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In his campaign speech at the
Audirtorium, Chicago, on the 1st,
Joseph Medill Patterson began
with this significant sentiment:

I have always been a Republican. I
am not a Democrat—yet. But if the
Democratic party continues, as it has
begun in this city, to advocate public
ownership of public utilities, and the
Republican party continues as now to
stand for private ownership of public
utilities, then I will be a Democrat
And there are many Republicans like
me.

This declaration by the able,
discreet and courageous grand-
son of Lincoln’s old friend, Jo
seph Medill,—himself a man of
mark in this community—is sig-
nificant because it indicates that
the time is near at hand when our
citizenship will forget to divide
along the party lines of the poli-
tics of half a century ago and will
divide effectually along the lines
of the politics of to-day. 1t
means that there is in the Repub-
lican party a powerful element, of
which Patterson is a type,—an
element that is demanding more
and more insistently that organ-
ized society shall attend to .its
own business and leave individu-
als untrammeled to attend to
theirs.

The difference between those
functiong, that of organized so-
ciety on the one hand and that of
the individual on the other, was
most happily brought into clear
view in the midst of the Chicago
campaign, by another Republic-
an. also a young man of achieve-
ment, who stood with Mr. Patter-
son for municipal ownership of
traction facilities and for Judge
Dunne as its champion in the
campaign. We allude to the let-
ter of Prof. Zueblin (vol. vii., p.
825) in which he said that “street
railway management is not a
bhusiness, but a speculation,” and
that “men do not engage in it with
the object of performing services,
as is done by merchants and man-
ufactarers.” The explanation is

simple. Merchants and manufac-
turers, if without special priv-
ileges, must perform services in
order to make profits. Without
special Tegal privileges, they are
really workingmen; “profits” are
the form in which their wages are
computed; and those wages de-
pend, like all other forms of
wages, upon the serviceableness
of the worker. But street rail-
way management is a public trust,
as truly so as the management of
a police force. To farm it out as
a private business is to create a
special privilege, the value of
whicli will depend not upon the
service rendered but upon the un-
supplied need for service. Con-
sequently the management de-
votes itself to speculation instead
of service as naturally as a duck
waddles to the water. Between
those two kinds of function there
is a clear distinction, which may
be generalized in this formula:
Private utilities are private busi-
ness for private management;
public utilities are public business
for public management.

For the realization of that con-
cept in politics, to the approach
of which Prof. Zueblin and
Mr. Patterson testify so defi-
nitely, we have waited long
and with a fair degree of patience.
One of its stages was the Cleve-
land campaign of 1888 and that
of 1892. Anpother was the disap-
pointment to which democratic
Democrats were subjected by the
reactionary character of Mr.
Cleveland’s second term. The
first Bryan campaign was another
stage, and the defeat in which it
culminated was necessary, as may
now be seen (discouraging as it
was at the time), to the substan-
tial advances toward genuine de-
mocracy which are to-day appar-
ent. Even the keener disappoint-
ment of the defeat in 1900 may yet
prove to have been a radiant
blessing heavily disguised. But
above everything else, the thing
of greatest importance to pro-
gressive democracy was the over-
whelming defeat of traditional
and reactionary Democracy in
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the national election last Fall.
Without that defeat the char-
acter of the Democratic party
would have been a bar to
armies of Republicangs who.
though democrats at heart, would
have shrunk from trusting their
democratic principles to the
guardianship of a reactionary
Democratic party. With the na-
tional defeat last Fall democ-
racy asserted itself within the
Democratic party, and the firstre-
sults were visible in the Chicago
campaign.

How the election in Chicago
might have gone was a matter of
secondary importance. To be
sure, a victory would have count-
ed for the rapidity of the move-
ment; but defeat would not have
stopped it in its course. The
thing was the campaign. For in
the campaign the line was clearly
drawn between public and private
functions, and this is the line of
partisan demarcation for the fu-
ture. Not at once will everyone
range himself on his own side of
theline. Some whobelong with the
progressives will be drawn tem-
porarily to the other side, as in
the Chicago campaign, because it
seems more important to them to
purify mud pies that to bake real
pies; but on the whole, this Chica-
go campaign, whether a victory
for the Democratic party or a de-
feat, was inevitably destined to
appeal to the Pattersons and
Zueblins—to all young Republic-
ans who are inclining to take their
politics from their brain cells in-
stead of their birthmarks,—to
come over to the Democratic side
of the politics of to-day and to-
morrow. Whether ending in vic-
tory or defeat for municipal own-
crship in Chicago, the recent Chi-
cago campaign was bound to be a
victory for the principle of publie
ownership of public utilities the
whole country over.

But the Chicago campaign has
not ended in defeat. A splendid
victory has been scored for mu-
nicipal ownership without pro-
crastinating franchises. Judge
Dunne, who stood for this side of
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the issue, has polled a much larger
vote than was cast for Mayor Har-
rison two years ago; and, while
Mr. Harlan’s vote is about as
large as that of Mr. Harrison's ad-
versary then, Judge Dunne’s
. plurality is fully three times as
large as Harrison’s. Along with
this pronounced victory for
Dunne as the champion of imme-
diate municipal ownership, is a
gignificant vote on the “little bal-
lot.” On this ballot were three
questions (vol. vii, p. T43):
first, whether the tentative or-
dinance of the franchise ring for
the benefit of the South side trac-
tion company should pass; sec-
ond, whether any other franchise
ordinance for that company
should pass; and third, whether
any franchises at all should be
granted. Every question drew an
overwhelming negative vote. No
doubt is left of the intentions of
the people of Chicago in electing
Judge Dunne to the Mayoralty.

The emphasis is such as to make
it imperative upon those munici-
pal ownership men who were
drawn to the support of Harlan
by various collateral considera-
tions, to prove their sincerity as
municipal ownership men by
bringing to Dunme such supporf
as they can command in aid of the

immediajte municipal ownership

policy. They will soon know
what as sensible men they ought
to have realized before, that the
“gray wolf” cry against Dunne
was all moonshine, designed to
confuse just such men as them-
selves. Knowing this, they will
o longer have the puerile excuse
for opposing his policy that they
offered for opposing his candid-
acy. That those who did oppose
Dunne’s candidacy for that rea-
son number among them genuine
believers in municipal ownership,
we do not doubt. But the time has
now come when these must either
stop flirting with the intermedi-
ate franchise policy, or be justly
regarded as at beart opposed to
the policy of municipal owner-
ship. If the question is only one
of method and not of principle, as
they have contended, they should

squarely face the fact that their
method‘has been rejected by pop-
ular vote, and Judge Dunne’s
method adopted, and should
therefore yield whole-hearted as-

gistance to Judge Dunne in bring-

iz g the people’s method -to the
point of realization. Any further
obstruction to the popularly ap-
proved method will be and ought

10 be regarded as evidence of hos-

tility to the principle itself.

In the latter days of the cam-
paign Mr. Harlan affected great
indignation at the coupling of his
candidacy with the preparations
of the J. P. Morgan syndicate to
secure a renewal of traction fran-
chises in Chicago. We say af.
fected, because his indignation
was suggestive of the lawyer’s no-
tation on his brief for a jury ar-
gument: “At this place become
exceedingly angry.” The associ-
ation of Mr. Harlan’s candidacy
with the Morgan syndicate was
simply unavoidable. How could
anybody keep from making it?
Here was the Morgan syndicate
controlling all the traction prop-
erty of the city and obviously in-
tending to seek a franchise. Here
were Harlan’s newspaper sup-
porters, his aldermanic support-
ers and friends, and his business
supporters, all favoring a fran-
chise. And here was Mr. Harlan
himself implying through his plat-
form and speeches, and refusing
to deny, that it was a part of his
policy to grant a franchise. To
whom would that franchise have
been granted, if not to the Mor-
gan syndicate? If the coupling of
Harlan and Morgan was unjust
to Mr. Harlan, he and his own
friends were to blame. One word
of denial, not merely in general
terms as to his suspected rela-
tions with Morgan, but specifical-
ly as to the understanding he had
fostered that he favored a fran-
chise, would have done more to re-
lieve him of suspicion than a
whole volume of the diatribes he
hurled at Judge Dunne.

In an “After-Election” sermon
delivered last Fall, that splendid
Chicago preacher of righteous:

ness, Jenkin Lloyd Jones, por-
trayed the true attitude toward

public office when he said:

In the future destiny of this Republic,
the future life of city, State and nation,
two men will be despicable—he who
seeks an office unbidden, and he who
refuses an office when nobly bidden.
The great servant of the public is a
man who haltingly stands, with bared
head, in the presence of a high trust,
but who, when asked to accept, does not.
refuse the commanding judgment of
his fellow citizens, whom he is bound
to honor, and the community which it
is his duty to serve.

These opposing types were befor>
the people of Chicago for their ver-
dict this week, Mr. Harlan, having
sought the mayoral office unbid-
den, and Judge Dunne having
from the first taken the ground of
not daring to refuse the command-
ing judgment of his fellow citi-
zens. 8o insistent upon seeking
this office was Mr. Harlan that he
yielded to the machine . of his
party, during the period of five
years’ gum-shoe campaigning for
his own candidacy, and yielded so
far as to support for public office
types of men whom he had afore-
time denounced as utterly unfit.
Judge Dunne refused to seek nom-
ination for this office, and only
consented to accept the nomina-
tion when Judge Tuley’s letter
had called forth a demand which
no good citizen, within Jenkin
Lloyd Jones's interpretation of
goodcitizenship,would darerefuse
“his fellow citizens whom he is
bound to honor” or “the com-
munity which it is his duty to
serve.” The result comes like a
hearty “Amen!” to Mr. Jones’s ex-
cellent sermon.

One of the instructive incidents
of the Chicago campaign was the
attitude of the Municipal Voters”
League and its allied newspapers
—the Record-Herald, controlled
by Victor Lawson; and the Daily
News, owned by Mr. Lawson—
with reference not alone to the
mayoralty but to the Council.
This League has done good civic
work and is capable of doing more. -
Among its officers and managers
are men of democratic ideals and
progressive impulses. To its
most noted manager, Walter L.
Fisher, Chicago is indebted for
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terms injected into the tunnel or-
dinance which make that tunnel
and its telephone equipment city
property in about twenty-five
years, without cost, and its
freight-car equipment city prop-
erty at the end of the same term
at its value simply as machinery.
But the more progressive man-
agers of, the Voters’ League are
held in check by the fatuous in-
ertia of their conservative follow-
ing. A similar observation may
be made regarding the papers
allied with the League. In many
respects they are most satisfac-
torily democratic. The editorial
rooms of both are saturated with
a wholesome democratic senti-
ment which often leaks out into
the editorial columns. But these¢
papers, like the League, are held
in check at critical times by an
ultra-conservative constituency.

Depending, as does the League,
largely upon the support of a
class of business men who wish
to destroy the minor graft that of-
fends and robs them, but halt at
attacking the major kind of graft
with which their interests are
more or less interwoven, these
rewspapers busied themselves
throughout the campaign in
drawing the red herring of “bad
government” possibilities across
the trail of the municipal owner-
ship issue. Whether they did so
in genuine panic, or with an _ap-
pearance of panic for the purpose
of aiding to retajn in possession
of Chicago’s streets the great
grafting corporations that have
cerrupted Chicago officials in the
past, may be doubted. We go no
further than to express a belief
that the impulse was that of the
powerful interests upon which
these papers and the League de-
pend for a following; and not the
impulse of the principal officers
and managers of the League, and
the editors of the papers, whom
we regard as being as progressive
as ‘their followings will tolerate.
But the plain fact is that both
these papers, and the League, not
only pettifogged with and for Har-
lan on the traction question, but

advocated for aldermen those

candidates who were identified
with the franchise-grafting ring.
Nor were they content with pre-
ferring such candidates to the so-
called “gray wolves,” where “gray
wolves” were in the field; they
also preferred them to municipal-
ownership candidates against
whose character and ability they
themselves could find no objec-
tion. These preferences were
made on the theory of devotion,
above' everything else, to “good
government”—meaning by “good
government” the election of men
to office who are conventionally
reputable.

" Our good “good government”
friends would do well to read Lin-
coln Steffens’s article in the April
McClure’s on New Jersey. His
previous article on Rhode Island
would be good preparatory read-
ing. Evidently Mr. Steffens’s
studies in American politics are
revealing to him with increasing
clearness the fact that it is not
the disreputable grafters of the
slums who make government cor-
rupt, but the reputable grafters
of directors’ rooms, many of
whom contribute to the support
of voters’ leagues and other re-
form agencies which may be util-
ized for diverting public atten-
tion from corporate and other
business graft to the compara-
tively unimportant graft of the
ward boss. To quote his own lan-
guage, Mr. Steffens seems to have
come to the sound conclusion that
what is needed in American poli-
tics is ‘“representative govern-
ment,” and “not good govern-
ment, not reforms, not privileges,
not advantages over one another,
but fair play all around, and, be-
fore the law, equality.”

“Good government,” in the
goody-goody sense of most reform
organizations influenced by those
businessinterests which are them-
selves dependent upon certain
kinds of bad government, is vivid-
ly and truly described by Mr. Stef-
fens in his New Jersey article in
these pointed terms:

Good government is the falsest bea-
con in American politics. I have seen

the cities sail by it and I know. New
Jersey has sailed by it since 1895, and
I think I can show in the next, conclud-
ing article on the State, that the **pass-
ing evils” Jerseymen speak of in their
counties are the vestiges of the wreck
of their citizenship; and that the good
they point to with pride in their State
is their share of their plunder of our:
business pirates who buy, cheap, the
letters of marque to prey not only on
American business, but on American
character.

Shameless grafting of the
minor kind is what Mr. Steffens
describes, in this opening ex-
posure of respectable graftin New
Jersey, as the thing “your average
citizen means by ‘bad govern-
ment.’” He acutely adds: “It is
disgusting, but it isn’t dangerous;
it is nomore dangerous in a Statce
than in a city, and, as I bave often
vemarked before, even Tammany
in New York has seen that theft
and police blackmail are bad pol-
itics.” The really dangerous kind
of “bad government,” as Mr. Stef-
fens points out, with New Jersey
for his object lesson, is that which
does not disgust but allures. In
New Jersey he found an illuminat-
ing example of a State where—

there is graft, of course; plenty of it;
for the most part, however, the cor-
ruption is orderly, respectable, digni-
fled “business.” That is bad, but it
is not “bad government.” The Penn-
sylvania [railroad] rules and the gov-
ernment represents “the” road, the
other roads, and some other interests;
but the syndicate that runs the State-
for the foreign corporations gives Jer-.
seymen good government, or, at least,
what they tell me is “pretty good gov-
ernment.”

Mr. Steffens has also learned the
interesting fact that “business’”
reserves such bad names as “pol-
itician,” “demagogue” and “an-
archist,” for “men who are brave
enough to challenge and able
enough to beat bad business.”
We have bhad glittering ex-
amples of this in Chicago within
a week.

Another article in MecClure’s
for April competes with Stef-
fens’s in the interest of its mate-
rial and the importance of its pub-
lic lesson. This is the article by
Benton J. Hendrick on “The Astor
Fortune.” That fortune, writes
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Mr. Hendrick, is not the creation

of dazzling enterprises:
1ts beneficiaries can lay claim to no
great genius, except the genmius, per-

haps the rarest of all, of profiting by,

others’ labor. They have contributed
practically ncthing to upbuilding the
Republic, and yet few have reaped so
richly from its growth.
Mr. Hendrick tells with interest-
exciting power of the beginnings
and growth of the Astor fortune,
all from increases in the values of
building sites in New York. The
original Astor invested about
$2,000,000 in those sites. At his
death the investment had multi-
plied ten-fold. When his son died,
less than thirty vears later, there
had been an additional five-fold
increase; the property was esti-
mated at $100,000,000. It now
amounts to $450,000,000. This
augmentation of values is de-
scribed by Mr. Hendrick as “the
most notable instance of the un-
earned increment.” He adds that
the whole Astor family “could
sleep for a hundred years and at
the end find that their riches had
grown a hundred fold;” for “all
the economic and social forces
which have made New York the
American metropolis, have en-
tirely without their instigation,
also made their wealth.” In sup-
port of that inference he writes:
The busy brains and sinews of pro-
gressive Americans worked day and
night making New York great, and, un-
consciously, making John Jacob Astor
the richest man of his time. When De
‘Witt Clinton projected the Erie canal.
he became the leading promoter of the
Astor fortune. This diverted the great
trade of the West to New York. and in-
creased its population by hundreds of
thousands. In whatever direction these
new citizens turned, they were obliged
to seek their dwelling places on Astor
land. . . . Great public improvements,
for which the Astors can claim no
credit, and which, indeed, they some-
times opposed, have helped 10 make
them rich. . . . The elevated road con-
verted Sixth Avenue into a popular
shopping section. The largest depart-
ment stores . .. were obliged to lease
land here from the Astors. . . . Thesub-
way makes available for apartment
houses large blocks of Astor land, now
vacant. The several inventors of the
elevator, and the steel system of con-
struction, are the greatest contributors
to Astor’s wealth. . . . The humble in-
ventor of the elevator . . . doubled and
tripled their wealth. The old Astor
ouse plot, which previously was worth

$2,000,000, suddenly acquired a valua-
tion of $5,000,000.

If for no reasons but for liter-
ary reasons alone, it was neces-
sary for Mr. Hendrick to center at-
tention upon this stupendous for-
tune, instead of dealing with such
fortunes in general and their im-
poverishing effects upon masses
of people. The careless reader

1 may therefore think of that for-

tune simply as an instance of the
great good luck of one family.
But only in somewhat lessde-
gree has been the good luck
of other land owners of New
York from the same causes.
The records of the ‘“un-
earned increment” of the Sailors’
Snug Harbor, Trinity Church, the
Dutch Reformed Church, and Co-
lumbia College, not to mention
scores of other landlords, would
yield as instructive a story of New
York’'s development and the di-
version of its common wealth to
private pockets, and almost as
spectacular, as does this story
of the Astor fortune. The Astor
experienceison a larger scale, and
that is all. But there is still an-
other and far more important con-
sideration which Mr. Hendrick’s
story of the Astor fortune sug-
gests. By concentrating atten-
tion upon the income from this
source, of the Astors and their
like, one is apt to lose sight of the
real magnitude of the evil. One
is then apt to think of the evil as
congisting in the accumulation of
such fortunes, and therefore to
measure its magnitude by those
fortunes. Upon doing that he may

fairly reach the conclusion that

the evil is really not very great;
for, while those fortunes may be
large, when brought out before
the imagination in full relief, they
are snrall relatively to the total of
wealth. Consequently those of
us who are satisfied with things
as they are, are apt to think of
fortunes of this kind as casual
and unimportant evils of a civ-
ilization which on the whole needs
no criticism from us; while those
of us who are not satisfied with
things as they are, are inclined to
look elsewhere for an explanation
of economic evils than to a few ex-

ceptional instances of great for-
tunes derived from increases in
land values. The real magnitude
of the evil to which the Astor for-
tune points cannot be measured
by that fortune, nor by all the for-
tunes from that source put to-
gether. It cannot be even con-
ceived of from looking only at the
spectacular fortunes of the bene-
ficiaries.

To realize its magnitude we
must turn around and look into
the extent of the losses which the
existence of such fortunes im-
plies. If the Astor family,
through increases in New York
land values caused by the devel-
opment of the community known
as New York, reap where they did
not sow, then that community
correspondingly loses where it did
sow. And if it loses that much to
the Astors, it loses to the other
great land monopolists of New
York in proportionate degree.
And if it loses in this manner to
the great land monopolists, then
it loses proportionately to the.
small land monopolists down to
the single individual who owns a
single valuable building site from
which he draws ground rent. And
if the community known as the
city of New York loses in
that way to the families that own
the site of that city, then every
other community in the country—
from Chicago down to the tiniest
village—loses in like manner and
proportionate degree. When all
these community losses are
summed up, it will be seen that
the Astor landed-fortune, stu-
pendous as it is, must be but a
bagatelle in comparison with the
aggregate of such fortunes. The
burden of landlordism in this
country is in truth an old-man-of-
the-sea upon the shoulders of in-
dustry, to which all other bur-
dens lumped into one are as a
midget to a giant.

Andthelosses of the community
which constitute the gains of the
landlords are not the whole nor
the heaviest part of this burden.
The heaviest part of the burden of
landlordism upon industry in this_
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country is hinted at by Mr. Hen-
drick when, in telling of the Astor
fortune, he says of the originai
Astor: ’

Nor did he tempt the population to
settle upon his lands. In fact, his busi-
ness policy in every way discouraged it.
As his plots became available for build-
ing. naturally he had many offers to
sell [for building purposes]. . . . Astor
turned them off scornfully. Well, then,
would Mr. Astor himself erect the build-
ing and rent it on fair terms? Then
again Astor withdrew into his shell.
The people became urgent. There were
hundreds of acres; the city was rapidly
growing around them. ... For years
many of his great holdings stood va-
cant, oases surrounded by the build-
ings of more progressive men. Not
all of it is built upon even now. Great
blocks of land purchased by John Jacob
Astor a hundred years ago, still stand
in what are to-day thriving localities.
Property worth millions of dollars is
utilized for coal sheds, blacksmith shops
and lumber. yards.

Again let it be remembered that
Astor is only a type of large land
monopolists, and that all these to-
gether are only typical of an eco-
nomic tendency which reaches
down to the small speculator in
lunded opportunities. It is not
Astor’s land alone, nor that of all
other large land monopolists,
that has been vacant for a hun-
dred years in spite of urgent
needs for its use, or is occupied by
lumber yards and blacksmith
shops when needed for more prof-
itable uses. All dealing in the
land futures of New York has
operated and does operate, even
more rigidly, to obstruct the best
uses of New York land. Neither
are these vacant or inadequately
used areas in New York ¢jty alone.
In every city, in every town and
village, the same obstruction to
industry is observable. It may be
found on prairie farms in the
West and homestead farms in the
East, whose owners are “land
poor;” it may be found on water
fronts, where speculative owners
shut out the improver, and in the
coal mining regions where great
corporations shut in the valuable
deposits of nature from working
miners as they might shut their
own cellar doors. Such obstruc
tions to the use of land of all
kinds, as the needs of the people
call for it and industry respon-

sively seeks it, make in the enor-
mous aggregate the most tremen-
dous cause for the check upon

‘| business enterprise and brawny

labor, and the most obvious and
irrefutable explanation of what is
vaguely called “the conflict be-
tween labor and capital.”

Leslie’s Weekly has struck a
note on taxation that rings loud
and true. It proposes to discour-
age the distigurement of public
streets with posters by levying a
prohibitory tax. “There is no
question,” it says, “of the legality
of such a tax. Municipalitieshave
a right to levy it. Furthermore,
the courts have repeatedly held
that the taxing power can be exer-
cised to the point of confiscation.
There is no limit to it. The post-
ers are usually an offense to the
eve and sometimes to morals.
Wherever they are, in the subway
or on dead walls, they can be read-
ily put out of existence by the tax-
ing method. Tax them to death!”
This would be, indeed, a perfect
plan, if the outlawry of posters
is desired. You can get rid of post-
ers, dogs, cats, houses, the im-
provement of houses, or anything
else, simply by imposing prohibi-
tory taxes. And as a fact we do
keep down the supply and quality
of houses in this way. We tax
them discouragingly. At thesame
time we are very mild in our tax-
ation of house-sites, especially of
vacant sites, thereby fostering the
custom of keeping house sites va-
cant. Now if we really wish to
have a superfluity of vacant but
monopolized house sites and to
have an undersupply of houses,
we need only continue our
present taxing methods. But
if we would reverse this con-
dition, we should take a hint
from Leslie’'s suggestion about a
prohibitory poster tax. Let us
tax vacant lots at a prohibitory
rate, and they will be built upon
speedily; the more especially if
at the same time we abolish taxes
on houses and house-building ma-
terials. And, really, isn’t it less
important merely to abolish
posters on the dead walls of va-
cant lots, than to abolish posters,

dead walls, vacant lots and all, and
to substitute therefor better
houses for business and residence
purposes? Wouldn’t it contrib-
ute more to the gratification of the
acsthetic sense, to the comfort of
those who inhabit houses, to the
incomes of those who build an:
furnish them, and to the general
good?

ROOKEFELLER'S TAINTED GIFT TO
THE HEATHEN.

The Outlook, in its issue of
April 1, argues that the Ameri.
can Board cannot consistently re-
ject Mr. Rockefeller's proffered
$100,000. The Outlook says:

It is not the business of a church.
charitable organization or missionary
society to sit in judgment on the char-
acter of the contributions to its work.

That may be true, generally
speaking. But it is not necessarily
true in every case. The Outlook
has laid down a rule; but the
Standard Oil “System” is an ex-
ception to that rule.

The reason why “it is not the
business of a church, charitable
organization or missionary so-
ciety to sit in judgment on
the character of the contributions
to its work” is because it would be
impossible. But if it were as
easy for the church to sit in judg- -
ment on the character of all the
contributionsto its work asitisin
the case of Mr. Rockefeller, then
one of the most important fea-
tures of its proper business would
be to reject all “tainted” money.
The world will justify the churclr
in following a manifestly neces-
sary rule. But it expects the
church to recognize obvious excep-
tions. .

The world does not expect the
church to investigate the sources
of all moneys that are offered to
it; but when myriad voices thun-
der in the church’s ears: *‘Be-
ware!” it expects the church to
hear.

A merchant is not to blame
for innocently accepting stolen
money in payment for goods: but
when a score of bystanders point
to a would-be purchaser, and de-
clare that the money he is prof-
fering was stolen from them, the
merchant who should accept that
money would be no better than
the thief.
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To quote further from The Out-
look:

if the church and the ministry habit-
ually, and with courage and vigor, con-
demn all questionable methods of
money-getting, however and by whom-
soever practiced, the effect of their testi-
mony will not be vitiated by the refusal
to attempt the impossible task of de-
termining whether and to what degree
money offered for benevolent work is
tainted by the method in which it is
believed to have been acquired. If, on
the contrary, the church and the min-
istry fail to bear such witness with the
courage and the vigor which the con-
ditions of the age demand, they cannot
furnish a substitute for the neglected
duty by the occasional refusal of money
from a multi-millionaire because he has
been indicted in specific terms for
“‘methods which are morally iniquitous
and socially destructive.”

In this The Outlook implies that
the church and the ministry do not
“habitually and with courage and
vigor, condemn all questionable
methods of money-getting, how-
ever and by whomsoever prac-
ticed.”

But as a matter of fact, on the
contrary, the church and the min-
istry do precisely that. They do
it in the only way that The Out-
look will sanction. Preachers of
all denominations are forever
thundering anathema against all
questionable methods of money-
getting, not only, but against
questionable conduct of any kind.
The Outlook knows this to be true,
and would confess as much. The
Outlook does not méan to imply
that the clergy do not habitually,
and with courage and vigor, de-
nounce all evil, including the evil
of questionable methods of mon-
ey-getting.  What The Outlook
evidently means is that the clergy
do not name the particular cases
of questionable money-getting
that they condemn. It mustmean
that, for it cannot deny that the
church attacks evil, per se, with
persistency and vigor.

But The Outlook stultifies it-
self. In another portion of the
article in question it says:

It is not the business of a church
. . . to sit in judgment on the char-
acter of the contributions to its work.

How can the ministry condemn,
more vigorously than they hab-
itually do, all questionable meth-
ods of money-getting, except by
sitting in judgment on the char-
acter of particular cases? The
Outlook requires the former. It
forbids the latter.

If it is, as The Outlook says, an
“impossible task to determine
whether and to what extent mon-
ey offered for benevolent work is
tainted by the method in which it
is believed to have been acquired”
—if The Outlook denies that the
church can detect a particular
source of “taint,” and that, too,
with the aid of hundreds of thou-
sands of witnesses all pointing at
the same spot, then what does it
mean by saying that—
if the church and the ministry fail to
bear such witness with the courage and
the vigor which the conditions of the
age demand. they cannot furnish a sub-
stitute for the neglected duty by the oc-
casional refusal of money from a mul-
ti-millionaire because he has been in-
dicted in specific terms for methods
which are morally iniquitous and so-
cially destructive.

The fact is that the church was
about to perform its “duty,” in a

‘case where mistake was impossi-

ble, when The Outlook threw up
its warning hands and cried:
“Stop! The task you would un-
dertake is impossible. You may
not sit in judgnment on the meth-
ods of Mr. Rockefeller’s money-
getting. But go first, and, with
courage and vigor, condemn all
questionable methods of money-
getting, however and by whomso-
ever practiced!”

If the church is ever going to do
this latter it will have to begin
somewhere. Evidently The Out-
look does not wish it to begin on
Mr. Rockefeller. Possibly the
weight of testimony against Mr.
Rockefeller is not sufficient to
convict him, in the estimation of
The Outlook. And it must be con-
fessed that in Mr. Rockefeller's
case we have a “hung” jury. Mr.
H. H. Rogers stands out for ac-
quittal!

Possibly, if the church shall
by and by succeed in spotting
some commercial pirate, so luck-
less that not a soul in all the
world will say a good word for
him, The Outlook will give the
word for the church to begin to
bear witness, etc.

The one really “impossible”
thing in this whole business prom-
ises to be the renunciation of that

$100,000!
EDWARD HOWELL PUTNAM.

If we had a popular eiection of Sen-
ators it would require a wrecking crew
to get some of the present members out
of the debris.—Chicago Examiner.

NEWS NARRATIVE

‘Week ending Thursday, April 6.

Result of the Chicago Election.

It is conceded on both sides that
the result of the Chicago election
on the 4th was a pronounced vic-
tory for Judge Dunne and the pol-
icy of “immediate municipal own-
ership” of traction utilities which
his candidacy preeminently repre-
sented.

The municipal campaign which
has culminated in that victory
was described, down to the 30th of
March, in the last issue of the pre-
ceding volume of The Public (vol.
vii, p. 821), and we resume the nar-
rative with the events of the 31st.
The climax of the Harlan cam-
paign was reached on the evening
of that day with a mass meeting
which packed the Auditorium, ex-
cept the highest gallery, and at
which Mr. Harlan and Col. Low-
den were the principal speakers,
and Congressman Boutell presid-
ed. Minor meetings were ad-
dressed by Mr. Harlan and his
supporters on the 1st, 2d and 3d.
The Dunne compaign reached its
climax on the 1stwith a mass
meeting which packed the Audi-
torium, except the highest gal-
lery, and furnished auditors for
two large overflow meetings in
the street. The inside meeting
was presided over by Judge Tuley
and the speakers were Judge
Dunne, Joseph Medill Patterson,
John Barton Payne, Samuel Al-
schuler, James Hamilton Lewis
and Clarence 8. Darrow. Judge
Dunne took no part in meetings on
the 2d, but on the 3d he also spoke
at several minor meetings.

Predictions preceding the elec-
tion were positive, and, as after-
ward appeared, quite unfounded.
Over their signatures, on the 2d,
Mr. Harlan predicted “with entire
confidence a triumphant election
of the entire Republican ticket”;
his campaign manager, Mr. Red-
dick, predicted “not less than 20,-
000 plurality” on an “estimated
total vote cast of 320,000”; the
chairman of his “business men's”
committee, H. G. Selfridge, pre-
dicted that “the Republican ticket
will show a majority which wiil
surprise even its most enthusias-
tic workers.” On the other hand
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Judge Dunne, on the same day,
predicted “the greatest majority
ever given to any mayor in this
city”; and his campaign manager,
Frank Wenter, predicted a plural-
ity of 53,000 in a total vote of 315.-
{MN). Even the Prohibitionists and
the Socialists made extravagant
predictions. Oliver W. Stewart,
the Prohibition candidate, pre-
dicted “two or three times as
many votes as two years ago,”
when the Prohibition vote was
2.674; and John Collins, the So-
cialist candidate, predicted a So-
cialist vote of 50.000. The gam-
blers were betting 5 to 1 on
Dunne’s election.

As reported on the 5th, the vote,
which for comparison we accom-
pany with the vote at the mayor-
alty election of two years ago, was

as follows, subject to correction,-

of coursge, by the official count:

<D) Dunne ......161.,686 Harrison
«R) Harlan .....137,232 Stewart .
(B By e pan
(3 Colilng ... I QL) Sate.. . 1014
Total .....ovuee 332,230 (LL.) Cruice... 9,97
Total ..... o .309,515
Dunne’s maj.... 671 Maj. against
Dunne's plu..... 24,454 Harrison ..... ?,
Harrisan s piu. ‘r,wwv

The Democratic candidate for
City Attorney was defeated by
the Republican, John F. Smulski,
by a plurality of 16.596.

Judge Dunn’s victory for mu-
nicipal ownership was acknowl-
edged by Gov. John A. Johnson,
of Minnesota, who said:

The election of Judge Dunne is a great
victory, gratifying to all who believe
in municipal ownership.

Also by Mayor Tom L. Johnson,
of Cleveland, who commented as
follows:

Judge Dunne’s victory marks the be-

ginning of the people’s battle to own
their street rallroads, and the end will
not be reached until every city in the
United States follows Chicago's exam-
ple.
On the 5th Judge Dunne weni
with Clarence 8. Darrow to New
York, to speak at C8oper Union
on maunicipal ownership on the
7th in response to the following
telegram signed by William Ran-
dolph Hearst, Judge Samuel Sea-
bury. John Palmieri, Melvin G.
Palliser, J. G. Phelps Stokes, C.
Augustus Haviland, and Thomas
<Gilleron, executive committee of
the Municipal Ownership League
of New York:

The Municipal Ownership League of
New York congratulates you on the
splendid victory achieved by you and
the cause your candidacy represented.
The League’s mass meeting, originally
set for Monday night, April 10, can be
changed to Friday night, April 7,
through the courtesy of Charles Sprague
Smith, managing director of the Peo-
ple’s Institute, if you can be present.
New York citizens will be happy to
meet face to face with the man under
whose leadership a great American city
declared for municipal ownership at
the polls. :

Address by the Mayor-Elect.

Upon the announcement of his
election, Judge Dunne issued the
following signed statement of his
municipal policy as Mayor, which
appeared in the local papers on
the 5th:

I regard my election by a majority of
approximately 25,000, in view of the rev-
olution in the management of public
utilities that it portends and in view of
the tremendous financial interests in-
volved upon the other side of this eco-
nomic struggle, as a remarkable vic-
tory for the people of this city. It means
that Chicago, ever in the lead, which is
the nerve center of America, will take
the lead among American cities in mu-
nicipalizing its public utilities, if we
can here, as I confidently believe we can,
introduce this great reform in Chicago.

There were many difficulties that we
had to contend with. I am confident that
the Socialist party was exploited and
1 believe assisted very materially by the
enemies of the movement.

Although I did not seek this nomina-
tion and neither raised my hand nor
voice among political or nonpolitical cir-
cles, it was urged against me in the press
that I was a self-seeker and a political
Judge. Now that the contest is over, I
want to assure my fellow citizens that 1
was forced into the position of a candi-
date by circumstances beyond my con-
trol, brought about chiefly by my active
interest hitherto displayed in the propa-
ganda of municipal ownership.

This propaganda I advocated from a
deep sense of conviction and with no ul-
terior motives. Iam confident, now that
the campaign is over. that unless Judge
Tuley had taken the stand he did in the
interest of the preservation of the streets
to the public, and if I had not in response
to that call from Judge Tuley received
such enthusiastic support from my fel-
low citizens, the cause of municipal
ownership and ultimate operation in
this community would have been de-
layed for twenty years and thereby lost
to this generation of Chicago citizens.

The campaign conducted on the part
of the municipal ownership ticket was
unique in many particulars. I declined
and refused to accept assistance from
public utility sources of an improper
and disreputable character. It was con-

ducted upon a high plane. It received
enthusiastic voluntary support, both in
regard to votes and financial assistance,
the contributions ranging from $1 up-
ward.

It was a campaign wholly without
pledges, and I shall enter upon the du-
ties to which this community has called
me, absolutely without any compromis-
ing pledges, alliances, or deals of any
character. It will be my aimand ambi-
tion to put into actual force in this
community the programme set forth in
our platform.

The people of Chicago, and myself as
a candidate of the municipal ownership
sentiment in the community, are under
a deep debt of gratitude to many per-
sons and papers. Were it not for the
wholesouled, high principled, and disin-
terested action of Judge Tuley, and the
very valuable assistance rendered by
Joseph Medill Patterson and other Re-
publicans of his independent type, by
such persons as Louis F. Post, Clarence
S. Darrow, Margaret Haley, Samuel Al-
schuler, John Barton Payne, James
Hamilton Lewis, Daniel L. Cruice, and
by David Rosenheim, John Watson, H.
R. Eagle, and H. M. Ashton of the com-
mittee of 100, William Bross Lloyd, T. P.
Quinn, and others of the Municipal
Ownership league, Emil Ritter of the
[Referendum league, and many others,
indeed, of disinterested citizens and elo-
quent men, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, who took the platform in this
campaign in advocacy of the people’s
cause, that cause might not have tri-
umphed.

On behalf of the people of this com-
munity, who think I am heartily in fa-
vor of public ownership and operation
of public utilities, I desire to thank each
and all of these persons for the valuable
assistance rendered to the cause.

In reference to my programme I would
state that it will be my policy to proceed
carefully and deliberately, acting cau-
tiously, with reasonable expedition,
with the advice of the best experts in the
street railway line in regard to the meth-
ods, to bring about the municipalization
of our street car system. Uptothe pres-
ent time I have not had the benefit of ex-
pert advice and consultation from men
skilled in the equipment of street car
systems. My first aim will be to procure
for the city of Chicago the services of a
man or men of ability and thorough
capacity in this line.

I shall have these experts carefully
survey the present street car systems of
this city and report to me their con-
clusions upon the methods to be pur-
sued. and then, acting upon their advice,
and the advice of the ablest lawyers that
I can procure, we shall proceed to take
such steps as will bring about the muni-
cipalization of these plants at the earli-
est possible moment.

I have not in contemplation at the
present time the retention or removal of
any public official of the city of Chicago.
I have no one selected for any particular
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" position excepting, possibly, my private
secretary, whom I have in my mind’s
eye. I do intend, however, to tender to
Joseph Medill Patterson a position upon
the civil service board or this city at the
earliest possible moment that tender can
be made.. As to whether Mr. Patterson
will accept or not I have no assurance. 1
intend to see that the civil service law
of this State, in so far as it affects the
city of Chicago, is rigidly enforced dur-
ing my tenure of office.

I should add that I extend my thanks
to the men of the organization of the
Democratic party who conducted the
campaign so successfully brought to a
close. 1should also mention Dr. Howard
S. Taylor and D. P. Murphy, whose ex-
cellent work in compiling the campaign
text book contributed so much to the
campaign of education on the great issue
that triumphed in this election, -

Statement by Mr. Harlan.
Mr. Harlan made the following
public statement:

The majority rules, and it only re-
mains for me to say that, having made
the best fight I could for what I thought
was right, I now cheerfully accept the
verdict of the people. To Chairman
Reddick and his associates of the Re-
publican organization; to Harry G. Self-
ridge and his associates of the “New
Chicago committee,” to Professor Gra-
ham Taylor and his association, the
Non-partisan club, and to all other
friends, I desire publicly to express my
appreciation of their loyal aid in the
campaign just closed.

To the Mayor-elect he sent the fol-
lowing message:

Please accept my cordial congratula-
tions and best wishes. )

The Chicago Referendum.

Judge Dunne’s election on the
“immediate municipal ownership”
policy was emphasized by the ref-
endum vote. Last Summer a
“tentative” ordinance granting a
settlement franchise to the City
Railway system. was presented

by the transportation committee -

to the Council, and the public were
notified by the Mavor that unless
a referendum petition were
promptly secured against it (vol.
vii, p. 743) it would be put upon its
passage. A petition of - 135,000
signers was soon procured. sub-
mitting the following three ques-
tions:

(1) Shall the City Council pass the
ordinance reported by the local trans-
portation committee to the City Council
on the 24th day of August. 1904, granting
a franchise to the Chicago City Railway
Company?

(2) Shall the City Council pass any

ordinance granting a franchise to the
Chicago City Railway Company?

(3) Shall the City Council pass any
ordinance granting a franchise to any
street railroad company?

The principal papers supporting
Mr. Harlan (the Record-Herald
and the Daily News) opposed the
signing of this petition; but it was
accomplished with the aid of the
Hearst papers. After the peti-
tion had been filed, the friends in
the Council of the tentative ordi-
nance, amended the ordinance and
thereafter contended, as did Mr.
Harlan, that the first question had
lost its vitality because the tenta-
tive ordinance mentioned therein
no longer existed, and that the
other questions were abstract
and confusing. Following was the
advice of the Daily News to vot-
ers, regarding this subject, given
in its issue of the 3d, the Record-
Herald giving the same advice:

The three questions of public policy
are out of date and should be ignored.
The first compels a negative vote, be-
cause it excludes all possibility of
amendment in any particular. The sec-
ond and third propositions are purpose-
ly unfairly framed to compel a definite
answer under indefinite conditions. All
three questions are now irrelevant to
any practical consideration of present
traction conditions and an intelligent
vote on them is therefore an impossibil-
ity. Pay no attention to them.

The vote on these questions is
reported as follows:

Negative

Yes. No. Maj.
First question ........ 60,136 140,049 79,913
Second question...... 57,151 139,416 82,266
Third questien ....... 35,660 141,518 85,858
The effect of this vote is to con-
demn the specific franchise now

pending before the Council, by
79,913 majority; to oppose any
franchise to the City Railway
company, by a majority of 82,2635,
and to oppose any franchise toany
company, by a majority of 85,858.

As the vote in favor of fran-
chige ig larger than the vote of last
Spring against immediate muni-
cipal ownership (vol. vii, p. 7), on
which the Record-Herald and the
Daily News advised a negative
vote, it is inferred that the advice
to ignore the traction-referendum
questions at the recent election
was not heeded. Comparison of
this referendum vote with previ-
ous ones indicates that practical-
ly all voters who favor franchises
and oppose immediate municipal

ownership voted to that end with
an appropriate affirmative vote at
this election, as they had with an
appropriate negative vote at pre-
vious elections. The same infer-
ence is drawn from the fact that a
mandatory referendum on a local
bond issue, which was advocated
by the Record-Herald and the
Daily News, received only 131,276
votes—S8,000 less than the lowest
adverse vote on the franchise
questions. The bond issue was
carried by a majority of only 34.-
935—45,000 less than the lowest
majority on the franchise ques-
tions. ¢

-

The City Council.

The City Council, one-half of
which was chosen at this election,
is composed of 37 Republicans, 32
Democrats, and 1 independent.
Of those chosen at the election, 19
are Republicans and 17 Demo-
crats. Among the aldermen re-
elected were Kenna (“Hinky
Dink”), Harding, Cullerton and
Powers, who were commonly cat-
logued during the campaign with
“gray wolves”; and Foreman,
Young, Bennett and Eidmann,
who are most prominently identi-
fied with the franchise extension
policy. The significance of the re-
election of the latter four, who
were supported by the Municipal
Voters’ League, is indicated by
the report of the 5thin the Rec-
ord-Herald, which is also commit-
ted to the franchise extension
policy, as follows:

‘When the new Council is inaugurated
Monday night, a bare majority of its
members will be in alignment with
Mayor-elect Dunne in his plans for “im-
mediate” municipal ownership, but the
Democrats think there will be no ab-
sence of harmony between the new Ex-
ecutive and the aldermen. The strong
men of the Council, however, the mem-
bers who have labored with the traction
problem for years, assert that the tenta-
tive ordinance will still remain promj-
nently before the Aldermen as a sugges-
tion of the lines on which a settlement -
will ultimately be made. Alderman
Foreman. chairman of the local trans-
portation committee. said last night:
“Had John Harlan stood on the tenta-
tive ordinance he would have been elect-
ed. The tentative ordinance was con-
firmed and sustained by the reelection
of Aldermen Bennett, Young, Eidmann
and myself. Itisthe McKinley bill of
traction legislation—the declaration of
municipal independence. There will be
no settlement of the traction question
that is not on the lines of the tentative
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ordinance.” An analysis of the returns,
based. on the well-known attitude of
hold-over members, the declarations of
those returned, and the statements and
pledges of new men with reference to
municipal ownership, show a small ma-
jority in favor of the Dunne programme,
The size of this majority is in doubt. As
nearly as can be determined from the
more or less definite expressions of the
new aldermen, there appear to be 36
members favoring the plan promulgated
by the Democratic platform, thirty-one
against this plan and three whose atti-
tude is in doubt.

In the same report, the Record-
Herald publishes, on the point
noted above, an interview with
Walter L. Fisher, the secretary
and leader of the Municipal Vot-
ers’ League, an organization
which, while it has not officially
committed itself either
against franchise extension, has
been identitied by its personnel
with the franchise extension pol-
iry. Mr. Fisher is reported to have
said:

The new Council contains a good, safe
majority of honest, reliable men, who
will give Judge Dunne support in any
sane and sincere effort to solve the trac-
tion problem. As the chosen representa-
tive of the people of Chicago he is en-
titled to exactly this kind of support.

Upon investigation the Record-
Herald firfds, according to’its re-
" ports of the 6th, that Mayor
Dunne will be supported by a ma-
jority of the Council. It had sub-
nmitted the following question to
each alderman:

Will you support Judge Dunne in his
declared plan for immediate municipal
ownership?

To this quextion, says the Record-
Herald report, “the responses
varied,” but—

the Democrats gave unqualified support
to Judge Dunne’s plans. Of the Repub-
licans heard from, a number were non-
committal, asserting that they would
give fair play to any plans presented
for action. Six Republicans—Aldermen
Beilfuss, Dunn, R. R. McCormick, Rob-
ert Schmidt, Uhlir and Alderman-elect
A. J. Harris—said they would support
the new Executive's programme.

It is therefore conceded by the
Record-Herald that “an immedi-
ate municipal ownership force of
at least 39 of the 70 aldermen” is
assured.

Beginning Work in Traction Reform.
On the 5th Judge Dunne took
the first practical step in execu-

for or,

tion of his traction policy, by
cabling the following message to
the lord provost, or mayor, of
Glasgow:

Lord Provost, Glasgow, Scotland:
Chicago as the first great city in Ameri-
ca following the lead of Glasgow and
other progressive cities, has declared
for the municipalization of its street
cars by twenty-five thousand majority.
Will you give the manager of your muni-
cipal tramways a vacation of thirty days
to visit Chicago to confer with me. All
expenses, first-class travel, hotel Dbills,
etc., will be paid by me. Edward F.
Dunne, Mayor-elect of Chicago.

Reelection of Comerford.

An incident of the Chicago
election which is of general inter-
est is the reelection to the lower
house of the Illinois legislature of
Frank D. Comerford.  Mr. Comer-
ford was expelled (vol. vii, pp. 705,
713) last Winter for having in pub-
lic charged the legislatare with
corruption. The investigating
committee refused to investigate,
but insisted upon Comertord’s
proving a case as in court. His
constituents reelected him on the
4th, at a special election, to fill hixs
own vacancy. His plurality is
about 600.

Another S8ingle Tax Mayor.

An exciting mayoralty election
was held in Kansas City, Kansas,
on the 4th (vol. vii, p. 80Y), in which
W. W. Rose, a prominent archi-
tect of Kansas, and well known as
an advocate of Henry George's
programme of land value taxa-
tion, was the Democratic candi-
date, and the present incumbent,
Mayor Gilbart, wasthe Republi-
can candidate for reelection. The
issue was the same general issue
as in Chicago, public ownership of
public utilities, but its specific ap-
plication related to the distribu-
tion of natural gas, now a fran-
chise monopoly. After an excit-
ing campaign Mr. Rose was elect-
ed by about 1,000 majority.

Other Municipal Elections. .
In Colorado on the 4th there
was a Democratic landslide at the
municipal elections, except in
Denver. It is supposed to have
been a popular rebuke of the Re-
publicans with reference to the
Peabodyimbroglio(vol.vii. p. 803).
In Pueblo, Colorado Springs and
Leadville, normally Republican,
the Democratic tickets were suc-
cessful—in Leadville for the first

time in twenty years. In most of
the smaller towns, where party
lines were drawn, the Democrats
won, the notable exceptions being
Cripple Creek, Victor, Golden and
Central City. At Gunnison the
proposition to bond the city for
$10,000 for waterworks and an
electric light system carried.

The mayoralty contest in Kt.
Louis was between the present
Mayor, Rolla Wells, the Demo-
cratic candidate, John A. Talty,
Republican, Wimn. Brandt, So-
cialist, and Lee Meriwether, the
candidate of a third party de-
manding municipal ownership.
The vote is reported as 44,367 for
Wells; 42,942 for Talty; 7,124 for
Brandt, and 2,936 for Meriwether.
A proposed bond issue of $9,000,-
000 for city improvements was de-
feated by the necessary one-third
negative vote, .

NEWS NOTES

—President Roosevelt left Washing-
ton on the 3d for a.pleasure trip West.

—On the 3d. the President named
Theodore P. Shonts as chairman of the
Isthmian Canal Commission (vol. vii, p.
568), and Charles E. Magoon as governor
of the Canal Zone.

—Legal proceedings were begun in
Chicago on the 5th to forfeit the street
franchises of the Chicago Telephone
company, for breach of conditions and
public obligations.

—Dr. M. R. Leverson, of Brooklyn, will
speak at Masonic Temple, Chicago, on
the 9th at 8 o’clock, under the auspices
of the Social Science League. on ‘““The
Truth About Smallpox and Vaccina-
tion.”

—The first trains passed through the
Simplon tunnel (vol. vii, p. 764) on the
2d, one from Italy and one from Switz-
erland. When they met midway the
event was celebrated with music and a
sermon.

—The Jefferson Club of Chicago (vol.
vii, p. 743) is to celebrate Jefferson’s
birthday with a dinner on the 13th at the
Sherman House. Among the speakers
will be William J. Bryan and probably
Tom L. Johnson.

—Charles H. Moyer has brought suit
against ex-Gov. Peabody and Gen. Sher-
man Bell. of Colorado, for $100.000 dam-
ages for false imprisonment (vol. vii. pp.
216, 805). in connection with the Colo-
rado disturbances of last year.

—The Cleveland City Council having
on the 27th passed a resolution calling
upon Mayor Johnson either to apologize
to the Council for charging corruption
(vol. vii, p. 793) or to make formal
charges in court, Mayor Johnson on the
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3d announced that he would do neither
and asserted that he still believed that
certain financial interests had more in--
fluence than the interests of 40,000 vot-
ers, with certain members of the Coun-
cil.

PRESS OPINIONS

Chicago Chronicle (Rep.), Apr. 5.—The
probability is that the municipal ownership’
issue, favored by both candidates unwisely,
did not cut an important figure in yester-
day's election. There are some peop.e in
Chicago who look upon municipal owner-
ship as a panacea for all their ills, but by
the great majority of sober and inteillgent
men that idea is regarded as a joke or a
dream. . . Believing Judge Dunne to
be unfitted for the place to which he has
been elected and that, surrounded by the
influences which are known to control him
poiitically, it will be impossibie for him to
aoguit himself with credit. The Chronicle
neverthe.ess hopes for the best, whlle fear-
ing the worst,

Chicago Record-Herald (ind. Rep.), Apr.
6.—By a decisive vote Judge Edward F.
Dunne has been chosen by: the voters of Cki-
cago to be their next mayor. The Ameri-
can way Is to bow cheerfully to the wiil of
the majority, and so, albelt with some mis-
givings, the Record-Herald makes its
obelssance. The mayor's chalir is not an
easy one under any circumstances, and the
incoming mayor will find the job especially
difficult by reason of his preelection p.edges
made to the voters. It will be the aim of
the Record-Herald to treat Mayor Dunne
with absolute fairness, to aid him in every-
thing that he attempts that looks to the bet-
terment of Chicago, and to criticise him
when just criticism seems required.

Chicago Examiner (Dem.), Apr. b—All
cities of the United States owe a debt of
gratitude to the citizens of Chicago. The
vote for municipal ownership has estab-
lished the fact that one great city at least
—the greatest of the nation in vigorand in-
dependence of thought—has decided to own-
“and to manage its civic monopolies and
properties. What Chicago does to-day the
other cities, great and small, will do short-
Iy¥. . . . The question before the pecople
has been: Shall the public necessities of
the people be monopolized by a few and ex-
ploited for thelr personal Rgrofit, with
bribery, universal debauchery of public of-
ficlais, as a feature of the programme? To
this question Chicago has answered ‘“No."”
Greater than any financial benefit is the
moral benetit that the people will derive
from this important vote. . . . This elec-
tion is & menace to every man with a p.an
for exploiting the people. 1t is full of hope
for the patriot, who believes in his country,
knowing that corruption cannot finally
overthrow the principies of self-govern-
ment, for which the fathers of the country
sacrificed so much,

Chicago Daiiy News (ind.), Apr. 5.—By
their verdict at the polls yesterday the peo-
ple of Chicago have made an impressive
protest against the atrocious street rallway
service from which they have suffered so
iong. They were offered municipal owner-
ship by both candidates for mayor. Ore
Leid out to them the hope of “‘immediate’”
municipal ownership and this they voted
for as expressing their resentment most
forcibly. The result of the election was a
triumph for the adjective. Judge
Dunne’s most ardent supporter during the
canvass leading up to yesterday's c¢.ection
does not wish him a successful adminis-
tration more heartily than does the Daily
News. An unsparing critic of scme of his
campaign methods and of his avowed pol-
icy of condemnation and purchase cof the
street railway property, inciuding the
franchises, this newspaper wouid be very
giad to find by his officlal acts that Mayor-

elect Dunne is as wise, as capable and as
powerful for good as he has been pictured
by his partisanrs. He now has the oppor-
tunity to justify their expectations and to
disprove the assertions of his critics,

THE CHICAGO ELECTION,

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), Apr. 5.—Judge
Dunne will be the next mayor of Chicago.
He has polled 161,686 votes to 137,232 for Mr.
Harlan. That gentleman made a galiant
fight, and deserves credit for it. But it was
not on the cards that he should be elected.
There were two reasons why It was not.
One was that he was for municipal owner-
ship ‘‘day after to-morrow,’” while Judge
Dunne was for municipal ownership ‘‘to-
morrow.” TLe man with the definite, posi-
tive, ‘immediate’’ programme won. . .
Now we expect Mayor Dunne to redeem the
promises which he has made—to give the
city the best administration he is capable
of, to call the ablest men in his party about
him, and to remember that his fellow citi-
zens are expecting great things of him, not
merely in the way of “immediate municipal
ownership,” but in the way of an efficient
administration of all departments of the
city government. We wish he would forget
municipal ownership part of the time.
We hope he will consider it is not a moral
question, but a business question. We hope
he will think that life Is worth living wheth-
er we get municipal ownership during the
next two years or not.

MISCELLANY

THE SPRINGTIME OF FREEDOM.

For The Public.

Oh the bare brown branches burgeon and
the budding leaves are pink,

And we hear the Springtime singing where
the withering snowfields shrink.

It has been a cruel winter and its night was
long and drear,

But the Easter bells are chiming, and the
soft-voic'd Spring is here!

Lo! the Springtime of man’s freedom, of
man's happiness.and hope,

When the portals of His Kingdom to the
sons of mortals ope—

All the beauty of the Ideal, all the glory of
the True;

In the sunshine of God's freedom they are
close at hand for you!

See, the sunshine warms and widens, and
the somber days are done; )
There were bitter times in winter, but the
winter's course Is run.

Men have lived and men have suffered; men
have suffered and have died,

And their blood has been the purple of the
monarch’s robe of pride.

Now they rally to the struggle of a wider
war than wont,

But God's harbingers of freedom gather
with them, at the front.

And the winter of man’s slavery, of his suf-
fering and despair,

It is passing, brother, passing, for the
Spring is everywhere!

Hear the cadence of its music where the
night-wrapp'd Russias frown.

1t is harsh-toned there, my brother, but it
sings the tyrant down!

How the echoes leap to answer from a
thousand cities’ streets;

And the Russian cry for “Freedom™ every
foreign tongue repeats.

In the West the living lightning of God's
mightiest truth was born;

Now the skies of all the Orient by its vivid
blaze are torn.

And the Age has reached its limlts—all the
things foretold are come.

Likewise. shall they pass, my brother,
though the prophet’s lips are dumb,

And the days of peace and pienty in the
Summer-land of Joy

Dawn for all the tolling millions that the
rulers count alloy.

Dawn for all the toiling millions of the
anguished and forlorn;

Of the ruled, and robbed, and wretched by
the hundred million born

To be spurred and driven drudges for the
owners of the earth,

To be bullet-meat for murder when they

' have no other worth.

Yea, the bare brown branches burgeon and
the rising sun is bright,

And the scattered peaks of promise glitter
golden in the light.

It {8 Springtime in the Heavens,
Springtime on the Earth!

And the hopes of God and Mankind tremble
smiling into birth.

VIRGINIA M. BUTTERFIELD.

it is

-DEMOCRACY IN AMERICAN JOUR-
NALISM.

Report of the speech of Louis F. Post
before the Democratic Editorlai Associa-
tion of Nebraska at Lincoln, Neb., March
22, 1905, on ““Demodratic ldeais in Amerlcan
Journalism.

You have asked me to speak on
“Democratic Ideals in American Jour-
nalism.” Let me begin by making sure
that we understand one another when
we say ‘“democracy.” -

I don’t believe that democracy is the
same thing as bad manners. I don't
think a man is a democrat because he
takes my breath away by thumping
me on the back—unless I’ve got some-
thing sticking in my wind pipe and he
is trying to thump it out. I don’t
think any man is a democrat because
he enthusiastically crushes my fingers
when he shakes my hand. I don’t
think he is a democrat because he
takes off his coat when good manners
require him to keep it on. I donmn’t
think him a democrat because he so-
ciably puffs tobacco smoke in people’s
faces. I don’t think him a democrat
because he spits puddles of tobacco
juice on car floors for other people to
wade through. I don’t think a rich
man a democrat because he makes
himself hail-fellow-well-met now and

then with poor people whom he
wouldn’t invite to his house. But
don’t misunderstand mre. Men who do

those things may be democrats all the
same. I am not passing judgment on
them. My point is that the doing of
those things doesn’t make them dem-
ocrats.

Then there’'s the question about
democracy and the swallow-tail coat.
Some folks won't wear that kind of
coat because they think it isn’t dem-

ocratic. And they rather think that

v
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folks who do wear it are not demo-
crats. Now, I don't” care whether a
man wears a swallow-tail coat or not.
But I insist that a man may be a per-
tectly good democrat, even if he does
wear one, and he may not be a dem-
ocrat at all. though he refuses to wear
one. But this much may be said, that
if men are to wear ‘“glad clothes” at
all, then the ‘‘glad clothes” of the
swallow-tail coat order are as demo-
<cratic as possible. In a room full of
men all dressed in this kind of “glad
<lothes,” you can’t tell rich men from
poor men. They all look alike. The
only noticeable distinctions are dis-
tinctions of conversation and reputa-
tion. There is no distinction of
clothes, and what could be more dem-
ocratic than that?
But I have only referred to the swal-
low-tail coat as a symbol of conven-
tionality. What I want to emphasize
48 the more general point that no man
is a democrat merely because he de-
fies conventionalities. No man is a
democrat because he is queer. What
democracy requires of a man is that
he shall respect the rights of others.
_ Once I was in a Southern city at the
time of a snowfall—the first in over 30
Years—it was such a novelty that every
native white man on the streets seemed
to be snowballing every other man,
black and white. I had occasion to go
out doors, and after I had been pelted
by every group of white men I met, I
began to feel that the lonesome Negro
1 passed, the only man I met that didn't
snowball strangers, was the only dem-
ocrat in the city. At any rate he re-
spected the right of others not to be
snowballed. And I have wondered ever
since why that was so. Was it because
he had democratic instincts? Or was
he like the old German's dead wife.
*Was she reconciled to die?” asked
a sympathetic neighbor. “Mein Gott,”
replied the astonished German, ‘“she hat
ter be.” 1 have.wondered whether
that Negrorespected the rights of others
because he had to, or because he wanted
to—for a man’s motives make a differ-
ence on the question of his democracy.
A man’s democracy doesn’t depend
upon color or race or caste or station
or wealth or dress. It depends upon his
respect for the rights of others. With-
<out this he may be anything else you
please, but not a democrat. The very
foundation stone of democracy is respect
for the rights of man. P
To be a member of the Democratic
party. that does not make & man a dem-
ocrat. The Democratic party has «
whole job-lot of members who don’t be-
lieve that there is any such thing as the

rights of man. It has a whole job-lot of
members who would like to use it to
trample upon the rights of wan. |
know many Republicans who are better
democrats than some members of the
Democratic party. There are plenty ot
Populists who are better democrats than
lots of men who have got themselves
stamped with the Democratic trade
mark. The question is not whether we
are loyal to the Democratic party. It is
whether we are true to the democratic
principle.

But don’t imagine that democrats
ought to bolt the Democratic party
whenever the party veers from the
straight democratic course. For Demo-
cratic newspapers and Democratic lead-
ers to jump out of the Democratic party
when it comes temporarily under the in-
fluence of plutocratic leaders and pluto-
cratic newspapers, why that is folly if
they really want democratic principle
to win. To jump out of the Democratic
party in those circumstances, is to leave
the masses of the party to the mercy of
its plutocratic manipulators.

The Democratic party embraces mil-
lions of voters who are democrats at
heart, even if they can be fooled now
and then by plutocrats in Democratic
uniform and under the Democratic flag.
‘What these voters want, and what they
have proved they want, is democratic
leadership inside the Democratic party
and not outside of it. Democratic lead-

"ers who break away from the Democrat-
ic party and try to form third parties
may serve a good purpose. Their work
may be educational. They may make
good political school-teachers. But
they cease to be good political leaders.

Make no mistake about it, third par-
ties do not grow from little to big in this
country. The reason is plain enough.
It is because the election machinery of
this country does not give small parties
a chance to grow gradually. If we had
proportional representation, small par-

“ties might grow gradually into big ones.

Soif wehad second elections when a can-
didate doesn’t get a majority, as they
have on the continent of Europe. But
under the election system that we do
have, the little party is at a disadvan-
tage. It cannot poll its own vote. It
barely polls a small percentage of it3
own vote.

Most men don’t like to throw away
their votes, as they call it. You may teil
them that voting for a little party of
principle isn’t throwing away their
votes, and many of them may listen to
you once or twice. But when they find
that others don't listen, they give up in
despair. And so your little party. even
when it has made a pretty fair start, be-

gins to dwindle. It grows backwards in-
stead of forwards. ’

I know that some people tell us the
Republican party began little and
gradually grew big. But if you read
political history you will find they are
mistaken. The Republican party
sprang immediately into second place.
And that is the natural tendency.

Under our election methods the peo-
ple divide naturally into two political
parties, and not into many; and a new
party must take first or second place
at once, or it will ~ever take either.
If it represents a strung public senti-
ment, the voters may have a whirl or
two at it, and if it goes immediately
to first or second place they will stand
by it. But if one or two whirls don’t
give it first or second place, they will
fall back into the old parties in such
numbers that the new party will have
no voting strength left. You can’'t man-
ufacture a political party. Parties are
like great poets, they are born and not
made. And they are born full-grown.
As Minerva sprang full-grown, full-
armed from the head of Jove, SO new
political parties spring full-grown, full-
armed from the hearts of the people.
You might just as well fish for shad
in a tin dipper as to fish for a new
party in a convention of delegates who
are not delegated.

Out of the Whig and the Tory par-
ties of the colonial period came two
factions. The strong government fac-
tion crystallized into the Federalist
party. This was lead by Hamilton, the
anti-democrat, and was opposed by Jef-
ferson and his democratic followers.
The Jeffersonian opposition quickly de-
veloped into a distinct party. It was
democratic, but they didn’t like to call
it so. The word ‘“democrat’” was in
much the same bad odor then that the
word “anarchist” is now. So the Jef-
fersonians called their party Republic-
an. Bothnames meantgovernmentofthe
people by the people and for the peo-
ple. Both meant equal rights and op-
position to special privilege. But the
Jeffersonians didn’t shrink from the
name Republican as they did from the
name Democrat. So it came about
that the first democratic party of the
United States was known as the Re-
publican party. Under that name Jef-
ferson led democracy to victory, and
in a few years the old Federalist party
disintegrated.

Then the Republican party of Jeffer-
son’s day became the band wagon par-
ty, and the aristocrats and the pluto-
crats and all the other enemies of
democracy began to climb into that old
Republican band wagon, and when peo-
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ple talked about Republicans they had
to name the brand. So they began to
call the real republicans Democratic
Republicans, just as we now call the
real democrats, democratic Democrats.

Andrew Jackson became the great
democratic leader then. But Jackson
didn’t go out of the old party and or-
ganize a new one. with good principles
and only a few voters. He stayed in-
side the old Republican party, where
there were plenty of voters, and helped
restore its principles to it. He led his
party out of the political woods, but
not into a political desert. Instead of
going out of the party himself he
drove the adversaries of democracy out
of it, and they organized a faction

" which they called the National Repub-
licans. Later on, this faction disap-
peared as the Whig party sprang full-
fledged into being. And as the politi-
cal warfare went onh between the
‘Whigs and the Democratic Republic-
ans, the word Republican passed out
of use, and Jackson’s party came to be
known by the name it still bears—the
Democratic party. So we had the
‘Whigs and the Democrats.

Under those two parties many bat-
tles were fought over the principles
of democracy. There was the great
bank question—whether an enormous
monopolistic bank should govern the
people or the people should govern
themselves. The Democratic party
won that fight. Then there was the
tariff question, the fight between the
plutocratic policy of protection and
the democrdtic policy of free trade,
The Democrats won that fight, too. It
the tariff had remained where the
Democratic party put it we should
have none of the colossal trusts we
have to-day. For the trusts thrive
principally upon tariff protection and
railway discrimination—both of which
are the opposite of free trade. The
same democratic policy that abolished
interference with free trade by tariffs
would have prevented interference
with free trade by railroads. On eco-
nomic questions the Democratic party,
with its Jeffersonian and Jacksonian
principles, was forging ahead toward
the mark of its high calling.

But the forces that operate against
democracy are not weak forces. They
are strong and resourceful and subtle.
“Let us not disguise it,” writes Henry
George, one of tne greatest of Ameri-
can democrats; “over and over again
has the standard of Truth and Justice
been raised in this world; over and
over again has it been trampled down
—oftentimes in blood. If they are
weak forces that are opposed to Truth,

how should error so long prevail? If
Justice has but to raise her head to
have Injustice flee before her, how
should the wail of the oppressed so
long go up?’ How true this is has been
more than once demonstrated in Amer-
ican politics.

While the Democratic party of the
'40’'s and ’50's was forging ahead to-
ward ideal democracy in economic
problems, the vicious forces that al-
ways persist in baffling democracy
turned it over, bound and gagged, to the
great slavery oligarchy of aristocrats
and plutocrats.

For the second time, therefore, in
the history of our country the demo-
cratic spirit was struck down in the
household of its friends. But it was
struck down only to rise again, more
robust than ever. Even in its appar-
ent weakness, prostrate and apparent-
ly dying under the slave driver’s whip,
democracy inspired men of both par-
ties to be up and doing, and through
all the political fog and mist there
burst one day the great blazing sun of
a new democratic party.

It could not call itself demo-
cratic, for that name was already a po-
litical trade mark. Yet it was demo-
cratic and it needed a democratic
name. So it went back to the days of
Thomas Jefferson for a name; to
Thomas Jeffefson, whose democratic
principles it adopted and whom it rec-
ognized as its patron saint. It called
itself the Republican party, as Jeffer-
son’'s party had, and for the same rea-
son—because it purposed carrying the
Jeffersonian banner of fundamental
democracy.

This Republican party did not grow
gradually into bigness and come grad-
ually into power. It was born big and
it jumped into power. The Abolition-
ist party had collapsed. The Liberty
party had been swallowed up in the
Free Soil party, and the Free Soil party
had disappeared. Then the Republican
party jumped full-grown into the
arena. It leaped at once ahead of the
Whig party into second place, and four
years later climbed into first place.

But this party no longer turns to Jef-
ferson for inspiration, as its founders
did. It no longer quotes Abraham Lin-
coln with enthusiasm. There is no
surer way of making a strict Repub-
lican mad to-day than by quoting to
him the democratic sentiments of
Abraham Lincoln. He won’t fall upon
your neck and weep in joy over your
repentance. He will answer ynu pre-
cisely as the old defenders of slavery
answered Lincoln—with the same old
jibes, the same old jeers, the same old

fallacies. 1he Republican party has.
been captured by plutocracy, just as-
the Democratic party of the '60's was
captured by the slave oligarchy. So
the money changers have been restored
to the temple of our Republic. So the
robber barons of plutocracy have re-
covered their protected privileges.

Theirs is not democraey of the Jeffer-
son and Lincoln brand.

Democracy means equality of right,
equality of opportunity. It means just
what Jefferson said a hundred years.
ago—“equal rights for all and special
privileges for none.” And the problem
for democratic newspapers is how to
work toward that ideal.

Shall the Democratic party be aban-
doned and a new democratic party be
formed as in Lincoln’s day? Or shall
it be clung to and its democracy re-
vived as in Jackson’s day? That is an
issue which cannot be settled by party
leaders and newspaper editors. It can
be settled only by the people them-
selves. And let me tell you that whem
the people do call for a new party,
there will be no mistaking the call.
You won't have to wonder whether it
is really a call or only a whisper. When.
the people call, they don't call in whis-
pers, they call with reverberating
shouts. There is no call yet for a
third party, but chere is a call from the-
democratic people to democratic news-
papers to revive democracy in the
Democratic party. It is the loudest
kind of call. Didn't you hear it last
November?

There have been great difficulties in
the way of radically democratic jour-
nalism. The Democratic editor who
has tried to make his paper truly dem-
ocratic has been getting Iots of experi-
ence and not much else. He has found
that the machinery of his party is
often influenced by special interests
and that he must submit to these or be
secretly pounued to death. His notes
haven’t been in favor at the bank.
Advertisers have discovered that his
paper wasn't a good medium. Every
plutocratic influence in the community
has realized that he was running a.
democratic paper, and they have pro-
ceeded with wonderful unanimity re-
gardless of party to make him see that
no paper can live without the support
of plutocratic influences. So some
Democratic papers have been like a.
notoriously bad politician, regarding
whom some one asked: ‘“Has he no
principles?” and the reply was, “Oh,
yes; he’s got principles, but he keeps
them under control.”

Now I don’t intend to be severe upom
those papers. When a newspaper must
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either xeep its principles under control
or quit, when it must suppress its
principles or be suppressed, the editor
faces a serious problem. It may be
that editors ought to be as wise as the
plutocratic serpent while they try to
be as goou as the democratic dove.
May be it isn’t best to go always and
invariably in a straight line. Macau-
lay tells us that a man may go in a
straight line in the desert, but not on
the crowded street of a great city. It
sounds very nice to insist upon Kkeep-
ing to the middle of the road. But it
doesn't work very well when you meet
a fellow coming the other way who
won't turn out for you and is bigger
than you are. Sometimes we may learn
a lesson from the habits of animals.
It is said that the only animal that
keeps to the middle of the road is the
mad dog. That isn’t quite true. Once
1 saw a safe and sane dog try to keep
the middle of the road. This dog was
following his master under that mys-
terious system that dogs have of going
about ten miles to their master’s one.
The master came to a railroad track
and crossed over. Before the dog
caught up a freight train had begun to
move across the road and separated
the dog from his master. Now, if the
dog had gone under the train diagonal-
1y in the direction in which the train
was going, he could have got to his
master safely enough, for the train
was moving slowly. But the dog in-
sisted upon crossing the track along
the middle of the road. He wouldn’t
give an inch. Neither would the freight
train. What was the result? Why,
that dog, with all his excellent ideas
about keeping to the middle of the
road, that dog suddenly died.

Probably most democratic newspa-
pers cannot keep to the middle of the
Toad of democracy without meeting the
fate of that dog. Probably they have
to make headway as the dog might
have made it, by taking a diagonal
course now and then. I am not recom-
mending this. If I were I might not
be a good follower of my own advice.
For 1 like to stick fairly close to the
middle of the road myself. But I think
that what I have said is only a fair
thing to say. I haven’t much blame
even for the faltering of a Democratic
paper when it i3 a question of life or
death. It doesn’t lie in my heart to
demand that anybody make & martyr
of himself. But what I don’t like is to
have a paper that does falter put on a
great front of virtue. I feel in those
cases a little lJike the man who sat on
a wharf and contentedly whittled a
stick while another was drowning be-

fore his eyes. ‘“Help! help,” shouted
the drowning man. “I can’'t swim!
Oh, I can’t swim!” ‘“Neither can I,”
said the other; “but I ain’t bragging
about it.” If you have to go diagonal-
ly at any time, my friends, don't brag
about it. ) '

With all seriousness let us remember
that there are times with a newspaper
as with’ a ship, when it may be neces-
sary to beat against-head winds; that
there are times with a newspaper as
with a pedestrian on a crowded side-
walk, when it is necessary to accom-
modate its movements to the jostling
crowd. I would judge newspapers, there-
fore, by their general course, by the
general direction in which they seem
to be going, and the general headway
they seem to be making.

But, my friends, I believe that the
dangers and difficulties which have con-
fronted middle-of-the-road democracy
are passing away. Democratic journal-
ism is coming to its own again. The
people have begun to distrust Demo-
cratic newspapers which play fast and
loose with democratic principles. They
are beginning to place confidence in the
Democratic newspapers that are steady
and true to the principles of equal hu-
man rights and no speclal privileges.
Some Democratic newspapers may stiil
make money without being faithful to
democratic principles. Many may still
have to be unfaithful in order to live at
all. But no Democratic paper can any
longer be unfaithful to democratic
principles and yet command the respect
and confidence of the people. And I am
optimistic enough to believe that the
time is near at hand—I think it has al-
ready come—when Democratic papers
that are faithful to democratic principle
will not only be the most trusted, but
will also be the most prosperous.

Even advertisers are learning that
they gain nothing and may lose much
by tempting Democratic editors to be
disloyal to democracy. Even bank pres-
idents are beginning to learn that it
doesn’t pay to debauch the press of the
country. .They are beginning to see that
sound money in editorial columns isn’t
of as much importance to their business
as sound collateral in their vaults.

I would rather have my readers than
my advertisers approve my editorial ut-
terances. I would rather have the con-
fidence of my readers in my editorial sin-
cerity than the confidence of my banker
in my editorial insincerity. I would
rather have it so as a matter of editorial
conscience, and I would rather have it
80 as a matter of business. For ifI have
my reader’'s confidence in my editorial
utterances, I may gain my advertiser’'s
confidence in the value to him of my cir-

culation and my banker’s in the value -

to him of my collateral. Butif my read-
ers lose confidence in my paper, it is only
a question of time when my advertisers
and my banker will lose confidencein it,
too.

Perhaps I have confined myself too
closely to the relations of democracy
to Democratic journalism. My subject
is the relation of democracy to American
journalism. But I reckon I cover the
field when I urge Democratic newspa-
pers to be genuinely and courageously
true to democratic principle. What
could I possibly add for the benefit of Re-
publican newspapers? Nothing it
seems to me, except to advise them to re-
member the origin and meaning of their
party name.

Go down below the surface of party
manipulation and party treachery, of
bossism and personal ambition and-cor-
porate greed—go down below the sur-
face of partisan contests to the heart of
our politics, and the conflict between the
Democratic and the Republican party is
one for supremacy in democracy. Which -
shall be the most truly democratic?
‘Which shall be most faithfully devoted
to the principle of human rights? Those
are the questions that are really the un-
dertow in American politics.

The indictment that democratic-Dem-
ocrats bring against the Republican.
party is this, that it is not:-democratic,
that it has drifted away from its original
anchorage in the principles of human
rights. The indictment that democratic
Republicans bring against the Demo- :
cratic party is the same, that it is not
democratic, that it has drifted away
from its original anchorage in human
rights. Both indictments are true bills.
There may be modifying circumstances
on both sides. But the most charitable .
verdict a true democrat or a true repub-
lican could possibly render in either cale
would be this: Not guilty, with a recom-
mendation to mercy, and an admonition
not to do it again.

Now if these indictments are true bills,
what can I advise Republican newspa-
pers to do except what, in substance, I
advise Democratic newspapers to do?
All T can say to Republican newspapers
is this: “Stick to your party and make
it democratic in the good old Jefferson
and Lincoln sense. Drive out your mo-
nopolists. Drive out your trusts. Put
your corrupt bosses out of business.
Stop writing your editorials in bank
parlors and plutocratic clubs. Stop sell-
ing your advertisers anything but ad-
vertising space. Take your editorial
conscience out of the money market.
And then pound the Democratic party
without mercy for everything in it and
about it which isn’t democratic.



14

The Public

Eighth Year

The fight between Republican news-
papers and Democratic newspapers
ought to be for the promotion of democ-
racy. Each side should pound the other
side for not being democratic enough.
That would be an ideal situation in
American politics.

And now you may ask: What about
democracy and the independent press.
Well, a lecture on the independent press
would have to be like that famous lec-
ture on snakes in Ireland. There is no
independent press.

The third party papers are not inde-
pendént. They are partisan to the last
degree. Iam not blaming them for this.
I am only stating a fact. For pure, un-
adulterated, unylelding devotion to
party organization, as if a party were a
principle, and no matter how small the
party—in fact, the smaller the party the
greater the partisanship—for the very
original Jacobs of a partlsp.n, commend
me to your third party editor or organ-
izer. Mind you, I am not saying it isn’t
right. 1t may be right enough, but it is
partisan journalism and not independ-
ent journalism._

Then there are the pretentiously inde-
pendent newspapers, those which boast
of their non-partisanship. Well, they
may be mnon-partisan. I guess that
much is true; but they are not independ-
ent. They merely transfer their de-

pendence from political parties to finan-’

cial combines. Watch the non-par-
tisan paper, and you will find that it al-
ways dances to the music of some mo-
nopoly orchestra. It may be inde-
pendent so far as parties are concerned.
It may be independent between elections.
It may be independent at elections which
the great monopolists care nothing
about. At such times it may often be
truly democratic. That is because its
edftors and other writers are democrat-
ic in their hearts. They are either dem-
ocratic Republicans, or democratic Dem-
ocrats, or may be they are democratic
independents. But when an election is
on at which some great monopoly inter-
est is at stake, then the monopoly or-
chestra begins to play and the independ-
ent newspapers begin to dance. They
remind you of the dancing turkeys on
the hot-iron floor at the show. In the
case of the turkeys a showman makes
it hot for them, and they dance as he
wants them to; in the case of independ-
ent newspapers a monopolist makes it
hot for them, and they dance as he wants
them to.

No, there are no independent newspa-
pers in this country. All our newspa-
pers are partisan. When they are not
partisans for monopoly, nor partisans
for a political machine, they are par-

tisans for a cause. And this is what
the American newspaper ought to be.
Let us not be scared at being partisans.
Partisanship 1sn’t unpatriotic. The im-
‘portant consideration is not that we are
partisans, but how do we come to be
partisans. _

There are two Kkinds of partisans.
One kind take sides according to the
opinions they form. That is legitimate.
The other kind form opinions according
to the sides they take, and that isn’t le-
gitimate. When a man is a Democrat
or a Republican merely because his
father was, he is a partisan in the bad
sense, in the unpatriotic sense. A man
should take sides under the inspiration
of his brain cells, .not of his birth-
marks.

All this 1s as true of editors as of any
one else. They ought to he partisans.
They ought to make their papers par-
tisan papers. Partisanship for their
cause should rise above all other consid-
erations. .

And what a great cause the newspa-
pers of the country have to work for.
‘What a great cause is the cause of genu-
ine democracy—the cause of human
rights. This cause is at the heart of all
wise politics. It is the outgrowth of all
true religions. Macaulay was right in
saying that whenever and wherever the
spirit of Christianity has surmounted its
distorted forms, it has inspired love of
freedom. Democracy {8 a universal
principle. I can't agree with that athe-
istic philosophy which teaches that
democracy is only an expedient, good in
some places and at some times, but not
in other places or at other times. That
kind of philosophy seems to me like the
theory of the quack doctor who had two
patients, a shoemaker and a carpenter,
both sick of the same disease. One ate
cabbage and got well; the other ate
cabbage and died. So the doctor wrote
this memorandum in his commonplace
book under the letter C: ‘“Cabbage—
cures carpenters and kills shoemakers."”

Democracy is part of the moral law.
It is the essence of the moral law. And
the moral law is as universal as the laws
of electricity, and no more mysterious.

Demoacracy is likewise the great hu-
man doctrine of Christianity. What is
the difference between the democratic
principle of equality of human rights
and the Nazarene's command to love
one another and to do unto others as we
would have them do to us. There is no
difference.

A great responsibility, then, has
the journalism of this country to
bear. It has the religious respon-

sibility of holding our laws and policies
within the bounds of the golden rule.

It has the moral responsibility of main-
taining national fidelity to the morat
law, which is no respecter of nations nor
of persons. It has the political respon-
sibility of maintaining fidelity to the
Declaration of Independence, that peo-
ple’s charter of our national liberties, on
which the Republic is erected and by
which both the Democratic and the Re-
publican parties were originally in-
spired.

Most of all does this responsibility
rest upon the newspapers that acknowl-
edge allegiance to the Democratic party.
For not only was the Democratic party
originally inspired by the principles of’
elemental democracy, as was the Re-
publican party also, but it bears the
democratic name.

More than that, though of vastly less.
importance, upon the Democratic news-
paﬁers of the country rests the respon-
sibility for the perpetuation of the
Democratic party. He who will, has
only to look about him to-day to see the
rising tide of genuine democracy. It is
rolling over the seas of common feeling
and common thought, like the great
heaving billows of the ocean. Whether
this rising tide will carry the Democrat-
ic party upon its surface or submerge it
in its depths, depends upon the Demo-
cratic journalism of the Republic. Our
Democratic-newspapers have it in their
power either to sink or to save the Dem-
ocratic party. If they encourage plutoc-
racy, they will sink the party, and sink
themselves. If they insist upon making
the Democratic party democratic, they
will honor themselves, they will restore
its inheritance to their party, they wilt
glorify their country, they will advance
the cause of human rights the whole
world over.

ey ———

THE TRUE TALE OF THE FIGHT AT
BOTHERUM.
THE LAY OF A LOST MINSTREIx
For ‘The Public, .
Did you ever hear tell of the row that, they
had,
At Botherum-by-the-Lake,
On the day when the hustling John Hark-
land fought,
With the roadmaster’'s job at stake?

From the annals of Botherum-by-the-
Lake
It seems that there once had been
A’ great factional war over mending a
road,
‘Which stirred up her ancient men.

As these annals did tell, a great victory
came
To those who had fought to mend:
80 the road was repaired at the common
cost
Of all who had cash to spend.

Oh, a fine bit of work was this mended
road,
And proud were the folks, all told.
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But the credit was filched by the ““Mender"
crowd;
The rest were left out in the cold.

And as time rolled along, and the years
spun out,
And Bortherum grew in pride,
Still the “Mender’”’ combine kept the boast-
ing up,
Though ail of the menders had died.

Then the ‘‘Mender’”’ combine a neat job
framed up,
To give the fine road away
To a syndicate great of a distant town
Which *“guessed it might'’ make it pay.

80 the *“‘Mender” combine turned their
eyes to the sky *
And swore by the menders’ God,
That their plan was the plan the dead
menders had planned
When fighting to mena@ the road.

It was that that deveioped the row that
they had -
At Botherum-by-the-Lake,
On the day when the hustling John Hark-
land fought, R
With the roadmaster’s job at stake,

For the roadmaster's job was a splendid
old jeb,
And Harkland did want it sore.
He had wanted@ it badly for eight long
years;
His hopes had been hot for a score,
And the time had now come when his hopes
were aflame,
His patience about to explode;:
80 John Harklgnd went forth with a fran-
chise grant
To give up the mended road

To the syndicate great of the distant town
In trade for the job he did want;
But his hopes they were chilled, when he
met with a man
‘Who told him to drop that grant,

Sald the man to John Harkland, with eye
gevere: . )
*This road's in the people’s name!
1f you don't drop the grant, I will fight you
to-day,
For the roadmaster’s job you claim.”

*Twas as quick as a flash that John Hark-
land hid
That grant In the tail of his coat:
And the two fought a fight by the lake
that day
Which Botherum never forgot.

Sald John Harkiand, said he: “With that
grant it may be,
I never can get my place;
S0 I'l] put out of sight the obnoxious grant
Until 1 have spoiled your face,

e After that has been Jone, I will scheme out
a plan—
Some kind of a plan or other,
To get rid of the road, of the mended road,
Of the lake-washed town of Bother.
“But the question now on of the highest
import, -
Is whether or not I get
Me the roadmaster’s job, which I've sought
for 8o long.
I'l] settle this first, you bet!”

8o the two fought it out in the Botherum
road—
The road of this town by the lake—
With the grant of the road in John Hark-
land’'s coat,
And the roadmaster's job at stake.

And the dust it grew thick, and the fur it did
fly, .
The blows they fell thick and fast;
But John Harkland grew weak as the fight
went along,
And down he fell flat at last,

And the grant it slipped out of his pocket
and dropped
Beneath his antagonist’s heels,
As the battered John Harkland sank into a
dream
Of roadmaster’s jobs and wheels.
By the time he awakened an inquest had
sat—
The verdict e’en yet provokes fun;
It decided that Harkland had come to his
grief
Because he had ‘bene out-donne.”

There's the tale of the row that they had
that day
At-Botherum-by-the-Lake,
That day when the hustling John Harkland
fought
‘With the roadmaster’'s job at stake,
L. F. P

At the Iroquois club after lunch
Judge Dunne, Frank Wenter, E. H.
Roche, Henry Hagan and a few others
were discussing municipal ownership
and other issues of the campaign, and
the talk finally drifted to the epitaphs
they would like to have engraved on
their tombstones after they had ac-
complished all the good they could in
this world. When it came to the Judge
to express his wish, he thought for a
moment, and said: “I would like to
have placed on the stone above me:
‘Here lies the body of Edward F. Dunne.
He died poor. The father of municipal
ownership and 13 children. May he
rest in peace!’ ”—Chicago Chronicle, of
April 5.

BOOKS

REAL THINGS IN NATURE.

Something about astronomy, some-
thing about physics, something about
meteorology, something about chemis-
try, about geology, about zoology, about
botany, about the human body, some-
thing about the early history of man
and the development of society, such
is the hotchpotch of this little book of
443 pages (“Real Things in Nature,”
by E. S. Holden, Macmillan Co., N. Y.)

It can be readily seen that in the
compass of one book not very much can
be told of any of the subjects, and yet
what i8 told is very well told and will
serve without correction as introduc-
tion to further study. The book ful-
fills the purpose which the author
claims to have had in view, namely,
“to present to young children a view
of the world which shall be, in its de-
gree, complete, useful and interesting.”
The author, formerly director of the
Lick Observatory, now librarian at
West Point, is admirably equipped as a
sclentist to write such a book; and the
publishers, by the clear type and nu-
merous illustrations, have done their
part to make it attractive. It may be
especially commended for young folks

'who have not the opportunity to make
fuller studies in school, and also for
older readers who may wish to get a
general knowledge of many interesting
things in nature.

In the closing pages, where the author
brings in the subject of property to
show the progress of civilization, he
says: “When a man once plants a
field of corn or builds a house, that par-
ticular piece of ground belongs to him
alone;” but under the subject of taxes
on the next page he says nothing of the
nice propriety of the man’s paying
something to the community for the use
of the land which once “belonged to
everybody.” Considering the close con-
nection, we may feel that the auther
missed a good opportunity for putting a
good idea into the minds of his young
readers. But this would be expecting
too much at the present stage of pri-
mary education and text-book making.

J. H. DILLARD.

PERIODICALS

A writer in the Fortnightly Review
for March goes very fully into statistics,
proving that pauperism has increaséd in
England during the past 20 years. His
purpose apparently is to support Cham-
berlain’s tariff reform programme; but
his facts are conclusive, however false
his cause. The Liberals may well take
to heart his facts, and, instead of trying
to show that their free trade is all-satis-
fying, should endeavor to bulwark free
trade by freer opportunity in other
ways.—J. H. D.

The Century for April gives beautiful
full-page pictures of three characters of
Tolstol, namely, Katia, Mariana and
Anna Karenina. Other notable features
are a sketch by Richard Whiteing on
the “Chateaux of the Loire,” and an ar-
ticle by Melville Stone on the “Asso-
ciated Press.” President Hadley has
a short article on the “Immediate Fu-
ture of the American College,” which is
too academic to excite general interest
and comes far short of exhausting the
subject.—J. H. D.

The Public

BUSINESS DEPARTMENT
James G. Parsons, Manager

- OUR EIGHTH YEAR.

‘With this issue we begin the eighth
volume of The Public. The first vol-
ume, begun in April, 1898, is out of
print, and when copies can be obtained
they command a considerable premium.
We can still furnish the subsequent
volumes at the original publication
price, with one dollar added for perma-
nent binding, when desired, and &0
cents extra for expressage to any part
of the United States, Canada, Cuba or
Mexico.

The supply of the earlier volumes is
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OVERWHELMED!
The boat had too much of a load.

diminishing and will soon be exhaust-
ed, and then these volumes doubtless
will command a premium, like the first.
The eighth volume will be better than
the preceding ones.

CLUBS OF THREE OR MORE.

With the beginning of the mew vol-
ume, it is desired to call the especial
attention of our readers to the Clubs
of Three announcement to be found in
another column. By this special offer,
three annual subscriptions (at least two
of them new) can be obtained for $4.00,
and semi-annual and quarterly sub-
scriptions in the same proportion. all
payable strictly in advance. These
groups of subscriptions need not be lim-
ited to three. Larger numbers will be re-
ceived at the same rate, one and one-
third dollars each, for a year, all ‘to be
new subscriptions except one in each
group. Those who value The Public and
wish to see its influence grow, should
constantly make liberal use of these
club subscriptions.

PUBLISHING AND SELLING BOOKS.

During its seven years of publica-
tion The Public has often been asked
to procure books, principally on eco-
nomic or political subjects, or to give
information about them. Such in-
quiries continue and often cover a
wide range of subjects. Our subscrib-
ers are a reading and thoughtful con-
stituency.

In this matter we shall be able to serve
them better in the future. We have ac-
quired the stock and interests of L. S.
Dickey & Co., of 79 Dearborn street,
Chicago. Their books include the works
of Henry George, Louis F. Post and
Oliver R. Trowbridge, with- Bolton

Hall's “Free America” and other books
of real value by various authors. New
books are in preparation, to be an-
nounced later. We shall not publish or
offer any books except of high merit.

OONTRACTOMRS.

GNRGE H. ATKINSON,
CONTRACTOR.

Telephone, Electric Light, Trolley Roads builf
Troliey and Muniacipal complete and
Work. financed.

56 Liberty SBtreet, New York.

TYPEWRITING
800 coples of anything done for $1.00
E. M. WARNER,

414 Unity Building, 79 Dearborn 8t., Chl .
v Tel. Central 3364, » Ghloago

THE STRAIGHT EDG

as afforded 150 men and women opportunities to
earn a living, six months each on anaverage, in its
co-operative bukery, restaurant. printery and other
industries. Send 81.00 to envoll as an Associateinthis
umque enterprise and keep posted about its work.

1 Abingdon 8q. ,New Yokr

Everyoue in any way interested in

Public Ownership of
Any Public Utility

should have a copy of

THE CITY FOR
THE PEOPLE

By Prof. Frank Parsons, of the Boston Uni-
versity School of Law. ** Considered one of

the great books of this age.”
It is clear in rriuciple, wonderfully com-
prehensive in its array of facts, and thor-

oughly indexed; invaluable for reference, or
to the general reader,
Revised Rdition ; over 700 pages, 8 vo. In
aper, 50 cents, postage paid. In cloth, $1.00;
y mail, $1.20.

THE PUBLIC PUBLISHING CO.

Box 687, CHICAGO, ILL.

Industrial Settlemen

The Public

is a weekly review which prints in concise and plain
terms, with lucid explanations and without editoriat
bias, all the news of the world of historical value. It is
also an editorial paper. Tough it abstains from

"mingling editorial opinions \l.th its news accounts, it

has opinions of a pronounced character, based upon the

- principles of radical democracy, which, in the columns

reserved for editorial comment, it expresses fully and
freely, without favor or prejudice, without fear of con-
sequences, and without hope of discreditable reward.
Yet it makes no pretensions to infallibility. either in
opinions or in statements of fact; it simply aspirestoa
deserved reputation for intelligence and honesty in
both. Besides its editorial and news features. the
paper contains a department of origiral and selected
miscellany. in which appear articles and extracts upon
various subjects, verse as well as prose. chosen alike
for their literary merit and their wholesome human
interest. Famillarity with Tue PusLic will commend
it as a paper that is not only worth reading, but also
worth filing.

Terms:—Annual Subscription. $2.00: Semi-Annual
Subscription, $1.00: Quarterly Subscription, SO cents:
Trial Subscription (4 weeks), 10 cents; Sirgle Copies,
5 cents, Free of postage in United States, Canada,
Cuba and Mexico. Elsewhere, postage extra, at the
rate of one cent per week. Allchecks, drafts, post office
money orders and express money orders should be
made payable to the order of THg PusLic PUBLISHING
Co. Subscribers wishing to change address must
give the old address as well as the new one.

Advertising Rates on Application.

Published weekiy by The Public Publishing Com-
pany, 1641 Unity Building. Chicago. Iil. Post office
address. THe PusLic, Box 687, Chicago, lll.

" BOUND VOLUNES )
Volume VI of The Public

Was Complete with the lssue of April 1, 1906
COMPLETE VOLUMES

including index. sent postpaid at regular
subscription price,

$2.00.
BOUND VOLUMES, $3.00

By express, prepaid in United States, Can-
ada, Cuba or Mexico, $3.50.

Only a limitéd number can be furnished.
Each contains a complete narrative history
of an eventful year; very valuable for all
homes and libraries. Orders should be
sent early. Address

(THE PUBLIC, Box 687, Ghicagy

Clubs of Three

To extend the circnlation of The Public
among new readers, and at the same time to
relieve of ex{ense such regular readers, or
others, as take the trouble to procure us new
subscriptions, we will supply three subscrip-
:lev:;us for the price of two, on the following

ms :

A Club of Three Annual Subscriptions
(at least two of them new) - $4.00
A Club of Three Semi-Annual Subscrip.
tions (at least two of them new) $2.00
A Club of Three Quarterly Subscrip.
tions (at least two of them new) $1.00
Any person soliciting new subscribers will
be aliowed the same terms. For every two
new subscriptions for which he forwards us

cash at ‘refnlar rates we will honor his order
for a third subscription free.

Make all Checks Orders,
etc., pay:blo to” » Money

THE PUBLIC PUBLISHING CO.,
Box 687, CHICAGO, ILL,




LIFE WITHIN LIFE

JUST PUBLISHED BY THE NEW-CHURCH
ERDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION

By CHARLES H. MANN

Giving a populdr exposition of Sweden-
borg's Doctrine of Degrees; a doctrine
which establishes a rational balance be-
tween what is spiritual and what is nat-
ural in the life of man; thus developing
a Ratiens! Christianity, and giving man

a Spiritual Science.

PRESS COMMENTS:

1t outlines a religious philesophy whieh is sur-
paising for u= maoml:t'r —The 'b‘llﬁ:. *

1) ;umz-.u most r»nhrl interest-
ing p:unndo- AL dexress that
we hﬂ“ﬂh.-Nﬂ

With ﬂfl"m (o( 'm would
come from aun] we have hot been disap~
putnted. - New-Charch Nessengor.

Mmmnm-l-ml Rt into
bis Iftxle volumwe of

n nmncz.:o pntnbly the best of alde.—

1t abould he read by miilions of le who are
sacsasciously waiting totlt.— Seanéty.
PRICES : Oloth, 78 cte. anr 80 ots.

Sent m on receipt of'

TBe New-Church REducational Anodnioo
1408 New York Ave., Wts‘h . D.C.

)l:‘ A. B. Morgea, Agent, 2 ﬂlyor Street,

Chas. K, Mazia, Box 155, Bikhart, Indiana.

The Art of Living Long

By LOUIS CORMARO
Cornarv wrute Ris guéds to & long and
henithy life in four parts at the ages of
83, 86, 91 and 95, and died at 103.

¢ T have for forty years carried out the idea
of Cornare.”—THOMAS A. EDISON.

Octave volume, illustrated, ‘bound in full
cloth, giit top—a handsome edition. Price
$1.50 net; sent postpaid to any address.

THE PURBLIC PUBLISHING CO.
Box 087, Chleage, IL

|

“A BOOK THAT WILL LIVE.”

Ethics of Democracy

A Series of Optimistic Essays on the
Natural Laws of Human Soc'ety, by

LOVIS F. POST

Second Edition. with Portraif of the Author

The Ethics of Democracy is a book
that will live. Itisbound to have a com-
manding influence upon the economic
thought of this and future times, and
should be in the hands of every Ameri-
can willing to be convinced that there
can be such a thing as an honest political
system.— The B‘u_falo Courier.

Mark Twain’s Opinion

VILLA DI ARTO, FIrRENZE, Jan. 7, "04.
Dear Mr. —_
I thank you very much for the book,

and its moderation, and because | believe
its gospel.
Very truly yeours,
S. L. CLEMENS.

‘bound In rich blue silk cloth,

on h hand-laid paper,

top, d + 388 pages, 12mo.
rice $2.00 net ; by mdl $2.12.
Descriptive clreul-r on application.

‘l‘hePnNicl’ublishingCo.

BOX €87, CHICAS0, ILL.

which | prize for its luoldity, its unhy]

‘Please men

“TO THOSE WHO ARE POOR AND WISH TO BECOME RICH, OR WHO ARE RICH AND WISH -
TO BECOME RICHER”

FREE AMERICA

By BOLTON HALL

is dedicated. The book shows, in an interesting and amusing way, the eviis
from which we suffer as individuals and as a society, the causes of them
and their cure—which is liberty. The illustrations are by Dan Beard.

Two Hurndred and Fifteen Pw i8mo. Price,
postpaid : Paper, 25 Oents; Oloth, 75 Cents.

THE PUBLIC PUBLISHING CO., Box 687, Chicago, Ill.

THE MOTIF ART LEAGUE

‘We have an entirely free hand

70454 West First Street, LOS ANGELES, CAL.

ALL STEEL $4

That will { this
handsome, sigel wire,
two seat, Lawn and
Cemetery Settee Well
painted, white or dark
green. Freight pre-
paid east of the Missis-
rippi. Money refunded
if not. satisfactory.

COLUMBUS WIRE

& IRON WORKS,
COLUMBUS, 0

| Manufacturers of Bank and Office Rallings,

Elevator Enclosures, Window Guaerds, and
various kinds of wire, iron and brass goods.

DO YOU WANT TO KNOW

how best to take advantage of existing conditions
to advance your own intagests. and to keeb others
from advancing their interests at your expense ?
Then read

BISOCIALISM

The Reign of the Man at the Margin
By OLIVER R. TROWBRIDGE

It will point out to you the five possible avenuas
for money getting under the established order,
and thus enable you to start right if you are young,
to get right before it {s too late if you are of mid-
dle age, and to see just where you have missed it
if you are old.

The value of this book cannot always remain
unknown. Itwillnot be easy. or even poesible, to
set forth in any satisfactory way its various points
of merit. Yet from the housetops it ought to be
proclaimed, ‘‘Here is a book unususlly worth
everybody’s attention.”"—City and State, Philadel-
phia.

Handsomely bound in cloth, 12mo., 400
pages. Price $1.50 net. Add
10 Cents for Postage.
Co.

BOX 687, CHICAGO, ILL.




EVERY READER OF THIS PAPER SHOULD
SUBSCRIBE FOR

The Arena

B. O. FLOWER, Editor

An Original, Illustrated Review of the Best Thoughts of
Master Minds;: Always Bold, Fearless,
Just and Progressive.

Under the able and progressive editorial management of
.B. O. Flower, who was the founder and for seven years the
sole editor, Zhe Arena for 1905 will be stronger, abler,
more vital and international in character than ever before.
The following list gives an idea of the subjscts of special
interest that are being discussed:

August, 1904
THE DRAGON IN AMERICA (the Chinese question), by Charles
Frederick Holder, LL. D.
THE OPERATION OF THE lNlTlATlVE AND REFERENDUM IN
REGON, by W. S. UR
: September. 1804
THEBaREIGN é)F GRAFT AND THE REMEDY by Hon. Robert

THE PRESIDENT, HIS ATTORNEY-GENERAL AND THB TRUSTS,

by Alian L. Benson.
October, 1904
THE CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT, by Joaquin Miller.

HOW THE RICHEST TOWN IN THE WORLD IS RULED BY
THE REFERENDUM, by B. O. Flower.

November, 1804
THE ELECTION OF FEDERAL JUDGES BY THE PEOPLE, by
Chief Justice Walter Clark, of North Carolina.

GLASGOW'S GREAT RECORD OF MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP OF
STREET CAR SERVICE, by Prof. Frank Parsons.

December, 1904

HOW NEW ZEALAND IS SOLVING THE PROBLEM OF POPULAR
gOVBZRNI dNT by Hon. Bdward Tregear, Secretary of Labor of
ew Zealan

THE IMMIGRATION BUGBEAR, by Ernest Crosby.

The first installment of a serial by Joaquin Miller, THE BUILDING
OF THE CITY BEAUTIFUL.

J anu‘rY. 1905 ‘

The first of a series of eight articles by Rudolph Blankenburg on the
rise and domination of co #im of politics in Pennsylvania,
undgr u,e general titleo( FOR Y!ARS lN THE WILDERNESS;
OR." MASTERS HE FREEMEN" OF
PENNSYLVANIA

THE .OF BOODLE AND THB RAPE OF THE BALLOT IN
ST. LGUIS, by Hon. Lee Meriweth

THE POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS OF GREAT BRITAIN, by J.
Henniker Heaton, M. P.

February, 1903
Second article of Rudolph Blankenburg's series on the corruption of
politics in Pennsylvania.

THE ARMOUR REFRIGERATOR CAR CONSPIRACY EXPOSED,
by W. Joerns.

THE EXPAkSION OF MUNICIPAL ACTIVITIES, by Clinton Rogers

-Woodru
March, 1903

Third article of Rudolph Blankenburg's series of papers on the cor-
ruption of politics in Pennsylvania.

RISE, DOMINANCE AND DOWNFALL OF THE TWEED RING.
An editorial sketch, illustrated with numerous sketches by
Thomas Nast.

SOGIALISTIC MOVEMENT IN GERMANY AND FRANCE, by David
Graham Phillips.

THE PRESBNT STATUS OF CO-OPERATION IN GREAT BRITAIN,

. by J. C. Gray, Secretary of the Go-operative Union of Great Britain.

Features of the April Number

Fourth article of Rudolph Blankenburg's series of papers on the cor-
uption of politics in Pennsylvania.

MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP AND LEAGUZ ORGANIZATION, by
Wolstan R. Brown.

A CITY ADMINISTERED IN THE INTERESTS OF THE PEOPLE,
by Clara Bewick Colty.

We have a few copies of the above back numbers on
hand which you can order through your newsdealer. or will be
sent by the publisher upon receipt of 25 cents (stamps or coin).

Subscribe 1o before this paper is mislaid. Subscriptions
$2.50 net a year. 25 cents a copy. ( Foreign subscriptions
$3.00 a year.)

ALBERT BRAND . ‘ll"ren‘tin.nu.}.‘.a:dsh:nﬁhﬁ

S ST -y

AN EXCEPTIONAL OPPORTUNITY

The New Library Edition of the
Complete

Works of Heary Goonoe

Including the

LIFE OF HENRY GEORGE

By HENRY GEORGE, Jr.

Just Published, in ten vol 12 mo., hand ly bound in
buckram, with gilt tops, untrimmed edges, etc. It contains a full set of
portraits, and is in all respects equal to the well known MEMORIAL
EDITION, Issued in 1898, which is now out of print, and which sold
for $25.00 per set.

What Tom L. Johnson Says of This
e Gentoman. New Enterprise

‘1 wish to congratulate you on bringing out a new library edition of
the Works of Henry George. The day is not far distant whenthe pros
fessional or business man who does not understand the philosophy of
Henry George will stand discredited in any intelligent community.

** A knowledge of this philosophy will broaden and strengthen any
man, morally and intellectually ; will make him a more public spirited
citizen, and better equip him for the activities .of business and profes-
sional life. It will give him a clearer comprehension of his duties to his
fellow man, to the State and to the Great Ruler of the Universe ; lifting
him immeasurablyabove the plan® of vanity, sordidness and selfish-
ness which now seems to be the chiefl end of man.

“‘1 hope and believe that your enterprise will be a success beyond
your most sanguine expectations.

Very truly yours,

TOM L. JOHNSON.

LIST OF THE VOLUMES:

Volume 1. ‘Progress and Poverty.
Volume [I. Socdial Problems.
Volume Iil. The Land Question.

This volume contains three short works.: (1) A bro-
chure of seventeen short chapters and entitted ‘* The Land
Question ;" (2) ‘‘Property in Land,” a passage-at-arms
with the Dukeof Argyle; (3) ‘' The Condition of Labor,”
an open letter to Pope Leo XIIl.. in reply to the Pope's -
encyclical letter on *‘the condition of labor.”

Volume 1V. Protection or Free Trade.

Volume V. A Perplexed Philosopher.
Volumes VI. and VII. The Sdence of Political
Economy.
® Volumes IX.and X. The Life of Henry George.

TERMS OF PURCHASE

This hand set of books, of iform ‘size and boxed,
will be delivered free of all further cost to any address in the
United States (with customs duties added to OCanada and
Mexico, and to other foreign countries at the extra expense
of foreign expr ge and toms), for $15.00, CABH WITH
ORDER, or for $17.50 IN INSTALLMENTS, payments to be
made $2.00 on delivery and $2.00 thereafter monthly until
the set is paid for.

AGENTS WANTED

In every locality for the sale of these and other important
books. Descriptive circulars on application.

The Public Publishing Co.

Box 687, Chicago, Ill.

Please mention THE PUBLIC when you write to advertisers



