the
United Kingdom, by way of imperial
taxatign, the sum of £63,700,000. In
1899-1900 the amount raised was £109,-
630,000, or an increase of 72 per cent.
The amount raised by way of local
rates in 1868 in England and Wales was
£16,500,000, and in 1899-1900 £ 40,750,-
000, or an increase of 150 per cent. In

-London the amount raised in- 1868 was

£3,702,000, and in 1899-1900 £ 11,154,000,
which represented an increase of 200
per cent. in the burden of local rates.
He insisted, therefore, that the plea
for redress in the incidence of local
rating was much more powerful and
urgent than the plea for a redress on
the basis of imperial taxation, legit-
imate as that plea was. And the bur-
den of local rating was tending rapidly
to become more acute. Though he did
not profess to be a scientific economist,
he had watched this question with
close interest for a considerable num-
ber of years; and he had arrived at the
very definite conclusion that in great
towns, and especially in London, there

was a direct relationship between rate
expenditures and land values. (Hear,
hear.) The landowner was the resid-
uary legatee of the great bulk of rate
expenditure. That, in a sentence, was
his case. Last year, in the course of
the debate on a similar bill to the one
now before the house, the honorable
and learned member for Stretford de-
clared that there was no unearned in-
crement. Would the honorable and
learned member apply his acute intel-
lect to this single case, thoughhe could
multiply it a hundredfold? Inthe year
1865, near the Temple station, on the
foreshore of the Thames, there was a
piece of land covered with coal sheds
and coal wharfing. That land, in that
year, changed hands at the sum of
£8,250. In the years 1869-70 the Lon-
don ratepayers built the Victoria em-
bankment at enormous expense. Two
years later the school board for Lon-
don desired to secure a piece of landion,
which to build a central office. They
secured, inch for inch, the piece of
land which in 1865 changed hands at
£8,250, but the jury awarded the own-
ers of it no less a sum than &£26,420.
(Cheers.)

The ratepayers were hit, first, to
build the embankment, and they were
hit again, when they wanted these pub-
lic offices, to the extent of £18,000, the
result of public expenditure. He could
multiply these cases to almost any ex-
tent. They were confronted with the
fact that leases were falling in in the
city and near it, and the owners of the
land were immediately able toincrease
enormously the ground rent. And the
important fact was that, as a result of
the general desire to get away from
the center of the crowded city to the
suburbs, as the result of improved
means of locomotion, there was a sub-
urban zone round London the value of
which was increasing fabulously at
the present time. He illustrated this by
mentioning a site in Wandsworth, the
ground rent of which was £350, but
on the buildings being cleared away
the ground rent was of the total value
of over £3.500. In his position at the
school board he had to go into the
question of sites for schools. In 1895
they bought a piece of land in a par-
ticular locality at 9d. a square foot.
In 1901 for the same quantity of land,
within gunshot of the other site and
with local circumstances similar, they
had to pay 1s. 614d. a square foot.
(Hear, hear.) He had gone carefully
into the matter, and he found that auc-
tioneers and land agents frankly putin
their announcements of land sales
prospective public improvements as an
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asset which was going to increase the
value of the land. (Cheers.) Amongst
these improvemenis were electric
tramways and new streets, which were
held out as certain to enhance the
value of the property. In this bill
they did not propose to touch agricul-
tural land at all; they confined them-
selves to the land in London in the urb-
an districts. They said that that land
must be assessed under the scheme set
outin the bill, whether occupied or not.
Having assessed the land, they gave to
‘the local authorities power, which they
might exercise if they thought fit, to
levy a land value rate throughout their
areas of not more than 1d. in the
pound in any financial year. Then
came the question—Who was to pay
the rate? They declined to interfere
with existing contracts; and they said,
thérefore, for the moment that the
new rate must be paid by the occupy-
ing tepants. There were other details
as to this which he should not go into.
This was, broadly, their scheme. He
was lost in wonder at the moderation
of the bill (hear, hear), which was
based on the minority report of the
royal commission on local taxatiom,
which was signed by eminent authori-
ties. The honorable member quoted
extracts from the report to show that
in practice the alleged difficulties in
the way of valuation werenot serious
and had already been overcome else-
where. Then it was objected that they
did not propose to break existing con-
tracts and go direct to the grouhd land-
lords. The minority report stated that
this was neither workable nor equita-
ble. It was said that they were impos-
ing a new rate upon overburdened ten-
ants. His answer to that was that the
rate on unoccupied land would bring
such a sum of money into the local
purse that it would have a rebating in-
fluence, and, taking the two rates to-
gether, the tenant would pay not more
and probably would pay less, than he
pald now. In any case, the people
about whom he was concerned, the
_ working class, and middle class peo-
ple, usually had short tenancies; and,
if they did not get the benefit of the
rebating influence, the system of rent
deductions would comie into operation
before the new burden, if there was
one, fell upon them. The next objec-
tion was that the landowner would
increase the rents. No doubt he would
take all he could get: but the rate upon
Unoccupied land would have such an
effect upon building operations that it
wee not likely that he would get as
much as he did at the present time, as
a large amount of land was kept out

of the market in order that its value
might be enhanced. At the general
election of 1895 the Unionist party
looked upon this proposal with a
friendly eye, and in 1896 the govern-
ment appointed a royal commission.
The honorable member representing
the local government board, speaking
against the bill of last year, said that
if the question was to be touched it
ought to be touched by the govern-
ment, and the government would deal
with it. He was not at liberty tosay
how the government would deal with
it. That was a year ago. He asked the
House to decline to wait tosee how the
government would deal with it. While
governments procrastinated the rate-
payers starved. (Hear, hear.) As it
was, we were decades behind most of
the continental countries and most of
our colonies in regard to this matter.

He had sent this bill to a great many
municipalities and, in return, had re-
ceived a large number of resolutions
in favor of the principle it embodied.
The only letter of opposition to the
scheme he had received came from the
borough council of Stoke Newington.
He would end his plea on behalf of this
moderate proposal with a quotation
from one of the earlier speeches of the
Secretary of State for the Colonies:
“I would ask again, why should the
owners of the ground rents escape all
contribution to the expenditure of
their locality? These ground rents
have all grown out of the prosperity
and industry of the community. The
property of the owner has been im-
proved by local expenditure. Why
should not the owners contribute to-
wards that local expenditure?” He
begged to move. (Cheers.)

SPEECH OF THE LIBERAL LEADER.

After Mr. Boscawen, of Kent; Mr. Ridley,
of Stalybridge; Mr. Cripps, of Lancashire;
Mr. Gibbs, of Herts, and Mr. Bond, of Not-
tingham, had spoken against the bill, and
Mr, Soares, of Devon; Mr. Shaw, of Ha-
wick, and Mr. Trevelyan, of York, in its
favor,

Sir Henry Campbell Bannerman said
that this subject was one which ex-
cited the greatest interest in many
parts of the country, and yet, during
the whole of the discussion, the par-
liamentary secretary to the local gov-
ernment board had been practically
the sole occupant of the treasury
bench. (Cheers.) The government
appeared not to have realized the fact
that this was no mere whim or notion
of his honorable friend the member for
Camberwell. This was not a question
of coquetting in an amiable sort of
way with some strange doctrines. The

object of the bill was one which at-
tracted the warmest appreciation and
approval throughout the country.
(Cheers.) The honorable and learned
member for Stretford had asked what
was the real principle of the bill. He
would say what he considered to be the
principle and main object of the bill.
It was the recognition of the distinc-
tion between site value and structutal
value. (Hear, hear.) It was therecog-
nition of the fact that they had separ-
ate values; that they advanced or re-
ceded on altogether different scales
and sometimes in opposition to each
other. He thought that once they
recognized that fact, they were led di-
rectly to the purpose of the bill—that
it should be incumbent on the local au-
thorities to ascertain and record those
separate values, The further action
which should be taken was left to the
local authorities themselves, except
that the bill excluded existing con-
tracts. This extreme moderation on
the part of his honorable friend had
been seized on by honorable gentle-
men opposite as a fault in the bill. He
believed the opinion of the country
would have supported his honorable
friend if he had dealt a little more
valiantly with existing contracts.
(Hear, hear.) That might have been
done without creating any terrifying
precedents. Sir Robert Peel dealt in
a more manful way with existing con-
tracts when he introduced the income
tax in 1842; but his honorable friend,
coming upon somewhat degenerate
days, had yielded to what he believed
to be the general sentiment, and had
omitted existing contracts altogether.
The advantages of this recognition of
site values as apart from the general
value of the hereditament were clear-
ly set out in the report of the minority
commissioners. They pointed, first of
all, to the fact that the benefit of
municipal and other improvements at-
tached to the site, and, therefore, if a
tax were necessary at all, it ought to
be in proportion to the site value. It
was not the house, but the site, that
was increased in value. Here was a
case of the value that had been given
to land within quite recent years by a
great public improvement. The
Manchester ship canal, which was
largely made with the money that wase
found by the city of Manchester, had
the effect of raising the value of land
on the Trafford park estate from £327
an acre to £4,840 an acre, within the
yearsof its construction. (Hear, hear.)
That was a proof, surely, that there
was a case for saying that land so arti-
ficially increased in value should con-
tribute to the very expensive processes
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by which that new value was given.
The minority commissioners further
pointed out that if more of the burden

of rates was thrown on the site, the
proportion left to be borne by the
buildings would be diminished, and

this would weigh with builders. Then
there was the question of overcrowd-
ing, which, of course, was part of the
same matter,. and which was greatly
aggravated by the present’ system.
The rating of sites, in the opinion of
the commissioners, would help to miti-
gate this evil; and, if it was objected
that it ran in any way counter to es-
tablished principles, they pointed out
that a structure was, after all, perish-
able property, but that the site was
permanent property, which rather in-
creased than diminished in
These were the sort of arguments, of
which they had not heard much in that
debate, by which the minority commis-
sioners supported this proposal. The
most urgent matter of all seemed to
be to break down the ring fence which
was in some places established round a
rising and prosperous community by
the ownerorownerswhe withheld their
land from building in order to gain the
benefit in the increased value,
(Cheers.) Public energy or private
enterprise increased the value of the
property, and why should it not be as-
sessed? They wished to prevent the
occupiers from actually suffering in
their health, comfort and convenience,
by the action of such owners, for suf-
fering was caused and an insanitary
condition of things was created by the
circumscription of a community. Any-
thing which tended to distribute the
burden more equably, and to prevent
such evils, deserved the favorable con-
sideration of parliament. This bill
represented a desirable reform in the
interests, not only of urban commun-
ities but of the whole people, and he
gave it his heartiest support. (Hear,
hear.)

After a speech in opposition to the bill
by Mr. Grant Lawson, of Yorkshire, the
House came to a vote at 5:30 in the morn-
ing, with the following result;

For second reading............. esesessne ...170
Agalinst second reading...........coeevneen 183

Conservative majority

The result, so near to a complete victory
for the Liberals in a strong Consetvative
House, was received with loud Liberal
cheers,

S————

Sidney—Then you believe in a coat-
of-arms?

Rodney—Yes. Almoet any newly-
rich American can be benefited by
adopting a good Latin motto tolive up
to.—Puck.

value.’

A PARABLE.
For The Public.
I
On Klondike, where mosquitoes
Perpetually swarm,
That is, when the weather
Is anything like warm;
And where the life-blood rreezes
In veins of young or old,
That is, when the weather
Is anything like cold;
Up there a heathen Chinee
Had happened for to squat
Upon the richest gold Hield,
Right on the richest spot.

Then all the “Christian’ squatters,
Dutch, Yankees and Canucks,
Rose up and swore in concert
By all the Klondike spooks,
That all those boundless riches
Should never, never go,

With all their power for uplift,
To the heathen, Yu L{ So;
That Christendom would shudder
1f all that wealth should fall
To old Li So, the pagan—
It must not be at all.

S0 they held a plous council,
And sampled ‘‘Christian’ rum,

And planned to squelch Li 8o,
The slave of opium,

And thereof in pursuance,
Upon a cloudy night,

They killed Li So, the heathen,
And chucked him out of sight;

Then over his possessions,
With many: a blocdy brawl,

They kept up hot contention
Till the strongest got them all.

11,
Now, this is rawest fictlon—
A parabolic lie;
For hardy Klondike miners
Would sooner starve and die
Than outrage right and justice
In any such a way;
Though rough in speech and manner,
They like to see fair play:
But these supposed transactions
In figure represent
How plous “Christian nations'
Cause heathen to repent,
B. J. RADFORD.

“What we want,” said the spokes-
man for the delegation, “is more pay
for less work.”

“Well,” answered the multimillion-
aire, “I can thoroughly sympathize
with you. That's what I am after
myself.”—Washington Star.

The Mother—Now, Elsie, did I teach
you to throw your clothes on the floor
in that disreputable way?

Elsie—No, mamma; I learned my-

self.—Puck.
e ——

Two little girls, aged, respectively,
six and eight years, were discussing
religious matters. The older one said
to ber sister: “Which would you
rather do, live, or die and go to
heaven?”

“Why,” the young one said, “I would
rather live.” Whereupon the elder one
burst out with the emphatic question:

.ed situations,

“Sarah B., what does your religion

amount to?”—The Christian Register.
e

BOOKS

FRANK XNORRIS'S LAST BOOK—
“THE PIT.”

1t is sad to think that this is his last
book. It is a pity that he could not
have lived to complete the third book
of his wheat series. It is more a pity
that he could not live to do work be-
yond this, with more fully developed
powers. He was working along right
lines, and it seems sure that in time he
would have rid himself from the few
falsities of method that these first
books show.

In *“The Pit” (Doubleday, Page & Co.,
New York) there are some exaggerat-
where one sees too
plainly the artificial manipulations of
the stage manager. Take, for example,
the scene with Jadwin, Scannel, and
old Hargus, in which the successful
speculator makes the man he has cor-
nered make amends to the old fellow
whom he had, in his day, previously
ruined. It is too much like the closing
scene of a second-rate melodrama. in
which the actors line up, with joyful
justice dealt out all around and loudly
applauded by the gallery. )

But there is not much of this, and
this last book, the second volume of
the contemplated Epic of the Wheat,
is one of the modern novels which
one does not waste timein reading. It
is interesting throughout, both in its
larger social side and in its narrower
society side. Those who may be more
interested in the dealings on the Chica-
go exchange will also be interested in
the pictures of private life, and those
who are more interested in the latter
will also be interested in following the
same characterson the Board of Trade.
The highest interest is really the inter-
play of influences and effects between
the two sides of life so cleverly por-
trayed. It would be hard to find in
modern fiction a truer tragedy than
the strain in Laura Jadwin’s heart
caused by her husband’s absorption in
speculation. “It is changing you,” she
says to him. “You are so nervous
sometimes, and sometimes you don't
listenr to me when I talk to you. Icam
just see what is in your mind. It is
wheat, wheat, all the time.”

Three lessons are powerfully en-
forced in the book. One is that which
has just been alluded to—the folly and
crime of a man’s subtracting himself
from his home. A second is the terrible
grip of the fever for speculation. Cur-
tis Jadwin had all that money could
buy, and money enough to buy it
all a second time. He had sworn to
himself and promised his wife not to
speculate; but the temptation was too
great and the taste too strong. A third
lesson is the old one of the utter
failure of money to bring happi-
ness. Laura bought right and left—
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books, pictures, flowers, horses, and
gowns, beautiful beyond all that she
had ever imagined. And yet, “hardly
a day passed that Laura.Jadwin, in
the solitude of her own boudoir, did
pot fling her arms wide in a gesture of
lassitude and infinite weariness, cry-
ing out: ‘Oh, the ennui and stupidity
of all this wretched life."”

Bm, after all, the story is for the
Jadwins a comedy, not a tragedy, for
he could ‘say at last, “the wheat cor-
pered me and not 1 the wheat.”

J. H. DILLARD.

A BOOK AND A PREFACE.

President Roosevelt wrote a prefa-
tory letter to the book “The Woman
Who Toils,” by Mrs. John Van Vorst
and Marie Van Vorst (Doubleday,
Page & Co., New York), which letter
started the discussion anent “race sui-
cide” running for some time in the col-
umns of the daily press. In this way
the book received a certain amount
of advertising which will bring it to
the attention of a number of people
who might not otherwise have read
it. It will be a great mistake and
injustice to the book, however, if
these readers see nothing further in
it than concern for the size of better
situated families—the question which
bas so agitated President Roosevelt.

The President wrote his letter to
Mrs. Van Vorst after reading Chap-
ter 1II. of her part of the book, in
which she does mention, in a casual
way, that among the women work-
ers who are supported by their fam-
ilies and spend their money on
clothes, there is a tendency to shirk
motherhood. But this is quite by
the way, as both writers have seecn
that with “the woman who toils.”
as with all other workers, the
trouble is not too few children, but
too many.

It is a great pity that President
Roogevelt did mot wait to read the
magnificent closing chapter on “The
Chikd in the Southern Cotton Mills,”
by Miss Marie Van Vorst, before wrii-
ing a letter for the book. It would
have been of far greater interest and
importance to the serious portion of
the American public to hear what
our President has to say on the sub-
ject of meking -a decent existence
possible for American children al-
ready born, than to read his opin-
ions on the Potential Unborn. It
would have been of inestimable value
to have had an expression of opin-
ion from Mr. Roosevelt on the abuses
of child labor; but alas, he dilated
on the purely theoretical question,
and Jeft the question of burning prac-
tieal import untouched.

Of {tself, the book has considerable
value, in that it shows that two wom-
en of the favored class, when they
make an exploration into the un-
known regions inhabited by the sub-
merged tenth, have their eyes opened

in a great many unexpected ways,
and discover all sorts of things.
These two ladies deserve great credit
for their frank,K acknowledgment of
their discoveries and the  train of
thought aroused thereby. They are
not sociologists. Certain remarks on
the subject prove that the field of
radical thought is unknown to then.
They went. about their task of liv-
ing with the factory hands as one
of themselves in a most beautifully
unbiased frame of mind, unbiased
by conservative thought as by all
that has been written on radical po-
litical economy. Whatever motive
may have actuated them in their un-
dertaking, they went into it in a spirit
of fairness and they emphasize their
sympathetic desire to help.

They made the discovery of that
startling and incomprehensible facr,
for women of the favored class, that
the workers are human beings like
ourselves, and that where they ap-
pear different it is the fault of con-
ditions. The writers are clear-mind-
ed enough to see that conditions
which can so warp human beings can-
not be right, and although they dis-
cover no remedy beyond some pallia-
tive scheme of industrial classes, etc..
the very facts they give with impar-
tial clearness are strong enough to
be of great value in themselves.

Mrs. Van Vorst quotes the words
of an old farmer stranded in a Massa-
chusetts mill town:

“I think Mr. Carnegie would have done
& great deal nobler if he had paid his
men & little more straight along. He
wouldn't have made such a name for
himself. But don't you belleve it would

have been better to have paid those men |

more for the work they were doing day
by day than it i{s now to give pensions
to their families? I know what I think
about the matter.”

Mrs. Van Vorst passes over these
important remarks without a word
of comment, which no one who under-
stood the great truth of them could
do. But this very fact certifies, per-
haps, all the more to the authentici-
ty of the quotation, and points to
the fact that the old. toiler had a
clearer insight into economic trutks
than many a college professor.

The most important part of the
book, from the sociological point of
view, is the closing chapter above
mentioned, Miss Marie Van Vorst's
account of the children at work in
Southern cotton mills. All radicals
should read this chapter, It gives
them many a statement of fact which
can be used with effect in the fighs
against this worst of all economic
abuses. The author does not reason
nor seek for causes, but she sees
plainly a terrible abuse, and she de-
scribes it in burning words that lin-
ger with the reader long after he
has laid the book aside. Pity, pity
'tis, that President Roosevelt did

not advertise this chapter of the bouk
in his letter.
GRACE ISABEL COLBRON.’

LITERARY NOTES,

Four articles on bank currency appear in
Sound Currency (32 Pine st.,, New York)
for March. One is by Lyman J. Gage on
the principles of bank credit currency: the
second is by Charles N. Fowler on bank cur-
rency and branch bank. Louis H. Ehrich
contributes the third, which Is on assets
currency, and in the fourth R. W, Milisaps
presents the history of banking in Missis-
sippl.

The Nation has in a recent number a
lengthy review of Nova Solyma, the novel
recently brought to light and attributed
by the translator to John Miiton. The orig-
inal is in Latin. It is interesting to have
the view of the Natlon's eritic. He con-
cludes that ‘the g@iffuseness of the work
and the absence from it of*any passages
of the highest imaginative quality. . .
tell most heavily against the supposition of
Miltonic authorship.” Itis true, however,
that many judges have at least accepted
the possibility of the fact that we have in
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ATTORNEYS,

Chicago.’

this old work of fiction a veritable romance
by John Milton. J. H. D.

Among its editorial comments in the is-
sue of April 11 the New York Outlook, after

uoting a portion of Mr. Root’'s recent ad-

ress fore the Home Market Club of
Boston, has this to say: ‘‘The Outlook
does not believe in the principle of protec-
tion in the present state of America’s indus-
trlal development. But so long as that
principle is maintained by the nation, the
revision of the tariff must be madeby those
« who believe in that principle.” It is not
quite easy to see the logical sequence in
this latter remark; but there seems little
doubt that the nation agrees with the Out-
look, and that so long as Democrats help
the Republicans to believe in protection,
theg will also help them to hold thel_?ower
of doing the revising. J. H.D.

The New York Independent i8 certainly
one of the publications whose readers,
unswerved by ‘‘special features,” turn first
to the editorials. No more thoughtful and
earnest writing is being done anywhere
than is to be found in the editorial pagee
of this weekly magazine. The leading
editorial of April 9 is on *“The Inevitable
Struggle.” Speaking of coming politics, the
writer says: °‘All that we certainly know
is that the American people are entering
upon another great struggle which will be
an irrepressible conflict. . . One party
will be the party of an immensely power-
ful oligarchy, the other will be the party
of the ple. . . . Every man will have
to decide on which side he will stand.”
One party will stand for vested rights and
even legal technlicalities, the other will hold
that man is not to be ‘“‘the slave of his own
institutions.” J.H.D.
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