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Since the Ohio Democratic vy«
vention, the editorial page of the
New York Times—a Wall street
product—has been in a state of
delirium bordering on insanity.
“Loose writing” is what one might
call it were it not so much like
“tight writing.”

Horrible as are the reported
atrocities of the Turks in Mace-
donia, the United States is in no
position to protest. Nowhere are
the Turks reported to have been
more atrocious in their conduct
than American Christians are
proved to have been in the
Philippines. No Turkish general
has yet been charged with issuing
an order to his troops, as Gen.
Smith did in Samar, instructing
them to “kill all over ten.”

When the Macon (Ga.) Tele-
graph insists with some show of
violence that—

the law says that every " man shall
have the right in this country to earn
an honest living, and that he shall ex-
ercise that right; there is no need for
loafers or room for loungers; the law
condemns them, and says they shall go
to work, if not freely then forcibly—

it must be understood as refer-
ring only to impecunious loafers
who have no privileges, and not to
rich loafers who are allowed to
own the earth.

One of the New York papers of
the current month, the Press we
believe, reported a suggestive in-
cident at one of the New York po-
lice courts. Eight men had been
arrested for walking between the
tracks on the Vanderbilt highway
to Buffalo. Seven of the prison-
ers expressed contrition. They re-

pented and were discharged. But
one of the eight insisted that he
had a right to walk on the tracks.
The magistrate asserted the con-
trary. “Oh, yes, I have,” said the
prisoner; “but as things are going
now I suppose a man won’t be let
walk along the roads.” The re-
sponse of the magistrate was a
sentence of three months’ impris-
onment. Now, why is that man
imprisoned? Is it because he
walked along a railroad track? Or
because he didn’t repent of walk-
ing along the railroad track? Or
because he said he had a right to
walk along the railroad track?
Or because he expressed the fair-
ly sagacious opinion that “a man
won’t be let walk along the roads”
after awhile? Or because the
magistrate is an unfit person to
sit upon the bench of a court of
justice?

Charles Francis Adams isre-
ported to have testified thus re-
garding municipal ownership of
transportation:

I can only say that, as the result of
careful official examination on my part,
I have never yet found in Europe any-
where a case of municipal or public
transportation worthy of an instant’s
consideration as compared with our
own. We here in America do things in
the transportation line which in Europe
they do not even dream of, and wher-
ever the government lays its hands on
a line it becomes, compared with our
system, paralyzed at once.

But that is not the point. How
does public transportation there
compare with private transporta-
tion there? Is Glasgow better off
or worse off than under the pri-
vate system? Or, if Glasgow has
had public ownership too long to
admit of such a comparison, fair-
ly, how does the public system in
Liverpool compare with the recent
private system there, and how do
both compare with European sys-
tems where private operation still
prevails? Those are the true
tests. An expert witness should

leave less wool on the edges of his
testimony.

A Southerner writing to the
New Orleans Harlequin, of John
Temple Graves’s recent anar-
chistic utterances on the Negro
question, suggests this important

comparison:

There is not very far from our
shores an English colony called Ja-
maica. The Negroes outnumber the
whites in that colony far more than
they outnumber the whites in any sec-
Uon of this country. And yet assaull
on white women in that colony by Ne-
groes is absolutely unknown. It is un-
known because the Negro in Jamaica
knows that in an English colony the
law is supreme, and that he will be in-
evitably pursued and punished for his
crime. We of the South have tried
lynching and the Island of Jamaica has
tried the reign of law, and the record
is there for any one to read who de-
sires to be informed.

Expressions like that help to
prove, what the faet is, that
Southern sentiment is not alto-
gether dominated by law defying
mobs and their law-ignoring de-
fenders in the press and upon the
rostrum. It is to be regretted
that the Harlequin found it nec-
essary to disclaim “all sympathy”
with its correspondent’s views,
without even an attempt to dis-
pute the convincing facts he ad-
vanced in support of his views.

A case of white peonage has
now come to light in Alabama to
supplement the practice of black
peonage (p. 264) which has pre-
vailed in that and neighboring
States. From black to white is
an easy transition. Poor whites,
North as well as South, who join
in the hue apd cry against the
Negro race, little suspect the ten-
dency of what they do. .Let the
Negro be deprived of natural
rights on account of his black
skin, and poor whites will soon be
driven into the same procession
on account of their empty pock-
ets. In illustration of this ten-
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dency we are confronted not only
with the white peonage case in
Alabama, but with several sim-
ilar cases in Michigan. These
have been discovered at Kalama-
z00, where the proprietor of a
shoe-blacking stand has been de-
tected in buying a Greek boy. It
appears that this is only one in-
stance. Boys are said to be
picked up every year in Greek
cities and sold into slavery in the
United States.

By degrees the more intelligent
anti-Bryannewspapersare coming
to understand Bryan’s positionon
the money question. One of these
newly enlightened papers is the
Chicago Record-Herald, which, in
commenting upon the Democratic
platform of Ohio (wherein noth-
ing is said in terms about bimet-
allism, but “financial monopoly”
is opposed) observes:

From this we are to infer that free
and unlimited coinage at the pre-
scribed ratio is not an indispensable

specific, but merely one method of
striking at financial monopoly.

Although this is not exactly as
Mr. Bryan would state his posi-
tion, it goes far to show that at
least one hostile paper has come
to some sort of an understanding
of his insistence that the question
of money monopoly is alive ques-
tion whether the silver question
be dead or not. The strange part
of the matter is that any Ameri-
can newspaper, with its columns
loaded with reports and discus-
sions and conferences and
schemes and Congressional bills
with reference to the currency,
should imagine that the money
monopoly question is dead.
Whether bimetallism be the rem-
edy for moneyv monopoly or not,
and whether it is a dead issue in
politics or not, the persistence of
money monopoly is nevertheless
a present fact too obtrusive to be
innocently ignored.

The country has heard, with
many expressions of much joy, of
the recent conviction at New
York of a labor leader of the
name of Samuel J. Parks, for ex-
tortion. But few have heard that

the prosecuting cificers profess
to know that Parks was in crim-
inal partnership with a business
house of enormous wealth, and
that while Parks is sent to prison
this house is unmolested. Yet
that seems to be the fact. In the
course of his cross-examination of
Parks on the 20th of August, the
assistant district attorney asked
a question the object of which the
court called upon him to explain.
This was his explanation, as re-
ported by the New York papers of
the 21st:

I am going to prove that before Sam
Parks came to this city he was a
maKker of strikes in Chicago, and that
he was brought here by Sam McCon-
nell, the head of the Fuller Construc-
tion Company, for the purpose of call-
ing strikes on all work in which the
Fuller company was not engaged.

The court ruled out the question
and struck the lawyer’s state-
ment from the record. That was
proper. But why is Parks the
only one of the conspirators to be
indicted? If the district attorney
knows that the Fuller Construc-
tion company conspired with him,
why does the Fuller Construction
company go scot free? This com-
pany is a $20,000,000 corporation,
but that is no reason for ignoring
the crimes of its officials, if they
have committed any. Sofar,how-
ever, as has yet appeared, there
has been no prosecution of the
Fuller people.

The special election at Cleve.
land on the question of establish-
ing a municipal lighting plant
(p- 346) did not come off on the
8th. Senator Hanna’s attorney
general, upon the application of a
Cleveland lawyer who belongs
politically to Senator Hanna’s
Democratic contingent, secured a
restraining order from some of
the Supreme Court judges. The
order was obtained without no-
tice to the city, and the hearing
was set at a date two weeks after
that set for the election.  The
purpose of this “snap” order is
therefore manifest upon the face
of the proceedings. It was to pre-
vent an expression of public opin-
ion. A month had elapsed during
which such proceedings might

have been instituted and a full
hearing had. But the back-door
restraining order was granted
only a week before the election.
The election would not have de-
termined the matter. Even after
an affirmative vote of two-thirds
of the people, a two-thirds vote
of the city council would have
been necessary to confirm. Con-
sequently the restraining order
might have been granted against
the council after the popular elec-
tion, and thus have saved all prop-
erty rights. Butit was an expres-
sion of popular opinion that the:
combination of corporations and
Republican officials wished to pre-
vent. Hence the restraining or-
der at the particular moment at
which it was granted.

The straits to which the Cleve-
land “grafters” are driven by .
Mayor Johnson is well illustrated
by that injunction against a pop-
ular election. The law under
which theelection wastohave been.
held was a Republican act, and
the corporation-Republican com-
bine now seek its nullification by
Republican judges through a Re-
publican attorney general. In do-
ing so they advertise the very
facts about themselves that John-
son lays stress uponin his appeals.
to the people. Surely Johnson is
one of the luckiest of public men
in the political enmities he incurs
and the assinine maneuvers he
frightens his adversaries into
making.

They could hardly make any
move more foolish than the
moves they have already made,
which have lost them the county
of Cuyahoga and bid fair to lose
them the State, unless it might be
the one that Senator Hanna’s at-
torney general threatens through
the newspapers—the arrest of
Johnson for contempt of court in
criticising the injunction judges.
Johnson’s friends over the coun
try might wisely pray for some-
thing of that kind. It would ad-
vertise the iniquity of the pluto-
cratic programme in Ohio as noth-
ing else could. Johnson has inr
fact not criticised the judges, up-
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less the following extract from
his Cleveland speeches in support
of the public ownership plan, may
be so construed:

To-night I shall, as I believe I al-
ways have, speak with the utmost de-
ference of the Supreme Court. We
ought to respect the court, for the
court is the representative of the law
of the land, and I in common with
other people, respect our laws. With-
out such respect we should have
anarchy. If we think the court has
made a mistake the remedy is in our
own hands. We have the remedy of
the ballot, and by this remedy we can
depose judges who, we believe, have
erred. But while they remain judges
it is our duty to honor and respect
them. In this case, as often before, I
think the judges have made an error.
It is the privilege of every citizen to
criticise a court, so long as his criti-
cism is respectful.

1 believe that there is no court high
or low that should hear one side of a
case and then pass judgment without
aHowin® the other side a charce to
state its case. In this case, so the
newspapers say, the ccurt, or 2 part
of it, sitting behind closed doors, has
granted an injunction to prevent this
election, and has set the hearing at a
date two weeks later than that fixed
for the special election. So we are left
helpless. We are not allowed to state
our case before judgment was passed,
and now we are prevented from even
making our arguments until two weeks
aTter it could have been of avail. My
friends. I believe this custom is wrong.

The election was {0 have been mere-
1y an expression of the opinion of the
people. It could not authorize the
oonds. After the special election the
council, by a two-thirds vote, had still
to authorize the bond issue. The
mayor, the auditor, the clerk of the
sinking fund commission, all had to
certify to the ordinance before it could
become effective. That would have
been the time to bring the suit and
to raise whatever objections there
might have been to the selling of the
bonds.

I belleve that the Supreme Court
has been imposed upon. I believe that
the court has been imposed upon by
persons interested in defeating the
municipal lighting plan, when they re-
fused to allow to the people merely an
expression of opinion. They might
have had some excuse if the election
were really to authorize the bonds.
But they know that the election could
have done no such thing; that it was
merely an expression of the people’s
wishes, and knowing this they went
down to Columbus and secured that in-
junction.

But the literature which we have
prepared is going to be circulated just
the same. We are going to go on with
our meetings and our discussions just

as if there had been no injunction.
‘We ought to consider this question in
the light of the corrupt and unholy
alliance which has been consummated
between the owners of special privi-
leges in this State and the leaders of
the Republican party. This injunction
suit could not have been brought if it
had not had the sanction of Attorney
General Sheets, a man thoroughly
dominated by our United States Sena-
tor Hanna, a man who has proved his
devotion in the past to Mr. Hanna and
Mr. Hanna’s interests and those of Mr.
Hanna's friends. It was Mr. Sheets
who brought the injunction suits to
block three-cent fare in Cleveland; it
was Mr. Sheets who instituted the ous-
ter which threw down our city govern-
ment, that Mr. Hanna's street railroad
interests might not suffer. Mr. Sheets
has always been on that side, work-
ing might and main. For years these
Republican leaders have been using
their party to help out their business
interests, so-called, which means their
special privileges. We have had proof
after proof, and this last injunction is
but one more.

If Mr. Hanna’s attorney general
regards such.utterances as con
tempt of court, he could probably
do Mayor Johnson no greater
favor than by inducing the judges
to arrest him for contempt. That
would make an artistic climax
which would probably produce
startling effects.

Grover Cleveland has been
nominated as the Democratic can-
didate for the presidency by a
Western paper, the Chicago
Chronicle. Originally this paper
called itself Democratic, and it
did scatter a good deal of democ-
racy through its columns, for its
editors were democrats. But it
had a publisher—John R. Walsh
by name,—also a Democrat, but
only by name. He is a banker who,
like all the more successful men of
his vocation couldn’t recog-
nize a political principle if
he saw it coming up the
street, unless it were coming to
his own bank for deposit or dis-
count or as collateral. Owing to
the influence of Mr. Walsh, the
Chronicle turned in to help Hanna
beat Bryan in 1896. In 1900
Hanna didn’t need the Chronicle,
and it skipped from one side of the
political fence to the other, after
posting the city with handbills
protesting its loyalty to the Dem-

ocratic party—protesting alto-
gether too much. Sincethenithas
proclaimed its independence of
party. But meanwhile Mr. Walsh
has become editor as well as pub:
lisher, and the policy of the pa-
per is dictated by him from the
back office of his bank. The nom-
ination of Cleveland by the
Chronicle is therefore nothing but
a nomination by Mr. Walsh, made
for business reasons and not from
political or journalistic motives.
When it is known that Mr. Walsh,
besides being a banker, is one of
the greatest monopolists of Chi-
cago, and that he cherishes his mo-
nopolies as old-time misers cher-
ished their potted gold, his nom-
ination of Cleveland, in his ca-
pacity as directing and supervis-
ing editor of the Chicago Chron-
icle, will probably not serve the
cause of the Great Uncommoner to-
the full extent that was intended.

One of the difficulties of editing
a “Democratic” paper from the
back office of a plutocratic bank,.
was illustrated in the issue of the
Chicago Chronicle of September
2. The editorial columns of that
issue displayed the following bit
of “Democratic” gpinion:

People who have maintained that Col-
onel Bryan will not bolt next year will
do well to note what has happened in
Ohio. Despite his friendship for Tom
Johnson the colonel deftly sidesteps that
gentleman’s invitation to orate from the-
same .platform with the “goldbug’
Clarke.

But in another column of the
same paper in the same issue was
the following item of news relat-
ing to the same subject:

Versailles, O., Sept. 1. — The Ohio-:
Democratic State campaign was for-
mally opened here to-night, with a
large meeting. Excursion trains were
run from the surrounding country and
brought thousands to the meeting. The
chief speakers were: W. J. Bryan, Tom
L. Johnson, Democratic candidate for
governor, and John H. Clarke, candi-
date for United States senator to suc-
ceed Senator Hanna. Bryan in his
speech spoke enthusiastically of the
ticket nominated by the Democratic State
convention, and predicted victory for
the ticket. He also indorsed Clarke for
United States senator.

The banker-editor of the Chron-
icle ought to edit its news as well
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as its editorials. There is virtue

in uniformity.

The unsophisticated news read-
er who last week found proof of
the impartiality of the law in the
fact that a collection of rich men
were on trial for manslaughter
in New Jersey, because their neg-
ligent management of a street car
system had caused the death of
several school children, was too
previous in his expressions of sat-
isfaction. He should have consid-
ered that the corporations which
own the legislature of New Jer-
sey might possibly own her judges
also. Had the case gone to the
jury, and an uncorrupted verdict
been rendered in favor of the de-
fendants, that would have been as
-satisfactory, on the score of the
impartial administration of jus-
tice, as a verdict the other way.
It is not convictions, but trials
that are needed as an earnest of
the impartiality of the courts.
But there was no trial in thiscase.
The three judges ordered the
jurors to acquit—ordered them,
mind you! This is something
which judges often assume to do.
1t is a common practice. But the
very form of it testifies to its be-
ing a judicial invasion. If judges
had the right to render verdicts,
they would need to resort to no
such fiction as directing juries to
do the rendering. But as  they
have not that right, they have
calmly arrogated it to themselves
in this indirect manner, and
so built up a practice in
contravention of the constitution-
al theory that in criminal trials
the jury shall judge both the law
.and the fact. Taking advantage
of that practice, these judges of
the corporation-ridden State of
New Jersey took the prosecution
-of the multimillionaire street car
managers away from the jury
and turned the millionaires loose.
To do so they were obliged to de-

.clare that neglect to take precau-
tions against the possibility of
accidents at notoriously danger-
ous railroad crossings, is not neg-
ligence on the part of the street
car managers. The outcome of

this farcical trial is what might
have been expected. One of the
distinguished defendants—John
D. Crimmins, of New York,—
frankly said he expected it.
“Why,” said he, “the case of the
prosecution was hopeless from
the outset. Iknew all along what
the outcome would be. There
never was the least doubt in my
mind of the final decision.” Mr.
Crimmins’s foreknowledge must
appear to the unsophisticated to
have been quite phenomenal. But
really it would have been much
more remarkable if the president
of the Pennsylvania railroad had
gone to prison in New Jersey so
long as there was a Jersey judge
to stand between him and a jury.

If one case of horrible lynch-
ing has occurred in Delaware, the
same State has at least given the
world, as an echo, the benefit of
wise words from the lips of the
chief justice of her Supreme
Court. In an address before the
Universal Peace wunion last
month, Chief Justice Lore con-
demned not only the lynchers who
burn men accused of crime, but
also the lynching spirit which, as
expressed by Judge Brewer, of
the United States Supreme Court,
would deny to accused men the
commonest safeguards which the
law throws about property. “I can-
not agree with Judge Brewer’s
suggestion,” said Judge Lore,
“that there should be no appeal
or writ of error in criminal cases;
it would seem monstrous that an
appeal should be denied wlere a
map’s liberty and life are -at
stake.” To such as Judge Brew-
er, Judge Lore administered in
this connection this well-merited
rebuke: “The only difference be-
tween those who claim that the
court should act quickly before
the mob can act, and the man
who claims that lynching is the
only proper remedy for crime, is
that the first would convert the
court into a mob and the second
would convert the mob into a
court.” .Judge Lore’s words on
the true function of the court are
golden words: “Courts of jus-
tice,” he said, “are not established

to administer swift vengeance,
but to administer justice after a
fair and full opportunity of de-
fense and just conviction.”
Judge Lore gave expression to
other sentiments regarding the
spirit of lynching which are of
highest moment at this critical
period in the history of our dem-
ocratic republic. There is warn-
ing as well as truth in his words:
Lawlessness pervades the laud, un-
rest and discontent brood over appa-
rent nrosperity. We have become the
money center of the world, but this
has bred a feverish appetite for gold
with all its vulgar accompaniinents.
Coronets and coats of arms are eag- -
erly sought by the sons and daughters
of late hucksters, and butchers, and
blacksmiths. Law has degencrated

‘| into lawlessness. We wouid call a halt

upon cur captains of industry who
have brought our country to its pres-
ent height of frenzied speculation.
Plants worth only thousands of dollars
are by the magic wand of watered

stock and glittering advertisements

swollen into millions. Gigantic frauds
are palmed upon the people as suc-
cessful business enlerprises. Our
greatest financiers are racking their
brains to circumvent the law and the
people, and by lawlessness achieve
wealth, being careful only to keep out-
side of actual violence and the com-
mon jall. When their cunning eva-
sions of the law are crowned with suc-
cess all men are tempted to lawless-
noss. Captains of industry, how much
of the unresi, the mob violence, and
the labor {roubles of the time have
been bred and fostered by your meth-
ods?

It is well when a man in Judge
Lore’s position can see with
vision so clear the homogeneity of
crime. Lynching is not isolated
lawlessness; it is a brutal mani-
festation of a universal spirit of
the time. When rights and du-
ties are ignored in the teachings
of college and pulpit and news-
paper, and expelled from the eth-
ics of business, regard for them
loses its hold also upon the com-
mon mind.

David B. Hill, the New York
statesman who declared himself
“a Democrat still—very still,”—
has broken his reticence with a
declaration of the soundest kind
of democracy. “What the gov-
ernment of a free country like
ours owes its citizens,” said Mr.
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Hill at a county fair last week,
“ijs not a living, but free and equal
opportunity with every other citi-
zen to obtain a living.” Good.
And that is precisely what Tom L.
Johnson says. But there is this
peculiar difference in the effect.
The “plutes” and ‘“grafters” ap-
plaud Hill, but they denounce
Johnson. Why? Evidently be-
cause they know that Johnson
not only preaches that good dem-
ocratic sentiment, but believes in
it. .

With Mr. Hill the declaration
that our country owes each of its
citizens “free and equal oppor-
tunity with every other citizen to
obtain a living” is mere clap-trap.
Let Mr. Hill himself be the judge.
Taxes measured by labor values
are inconsistent with that doc-
trine; taxes measured by the
value of privileges are in further-
ance of it. Which does Mr. Hill
favor? Would he exempt the
working farmer’s improvements
and tax the mine owner’s mineral
deposits, the city millionaire’s
valuable lots, and the speculative
land grabbers’ unused acres, or
would he retain the present sys-
tem? It is much to be feared that

Mr. Hill’s “free and equal oppor-.

tunity for every citizen to make
a living,” which rolls so tripping-
Iy off his tongue, rolls as tripping-
ly off his conscience.

—_—

An article by W. H. Allen,
quoted editorially in the Chicago
Record-Herald of the 31st, deals
with the “favorable” balance of
trade mystery. It will be recalled
that Mr. McKinley said (vol iii, p.
291), in 1900, that our enormous
export balance is pgid for with
“pure gold.” Inasmuch as the
treasury statistics at that time
showed this to be an enormous
mistake, and have continued to
show the same thing,—our bal-
ance of gold imports falling be-
low our balance of merchandise
and silver exports millions upon
millions of dollars,—this theory
of payment has collapsed. Sever-
4l others have been advanced,
only to meet the same fate. At
last the assertion is made, very

pretentiously, that Europe has
been paying off her trade debt to
us by sending back to us our own
stocks and bonds, and also by al-
lowing our capitalists to invest in
European securities. But now
comes Mr. Allen, who, according
to the Record-Herald,—

has made up a table of the sales and
purchases of shares by foreigners on
the New York Stock Exchange as re-
ported weekly in the New York Times
and New York Evening Post, and he
finds that for the four years, 1898-1901,
the net excess of purchases over sales
was 3,797,000 shares, while in 1902
alone did the sales exceed the pur-
chases, and then by only 427,000
shares. The net showing for the five
yvears is, therefore, that purchases
were in the lead by 3,370,000 shares.
As to direct sales and purchases out-
side the stock exchange, Mr. Allen
finds, though by less exact methods, a
similar tendency.

That disposes of the vague ex-
planation that our stocks and
bonds are coming back to us. On
the contrary, we have an export
balance of stocks and bonds as
well as an export balance of mer-
chandise 'and silver. Moreover,
proceeds the Record-Herald, re-
ferring again to Mr. Allen—

he presents facts to show that instead
of our lending money abroad we have
been most of the time heavy borrow-
ers, and from this ne infers further
that we cannot have had funds idle for
permanent investments in foreign
countries on any large scale. These
conclusions evidently make the prob-
lem as to how we are paid for our ex-
cess of exports all the harder to solve.
Not so much harder, either, if you
but consider that most of our
stocks represent land values—
mines, railway rights of way,
ete.—and that foreign holdings
of American land by real estate
deed instead of corporation stock,
are vast. When the land rent
(direct as rent and indirect as div-
idends) is considered, our excess
of exports is pretty fully account
ed for. Like Ireland, we are pay-
ing ground rent to absentees; but
unlike Ireland, we are bragging
of it, and fatuously regarding it
as evidence of prosperity.

First Katydid—Why didn’t you come
before?

Second Katydid—Were you calling?

“Was I calling? Don’t you see how
hoarse my legs are?”’—Life.

THE SERVIOE OF THE UNIVERSITY.

By a very remarkable coinci-
dence the same sweeping remark
about our universities was re-
cently made in my hear-
ing by two men of wide-
ly differing rank and circum
stance. One of them is a labor
leader, a man who earns his liv-
ing by manual labor and yet is a
reader and thinker. The other
teaches in a university, in its me-
chanical department, and yet is a
believer in social ideals. The
words of the two men were al-
most verbatim the same, and Iam
doing no violence to either in com-
bining what they said. To put it
in fewest words it was, that for
the solution of our social problems
there is no hope in our universi-
ties.

In the two instances the conver-
sation was along what seemed to
be entirely different lines. With
thelabor-leaderthetalk was of so-
cial problems. With the professor
the talk was of spiritual prob-
lems, or, to be more accurate, it
might be better to say that the
professor’s talk was rather of the
maintenance of fine ideals in the
midst of modern life.

We may hold that both of the
speakers exaggerated extremely
in their unqualified statement,
and that they were speak-
ing in the free way of pri-
vate talk, but still it seems worth
while to consider what was in
their minds in making the state-
ment. If any supposedly sensible
people think this way, it is well to
know the fact, and to submit to
wider judgment whatever of truth
or falsity- may be in their criti-
cisms.

The position. of the Ilabor
leader is one with which we are

all more or less familiar.
He maintained that the spe:
cific teaching of the uni-

versities in economic and social
questions ignores the aspiration
of workingmen for better wages
and a higher plane of living, that
the professors may in a general
way contemplate some gradual
improvement,but that they do not
acknowledge any radical ground
for the complaints of wage-
earners. His main attack, how-
ever, was directed against the
general spirit which he conceived
to pervade the universities. Inm
brief he held that they are sub-
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servient to the classes of privi-
lege and monopoly. To the sug-
gestion that they are open to
Yyoung men of every class, and
that as matter of fact all the
large universities contain stu-
dents who are poor, and are work-
ing their way, he replied that such
young men are animated by pure-
ly personal ambition, and are
likely to become the very worst
exponents of class privilege. He
.8aid that he had known such.

The position of the professor is:

more surprising, especially as the
-opinion comes from one connect
ed with what may be called the
ultra-practical side of his insti-
tution. The conversation began
by his criticism of a lecture by one
of his colleagues engaged in what
may be called the literary side of
the institution. He was surprised
that this lecture based the value
of the study of language and even
of history and literature upon
their scientific aspect, and that
the lecturer seemed to find all his
satisfaction in claiming that
these subjects had now become
as truly scientific as chemistry or
physics. There was nothing, he
said, in the lecture that upheld the
ethical or ideal-producing value
-of the study of literary subjects.
He thought that the lecture was
4 sign of the times and reflected
the prevailing spirit in universi-
ties. His attention being called
to the great advance in the scien

tific treatment of such subjects as.

language, he replied that he was
only objecting to the putting of
this side first. The universi
ties, he asserted, have been
given over partly to purely prac
tical aims, and even those depart-
ments which might not be consid-
ered purely practical are
ashamed to stand for fine ideals,
but base their value upon what
looks like the practical. He said
that he had great respect for his
side of the university, which pro-
fessedly looks toward the bread:
and-butter side of things, but
that he could not keep from re-
gretting and condemning the
course of those departments of lit-
erature which seem to be neglect-
ing their great work of maintain-
ing ideals, and to be surrender-
ing their high opportunities to the
worldly spirit of utility or to the
cold intellectualism of exact sci-
ence. He had, he said, nothing to

say against practical knowledge
or the accurate training of exact
science; but these are not all.
He went so far as tosay that the
great need of this age is enthusi-
asm for ideals, enthusiasm for
causes that cost sacrifice, and
that the universities are doing
nothing, apart from their strictly
scientific work, to foster enthusi-
asm for anything but getting on
in the world.

Here, in a way, the two critics
may be said to have met. Each
of them charged that the univer-
sities are fostering chiefly the
promotion of personal ambition,
and are doing little or nothing for,
the promotion of higher ideals for
the common good or for the prog-
ress of the social spirit that fos-
ters a broad, rather than a nar-

row, democracy.
J. H. DILLARD.

NEWS

Week ending Thursday, Sept. 10.

The news dispatches  of last
week to the eftect that the Su-
preme Court of Ohio had granted
an injunction forbidding the spe-
cial election at Cleveland on the
question of establishing a mu-
nicipal lighting plant (p. 346) have
proved to be well founded. The
injunction was granted on the
1st by three judges of the Supreme
Court—Shauck, Crew and Davis.
It was granted upon the applica-
tion of the attorney general of the
State, in a suit brought by Thom-
as H. Hogsett, of Cleveland, the
attorney of the Cleveland Gas
company, who represented the
Citizens’ league, an organization
just formed to oppose the munici-
pal ownership propeosition. Polit-
ically Mr. Hogsett is accounted a
Democrat. He was city solicitor
under the administration of May-
or John Farley, whom Tom L.
Johnson succeeded. But he does
not affiliate with the Democratic
party as at present constituted in
Cleveland. The injunction order
was granted without notice to

‘the city of Cleveland, and it was

set for argument on the 22d—two
weeks after the date for the spe-
cial election. A motion to dis-
solve the injunction, made on the

5th, was heard by Judges Crew’

and Shauck and denied. Conse-

quently the special election did
not come off.

‘Mayor Johnson continued the
speaking campaign in favor of the
establishment of a municipal
lighting plant up to the 8th, not-
withstanding the injunction, his
last public meeting being held on
the 7Tth, according to the original
programme. No public meetings
were held by the opposition. At
the last meeting but one, Mayor
Johnson, as reported, laid the
blame for the injunction at the
door of Attorney General Sheets,
and, through Sheets, at the door
of Senator Hanna, who, he said,
controls Sheets’s actions. With
some detail Mr. Johnson reviewed
Mr. Sheets’s record. He pointed
out, among other things, that it
was Sheets who had brought the
ouster suit which had destroyed
the federal plan in Cleveland, that
it was largely through Sheets’s
efforts that the $20.000,000 which
had been added to the tax dupli-
cate of the Cleveland public serv-
ice corporations had been re-
moved, and the city board of tax
equalization had been abolished
and replaced by a board “perfect-
lv true to Hanna.” Mayor John
son also reviewed the history of
the municipal lighting movement
in the city council, and attacked
the “three so-called Democrats,’
who had voted with the Repub-
licans to defeat it. “By getting

this injunction,” Mayor John-
son continued, “the corpora-
tions probably thought they

would defeat the plan of securing
a municipal electric lighting
plant. Instead of accomplishing
this they have merely made more
votes for the proposition. The
spectacle of treachery within the
Democratic party, the spectacle
of Senator Hanna and his facto-
tem, Sheets, enjoining, through
the Supreme Court, an expres-
sion of popular opinion, the spec-
tacle of the Citizens’ association,
which is really only a Cleveland
Electric Lighting association, pos-
ing as the champion of the people
and then geeing to it that the peo-
ple do not have a chance to say
what they want, all these have
made votes for the municipal elec-
tric light proposition, and I be-
lieve that the people will decide
in its favor by an overwhelming
majority. If the people decide
otherwise I shall be content, for I
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