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EDITORIAL

Bryan and the New York Papers.

It is predicted that after Bryan is nominated

at Denver he will not have a single daily news

paper in New York to support his candidacy; that

the World, the Times, the Hearst papers, the

Brooklyn Eagle, the Sun, and all, will be against

him. Well? -

+ +

Corrupting Politics. -

Franklin Pierce, of New York, struck the nail

squarely on the head when at Governor Hughes's

investigation of District Attorney Jerome he de

scribed the object of Big Business in making cam

paign contributions from corporation treasuries.

“It is not their wish to protect their stockhold

ers,” said Mr. Pierce, “but because they wish to

be the power behind the government.”

+ +

The Emergent Currency Law.

The hand of the Big Business ring is plainly

visible in the Vreeland-Aldrich bill, with the en

actment of which Congress celebrated its closing

hours under the leadership of the patriotic Sen

ator from Rhode Island. Mr. Vreeland naively

explained on the floor of the House that only the

cloak of the Aldrich bill had been retained, and

that it was now a cloak without the body. In his

embarrassment, Mr. Vreeland stated the facts

“tother end to.” This bill is in fact the body of
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the Aldrich bill without its cloak-if it ever had

a cloak.

+

That fact was brought out plainly enough by

Senator La Follette, whose speech was not all

“fillibuster” by any means. Doubtless he did try

to kill the bill by killing time so as to prevent

its coming to a vote. That is the only way in

which a minority can defend public rights against

a Big Business majority, whose policy it is to act

first and discuss afterwards, if they discuss at all.

But Mr. La Follette's speech was not a mere

time-killing speech. It was a merciless exposure

of the plunderous purpose of the measure. In

discussing its provisions for the utilization of the

bonds of private corporations as a basis for cur

rency, he pointedly asked Mr. Aldrich if railroad

bonds were not included. Mr. Aldrich replied

that he didn't know. But as the bill is reported

in the dispatches, any kind of bonds the Secretary

of the Treasury at any time approves may be

accepted from any national bank as the basis for

bundles of currency guaranteed by the Federal

government.

*H

The only protection is the tax of 10 per cent

per annum. But that tax could easily be reduced

by amendment; and even without its reduction

High Finance knows many ways of turning gov

ernment credit at 10 per cent into private for

tunes. With this law in full working order, and a

Republican administration returned to power

with corporate campaign funds, the Standard Oil

“crowd” would be in clover. -

º + +

The New York World and Bryan.

The World began its campaign against Bryan

with a false map, which purported to show that

Bryan had reduced the Democratic vote. This

falsification was soon disposed of, for the record

proves that Bryan found the Democratic vote at

a very low ebb in 1896, brought there during the

Cleveland administration in 1894, and that he

raised it, while Parker reduced it to a lower point

than ever. That misrepresentation didn’t work,

and the World tries another. This is a cock-and

bull story, told in double leaded editorial, about

Ryan's having bribed Bryan in the Fall of 1904 to

support Parker. But every one knows that Bryan

announced his intention of supporting Parker as

soon as the nomination was made. The World

doesn’t make a very good liar. Much better would

it be to try its 'prentice hand at the truth, and a

good beginning might be made by answering Bry

an’s unanswered question to Mr. Pulitzer, the pro

prietor of the World. Mr. Bryan has asked what

financial securities those are that Mr. Pulitzer

owns which makes the World so solicitous to pre

vent Bryan's getting into an office where he can

appoint a Federal attorney general. Mr. Pulitzer

hasn’t answered; he says its none of Bryan’s busi

ness. But it might be 'Bryan's business, don't

you see, if Bryan were President.

+ +

The Collins-Comerford Trial.

The acquittal last week of Mr. Collins, Mayor

Dunne's chief of police, and of Mr. Comerford,

the police attorney under Mayor Dunne, was a

foregone conclusion. The trial proved to be the

legal farce that every one at all conversant with :

the situation expected. Incidentally the fitness

of Mr. Healy for State's Attorney was brought

into view. Whether Mr. Collins and Mr. Comer

ford had violated the civil service law is not a

question which needs now to be considered.

There is no reason to believe they had ; and if

they had, there is abundant reason to believe that

they did nothing worse than had been done ever

since that law came into force. But even if they

had violated this law, the obvious course of pro

cedure for a faithful public prosecutor would

have been to prosecute them for that particular

offense—for violation of that particular law.

But this would not have served certain partisan

exigencies. An indictment involving penitentiary

possibilities was wanted by the Busse gang, and

this is what Mr. Healy procured. He caused Mr.

Collins and Mr. Comerford to be indicted, not for

violation of the civil service law, the penalty for

which is a fine, but for conspiracy to violate that

law. The penalty for conspiracy involves liabil

ity to a five year term in the penitentiary. The

grand-jurymen who demurred, doubtless believed

that if the civil service law had been violated,

a conviction and fine for violating it would fully

serve all public purposes and end the practice.

But Mr. Healy insisted. So these men were put

to the humiliation, the dangers, the expense, of a

trial for their liberty, after months of suspense

and worry; and for an act for which, even if they

had been guilty, the punishment contemplated by

the law they had violated, if they violated any,

was only a fine. The circumstances of the trial,

which resulted in their acquittal, have left the

State's Attorney exposed to suspicions, not alto

gether unreasonable, of putting his partisanship

above official duty.
*

*H -

The possible unreasonableness of this suspicion
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is modified by a comparison of Mr. Healy’s official

action in this case with his official action in the

case of the lawlessly evicted school trustees (vol.

X, p. 441). In the Collins-Comerford case a

Savage criminal prosecution of these two ap

pointees of Mayor Dunne, was needed to serve

certain interests of the local Republican machine.

In the school board case, the eviction of certain

school board appointees of Mayor Dunne was

needed to serve the same interests. Accordingly

the Busse administration evicted those school

trustees and demanded the savage prosecution of

Collins and Comerford. This brought State's

Attorney Healy into both cases. For he had to

prosecute Collins and Comerford in the way he

did, or offend Mayor Busse; and at the same

peril, he had to refuse to protect the lawlessly

evicted school trustees in their legal rights. He

did both, and the result in both cases puts him

in the wrong. In his prosecution of Collins and

Comerford, the jury condemned him; in his re

fusal to protect the school trustees, the Supreme

Court condemned him. The jury told him by its

verdict that he had put partisanship before duty

in prosecuting Collins and Comerford upon a

penitentiary accusation; the Supreme Court told

him pointedly in its decision that he had violated

his official duty in refusing to authorize quo war- .

ranto proceedings in behalf of the lawlessly evict

ed school trustees. As his wrongful official act

in both cases was utterly without excuse except as

an accommodation to Mayor Busse as the head of

the local Republican machine, a question naturally

arises. Is Mr. Healy the right kind of man for

the office to which he is now seeking re-election?

Is he the kind of official the Republicans want

nominated at the primaries? Is he the kind the

people want elected at the polls?

+ +

Frank D. Comerford.

Since his acquittal by a jury, of the false—not

to say malicious—accusation of crime which the

Republican machine of Chicago forced upon him,

Frank D. Comerford is reported to intend offer

ing himself at the Democratic primaries as a can

didate for Congress. He has mueh more to com

mend him than an acquittal upon a malicious

partisan prosecution, although that may serve

and should serve to emphasize all the other rea

sons that commend him. Mr. Comerford first

appeared in public life as a young and unsophis

ticated member of the Illinois legislature. In

this place the process of sophistication was rapid

and complete with him. He soon detected the

reck of the place, and unlike many of his sophis

ticated fellow members, he abhorred it. Not

only that, he exposed legislative corruption to

public view. . For this he was tried by a commit

tee of the house of which he was a member, and

expelled, after being denied reasonable opportu

nity to bring out the truth of his charges. Go

ing back to his constituency, Mr. Comerford was

elected to fill his own vacancy, but he was then

kept, out of his seat by parliamentary tricks.

Meanwhile he had won the undying anger of the

corrupt elements in both parties. They were de

termined to ruin him, and his next most serious

consciousness of their purpose was his vindictive

prosecution as for an infamous, crime. There

was no evidence against him. He came out of

the trial clean. The whole prosecution proved a

boomerang. Up to the present day, there is noth

ing to show other than a blameless life on Comer

ford’s part; and there is much to show that he

has been not only faithful but courageous, both

as an official and as a citizen. His nomination

and election to Congress would be at once an in

dication to other officials and citizens that faith

fulness and courage in public matters are appre

ciated by the people, and a warning to crooks in

public life that the gods are on their trail.

+ +

Hearst and McClellan.

The discovery of errors in the New York ballot

boxes of the mayoralty election of 1905 (p. 10),

at a rate which, if it were to keep on, would elect

William Randolph Hearst by a handsome plural

ity, puts Mayor McClellan into an awkward

plight if he is sensitive. Had he put no obstacle

in the way of a recount, the discovery that errors

or frauds occurred in his favor would have left

him personally unscathed. But to resort to every

device known to technical lawyers to prevent a

recount, and after all these have finally failed to

be confronted with evidence indicative of whole

sale fraud, certainly does tend to reflect upon

him as the beneficiary. If some one were to lose

a gold watch in a crowded room, and it were

cordially agreed all around to search everybody,

the finding of the watch in the outer pocket of

the coat of one of the persons present would not

necessarily reflect upon him. It might have been

put there by the thief, or as a joke; and the ready

acquiescence in the search by the person on whom

it was found would tell in his favor. But suppose

this very person had strenuously opposed the

search, and had tried to get out of the room so as

to avoid it, and after that the watch had been

found in his pocket ! .
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The Military Way.

An amazing story of Russianistic methods in

the American army is floating eastward across

the Rocky Mountains. It is about a private sol

dier of the regular army, stationed at San Fran

cisco, William Buwalda by name, who was sen

tenced by court martial to a term of five years'

imprisonment, which has been commuted by Gen

eral Funston to three, for an offense which Gen

eral Funston regards as deserving imprisonment

for fifteen years. He reduced it to three chiefly on

account of the previous flawless record of Bu

walda as a soldier. Buwalda’s crime was of such

a nature that no specific characterization of it

could be found in the army code. So he was pro

secuted under a provision which General Funston

describes as “a blanket article made to cover all

offenses not particularly named in the other arti

cles,” and which includes “offenses against the

flag and the army.” Private Buwalda’s crime, it

seems then, was some sort of offense against the

flag and the army. It appears to have consisted,

for the most part, in so far forgetting that he was

a soldier and remembering that he was a gentle

man as to shake hands with Emma Goldman

while in army uniform.

+

We hesitate to describe this case any further.

It seems so improbable, so unlikely to be only as

it appears from the story as it reaches us. We

shall therefore fall back for the facts upon literal

quotations from General Funston himself in his

interview in the Oregon Journal of the 26th :

“Buwalda's case was a very pitiful and unusual one,”

said General Funston. “I was greatly interested in

it and made a careful personal investigation. He

had been in the army fifteen years and his record

was absolutely clear—a very remarkable record in

many respects. He became interested in practic

ing shorthand at many lectures in San Francisco,

taking down the words for the practice it gave him.

It seems that Buwalda went to Emma Goldman's lec

tures at first for this purpose. He had never shown

any anarchistic proclivities and was honest and in

dustrious. But he became enthused by some things

that Miss Goldman said—very much as the people

are affected by a revival service—and several times

applauded the speaker vociferously. His conduct

was noted by Secret service men and detectives who

were present at the meetings, and when on the night

that Miss Goldman gave her lecture on “Patriotism”

—a peculiarly dangerous and lawless one—he went

upon the platform and shook hands with her. He was

followed and his conduct reported to me. He had

spoken to Miss Goldman, it seems, and told her that

he agreed with her, although in his trial he denied

this, saying he only shook hands with her. Inasmuch

as he had attended the lectures in his army uniform,

and the one on “Patriotism” is directed especially

against the army and navy, calling the enlisted men

hired assassins, I had to call a court-martial. I took

care to see that only the oldest men in the Presidio

served—the officers were none of them beneath the

rank of captain. They tried him for a violation of

article 62 of the code. It is a blanket article made

to cover all offenses not particularly named in the

other articles and included in it are offenses against

the flag and the army. It was shown beyond any

doubt in my mind that Buwalda had spoken to Miss

Goldman, that he had attended the meetings in

uniform, had applauded her remarks and shook hands

with her. The court taking everything into consid

eration, sentenced him to five years on Alcatraz

Island. It seemed to me, however, that owing to the

fact that he had not gone to the meetings on purpose

to hear anarchy discussed, and that he had been such

an excellent soldier, that I could cut the sentence to

three years.”

+

So there you have the story in full, from the

most authoritative source, and in the blackest pos

sible colors. Buwalda “was shown beyond any

doubt”—mind that, now !—beyond any doubt of

General Funston's, to have “spoken to Miss Gold

man,” actually to have spoken to her, don't you

see . It was also shown beyond any doubt, that

he had attended her meetings in uniform (crim

inality of meetings not noted), and “had ap

plauded her remarks” (nature of remarks so ap

plauded not shown beyond any doubt or other

wise); and, moreover, of this same Buwalda it

was further shown beyond any doubt that he, the

said Buwalda, forgetful of the flag, regardless of

the dignity of the army, and instigated by the

devil, “shook hands” with Emma Goldman. We

may see from General Funston's interview that

the reason Buwalda deserved fifteen years’ im

prisonment, was sentenced to five, and is under

going a commuted sentence of three, was because

he attended a lawful civil meeting in his uniform

while on leave, listened to a lawful speech on “Pa

triotism,” applauded the sentiments that he re

garded as patriotic—sentiments of peace as op

posed to war, apparently—and then shook hands

with the speaker. And he has no civil redress. He

is beyond the protection of the civil courts, because,

when he enlisted in the army he signed away his

civil rights. Now it is true that Emma Goldman

has a bad newspaper reputation. But those who

meet her and hear her, find that her newspaper

reputation belies her character. So Buwalda’s

case comes to this, that he is serving three years

in prison, not because he applauded a lawless

speech and shook hands with a lawless speaker,

but because he applauded the utterances and

shook the hand of a newspaper victim of pluto

crtic malice. And who knows but that this was

due to emotional reaction consequent upon the dis
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covery that Emma Goldman is not the vulgar

criminal she is charged by reckless and malicious

newspapers with being, but is a worthy woman

of intellectual ability and humane purposes? Is

there any exaggeration in saying that America is

nearer Russia than one would infer from looking

at a map?

+ +

Free Speech in Ohio. Y.

A contest between the Manufacturers’ Associa

tion and the Socialists in Dayton, Ohio, has ended

in the discomfiture of the former. Designing to

stop Socialist speaking, the Manufacturers’ Asso

ciation inspired the police to suppress out-door

Socialist meetings arbitrarily. This was done on

a Sunday night on the supposition that public

street-meetings on Sunday were unlawful. But

that turned out to be a mistake after the meetings

were broken up by the police and the speakers

arrested. Then the imprisoned speakers were ac

cused of disorderly conduct; but the police magis

trate held that there had been no disorderly con

duct and discharged the accused. Socialist street

speakers are doing good work in resisting these

aggressions of the police authorities who have en

tered upon a crusade against free speech. Order

ly public meetings should be encouraged, or at

least not suppressed, no matter what doctrines

they advocate. This is the true way of maintain

ing order.

--" + *H,

Taxation of Life Insurance Companies.

When the mania for taxing everything in sight,

and everything not in sight that can be discov

ered, reaches to the life insurance business, it

comes very close to the extreme of absurdity as

well as injustice. Even a babe ought almost to

understand that a tax upon the life insurance

business adds to the cost of doing that business,

and therefore to the cost of insurance. If low

taxes or no taxes on life insurance do not al

ways reduce premiums, the reason is that insur

ance companies conspire to keep premiums up.

But taxation of life insurance absolutely necessi

tates high premiums. It is like a permanent in

crease in the death rate. People who advo

cate life insurance taxation are therefore advo

cating taxation of the industrious, the prudent and

the thrifty. Life insurance should be encouraged

by exemption from taxation. It should not be

made more expensive to the insured than actual

cost, either by insurance combines or by taxation

of the insurance business.

•+. *H +

No man can be fit for liberty who will not allow it

to the other man.—The Silent Partner.

THE FUTURE OF THE DEMO.

CRATIC PARTY.

In all probability the future of the Democratic

party will be determined at Denver in July. Not

merely its immediate future; of course that goes

without the saying. But its future in the sense

of its fate.

Should there be reaction toward plutocracy at

Denver, the Denver convention of 1908 would

probably be to the Democratic party of the plu

tocratic period—in general effect, whatever the

variation in detail—somewhat as the Charleston

convention of 1860 was to the Democratic party

of the chattel slavery period.

The circumstances are such that the defeat of

Bryan by means of the old pro-slavery two-thirds

rule, would very likely be the outward sign of

that inward reaction. But if Bryan is nominat

ed, and there seems no longer to be the remotest

reason for doubting that he will be, then the fate

of the party will depend upon the confidence it

continues to hold, and the further confidence its

course in the campaign inspires, in its tendency

away from the flesh pots of Egypt and toward

the goal of democratic principle.

Whether it wins or loses at the election will

make little difference. The vital thing will be

the reputation it earns among democratic Demo

crats and democratic Republicans, in the Presi

dential campaign now before it.

+

The most thoughtful literary contribution on

this subject has not yet commanded the atten

tion it deserves. We refer to the leading article

in the Atlantic Monthly for May, by Thomas Mott

Osborne. -

Mr. Osborne lives in a mental atmosphere sat

urated with high-toned business traditions; for

he inherited the management of the Osborne agri

cultural implement works at Auburn. But the

possible untoward influence of business associations

in a commercial era in which “high tone” has be

come in business circles hardly more than a name,

was neutralized in his temperamental tendencies

by the best of anti-slavery traditions.

He has, moreover, had personal experience in

the “good government” phases of reform—the

“goo-goo” experience as it is called by the politi

cally irreverent. But if it be cynically said that

“the ‘goo-goo' is a good citizen who has never

been tempted,” and that “after temptation the

‘goo-goo' becomes either a moral crusader or a

respectable crook,” even his most virulent enemy

would have to place Mr. Osborne in the crusader
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class of “goo-goo” products. Family tradition

and civic experience alike, tend to make him an

idealist in politics. To these experiences, how

ever, must be added official experiences as a

former mayor of Auburn, and as a present mem

ber of one of the public utilities commissions of

the State of New York; they emphasize the in

fluence of his superior business traditions and

tend to make him prudent and practical.

All these together, supplemented with the sub

tle influences of an aristocratic social and in

tellectual environment from youth up, incline Mr.

Osborne personally to the daintier side in political

alignments. A fundamental democrat to the

core, both in mind and heart, he nevertheless

seems to recoil as instinctively from democratic

groups that are not “Harvardized,” so to speak,

as from plutocratic groups that are. A weaker

or less scrupulous young man of his temperament,

associations and training, would most likely have

remained within the respectable surroundings of

the Republican party into which he was born, in

stead of going over as he has done to the Demo

cratic party. For it must be conceded that in the

latter there is a desert of rudeness to repel, and -

only a few oases of conventional refinement to at

tract, any one of fastidious likes and dislikes.

These personal references and estimations seem

necessary to a fair appreciation of Mr. Osborne's

paper in its entirety. Though in the main a paper

which deserves to rank high as an example of poli

tical interpretation, its perspective seems to us dis

torted by the density of its author's business and

cultural atmosphere the moment Mr. Bryan's fig

ure comes into his field of vision.

*H

Mr. Osborne does gross injustice to Bryan and

grosser injustice to himself by echoing the crit

icism, long ago consigned to the scrap pile of

partisan misrepresentations, that Bryan’s ad

vocacy of the ratification of the treaty of peace

with Spain made him partly responsible for im

perialism in the Philippines.

Every one should realize at this historical dis

tance from that event, that it was not the treaty

of peace with Spain that made imperialism in the

Philippines. It was the rage for imperialism

that afterwards set in among the American peo

ple. More responsible by far than Bryan for im

perialism in the Philippines, were those anti-im

perialists whom this false accusation against

Bryan made lukewarm in the Presidential cam

paign of 1900; for that campaign, had it ended

in Bryan's election instead of his defeat, would

have put an immediate end to imperialism and

restored the Philippine republic.

What Bryan advocated was not imperialism, but

a treaty of peace—the only treaty of peace offered.

That treaty left it to this country to determine

the political fate of the Philippines, and inci

dentally our own. But it did not compel our

people to imperialize. It only gave them the op

tion, and until it was ratified they had not even

the option. The whole matter until then was one

of military power and not of constitutional au

thority. The treaty of peace took the question of

imperialism away from the autocratic power of the

war office, where it then was and where it would

have remained indefinitely had this treaty of peace

been rejected, and referred it to the American

people. The war office had already begun an im

perial regime. There was no way of stopping it

except by an appeal to the American people on the

basis of their democratic traditions. But this

could not be made while the war with Spain

legally continued; and the war with Spain would

have legally continued, no one knows how long, if

Bryan's influence had not turned the scale in

favor of the ratification of that particular treaty

of peace.

Most clearly the treaty ought to have cared for

the Philippines as it did for Cuba, and Bryan

would have had it so. Its failure to do this was

not Bryan's fault. If he used his influence at all,

it had to be for that particular treaty of peace or

In One.

The partisanship of the time that tried to in

fluence votes by so misrepresenting this episode ,

as to make Bryan appear equally responsible with

McKinley for the Philippine usurpation, we can

understand. But we never could understand

anti-imperialists who fell into that particular

trap; nor can we understand Mr. Osborne now,

except upon the temperamental explanation we

have already suggested. For he, at so late a day

as this and in another connection, makes a fling

at Bryan by suggesting with reference to the cam

paign of 1900 that it was absurd to try" to awaken

enthusiasm over a fight against imperialism with

a candidate who was himself partly responsible

for the ratification of the Philippine treaty.”

+

Mr. Osborne is much more considerate in his

reference to the financial campaign of 1896. As

to this he recognizes, even if dimly, that regard

less of the economics of the financial issue, pluto

cratic conditions justified the revolt that Bryan

led, in so far as it was “a revolt against existing

conditions,” and “in so far as it was a protest
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against the betrayal of the party by their leaders

in the matter of tariff reform.”

But an unreasoning antipathy to Bryan appears

again when Mr. Osborne considers the future of

the party. His allusion here to Bryan as an

idolized leader, the object of “undiscriminating

adulation,” regarding whom the people must be

warned that they “should not tie up to any one

man, no matter how good or how great he may be

—or how well he talks.” To account for these al

lusions upon any other ground than unreasoning

antipathy would unjustly discredit Mr. Osborne's

faculties as a political observer. In the abstract,

to be sure, he is right in condemning undiscrim

inating adulation of leaders. But there is far

less undiscriminating adulation of Bryan than

there has been of any other popular leader in our

country’s history. There is incalculably less of

it than of undiscriminating antipathy.

If Bryan is idolized, it is not for his personality

but for his proved fidelity. His is not the case

of a Webster or a Clay, who could go from one side

to the other of great issues and take their follow

ing with them. For his personal fortunes, the

people who “idolize” Bryan care little, except as

they may humanly care for everybody's. But for

the proof Bryan has given that he has convictions,

that they are profound, that their tendency is

fundamentally democratic, that they transcend

and dominate his personal ambitions, and that

plutocratic overtures, no matter how tempting in

substance or subtle in approach, do not faze him

—for these reasons it is, and for these alone, that

Bryan is so widely and intensely idolized.

Mr. Osborne is right again, in the abstract,

when he deplores the tying up to any one leader,

and advises that in a multitude of counselors

there is wisdom. But where is this multitude of

counselors whom the democrats of the Demo

cratic party may tie up to as they tie up to

Bryan 2 Mr. Osborne neither names nor hints at

one. Although he prints Cleveland's name, it is

as an historical figure and not as a contemporary

leader. And does he suppose that if Cleveland

were in the fullness of his powers, his leadership

would evoke any enthusiasm outside the circle of

his personal admirers, except from the identical

plutocratic sources that strengthen the conditions

against which the democratic masses of all parties

are in revolt? Mr. Osborne's neglect to name

leaders who measure up to Bryan in the necessary

respects, can hardly be because he would not but

because he cannot. -

Doubtless he knows of men who would make

such leaders. So do we. Doubtless he knows of

men who are such leaders within special circles

and localities, some narrow and some wide, but

none national. So do we. We know of men who

would measure up to our own specific views in all

respects better than Bryan does in all respects.

But there is no man, national in his influence and

in the confidence he commands, who even ap

proaches Bryan as a representative of the present

stage of democratic development on national is

SueS.

This is not an inference, nor a loose guess, nor

a wish in the guise of a thought. It is a state

ment of a fact—a statement in another form of

what everybody knows to be true, that Bryan is

the only national leader in the Democratic party

whom the masses of the people of the party of

the whole country, in contradistinction to its

machines and bosses and plutocratic newspapers,

do in fact believe in and follow.

+

When out of the range, however, of the disturb

ing influence of Bryan upon his perceptions and

judgment, Mr. Osborne discusses the great facts

from which the future of the Democratic party

must be inferred, in a manner which, as we have

already said, entitles his paper in the May At

lantic to rank high as an example of political in

terpretation. To be appreciated, the paper in its

entirety should be read. It is an impressive paper,

not only in the sweep of its thought and the

charm of its diction, but also in the purity and

sanity of its democracy. In the hope that whoever

reads this comment may read every word of the

paper itself, we venture a brief summary.

Wisely enough, though hesitatingly, Mr. Os

borne seeks an understanding of the Democratic

party of to-day by looking for an explanation of

democracy, and of democracy by inquiring into

its origin. In the course of this inquiry, he brings

out in excellent proportion and with suggestive

emphasis, the development of organized society

through the four stages preceding the real advent

of democracy. --

Beginning with the dominance of brute strength,

he finds that this developed into imperialism, the

rule of master over slave, of which Rome is the his

toric type. But the rule of master over slave

could not withstand the influence of the philos

ophy and religion which trickled through society

though thus organized. With a great crash, im

perialism went down and feudalism slowly arose.

The enslaving impulse had not died however, but

under feudalism it took the form of lord and vas

sal. As feudalism declined, paternalism, “based

upon the relation of a parent claiming divine right

and his children seeking guidance, came to poli
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tical development,” only to give way in turn to

aristocracy, “the domination of a ruling caste, a

nobility of material success, sometimes of birth,”

as descent from freebooter or sycophant; “some

times of wealth,” as landlords; “sometimes of in

tellect,” as “statecraft, commerce, letters or beer;”

and “sometimes a mixture of all these.” It was in

the decline of aristocracy that democracy as a

concrete experiment in government on a large

scale arose. It arose because aristocracy, however

plausible, is untrue to the natural laws of human

association. Mr. Osborne graphically argues:

The rule of a priviledged few, whether their claim

be founded on birth, wealth, scholarship, or what

not, is in practice a selfish and arrogant domination.

It is the same old story. “How much better the world

would be governed if the ignorant many were only

willing to be guided by the wise few "" cry those who

consider themselves the wise and aspire to be the

few. It is a plausible argument. But the many al

ways refuse, and always will refuse, to listen, when

the few commit the grievous error of exchanging

their intellectual influence for political domination.

Moreover, the many have always shown that political

ly they are wiser in the long run than the aristocrats.

For the judgment of the many remains in the mass

unselfish, while the privileged few upon whom the

gift of power has been bestowed have proved that

with the gift of power go the fatal gifts of pride,

luxury, ambition, greed,—these in place of that

righteousness which alone would defend the placing

of man in power over his fellow-man. “No man,”

said Lincoln with deep insight, “is good enough to

rule another man, without that other's consent.”

The democratic experiment to which Mr. Os

borne refers, arose under favorable circumstances,

as he views them. Not only was it in a broad sense

no experiment, since “every other system of gov

ernment had failed to satisfy mankind,” but it

got its foothold on a new continent, “where Eng

land, the island country which had been enabled to

pursue most naturally its own development, had

planted colonies where freedom was breathed in

with the very air.” Then came the natural and in

evitable division into political parties—the pro

gressive and the conservative, Hamilton giving

personality to the latter and Jefferson to the form

er. These divisions are characterized as natural,

healthy and inevitable, because it is instinctive

with some natures to press forward progressively

toward new good, and of others to hold fast con

servatively to the good they have. Both are nec

essary to a republic because—

without the curb of the conservative the progres

sive party would rush forward too fast, and taking

no time for proper consideration of the way, find it

self arriving with scattered forces at wrong destina

tions; without the stimulus of the progressive, the

conservative party would lag behind, becoming more

and more stupid and reactionary, until it would ulti

mately find itself going backwards, rather than for

wards.

With the passage of time the progressive fol

lowing of Jefferson fell, as Mr. Osborne finds,

into the Democratic-Republican party, which

glided naturally in Jackson's day into the Demo

cratic party, the change presenting two phases

of one party rather than two periods with differ

ent parties. When the slavery question arose, it

confused the natural alignments of this party;

also of its opponent, which from Federalist had

become Whig. Slavery is treated by Mr. Osborne

as a survival from imperialism, a special interest

which had seized upon the Democratic party “to

advance its own natural welfare and intrench it

self in power without consideration of party wel

fare.” -

While slavery lasted no progress was possible.

Its removal however was not the proper task of

the Whigs, says Mr. Osborne, “for they formed

the conservative party of that day.” It was there

fore inevitable, unless the Democratic party be

came democratic by turning against slavery, that

a new party would be formed by progressives. As

the Democratic party did fail in this democratic

duty, the Republican party sprang into the arena.

But after the slavery fight was over, then—

exactly as the Democratic party before the war, its

organization seized upon by the slave power, had

changed from a party of progress to one of reaction,

so the Republican organization, captured by certain

powerful commercial interests, now became in its

turn a party of reaction.

As the remainder of Mr. Osborne's able and

suggestive paper deals with the political situation

resulting from reaction in the Republican party,

a situation in which we are still entangled, his

further observations are very likely to appear

sound or unsound according to the bias of read

ers, and may be so in fact according to the bias

of their writer. To some of them we should not

agree, as we have already explained; others seem

to us eminently sound. But the really important

thing is the significance of the history of demo

cracy, as Mr. Osborne indicates it, with reference

to the future of the Democratic party.

Will the party throw off its part of the incubus

of the new special interests that have wholly cap

tured the Republican party, or will it again fail of

its democratic duty and thereby create the condi

tions out of which a new party will spring full

armed and ready for the fray. In our judg

ment the true prophecy may be spelled out in the

proceedings at Denver six weeks hence.

*

With Mr. Osborne's view in his own conclusions
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upon the subject, that there must come “some

progressive party,” we are in hearty accord. And

with him we ask whether that will be the Demo

cratic party made again democratic, or a new

party springing spontaneously, as the Republican

party did half a century ago, out of the other par

ties. Again, we agree with him that “progress

can be made with much less waste of energy and

expenditure of labor under an old organization

than under a new ;' and still again, when he im

plies that if the old one fails to rise to the occa.

sion the new one will surely come.

We do not agree with him, however, that “the

leaders of the party should forget their quarrels

and unite,” for those who are quarreling now,

quarrel over the very issue at stake—democracy

or plutocracy, and there can be no real union
|Ptween these two irreconcilable elements. If

those leaders unite, the Democratic party will not

rise to the occasion. Neither do we agree with

Mr. Osborne in his slightly veiled and not very

conciliatory intimation that Mr. Bryan should

“put aside” his “personal ambitions” in order that

the party may win. Were Mr. Bryan to lay aside

what his enemies are pleased to call his “personal

ambitions,” he would be compromising with the

enemies of democracy within the Democratic par

ty, and would not only lose the confidence of the

democratic masses but would deserve to.

Yet we do agree with Mr. Osborne, and most

cordially, when in this connection he rises above

the influences that have here and there diverted

the true current of his thought, as we consider it,

and says of this sacrifice of “personal ambitions”:

Or if we grant that while such action would be

magnificent it would not be politics, as it is played

nowadays, let us come back to the people. For every

thing in a democracy does come back sooner or later

to the people. If Democrats remain indifferent and

discouraged how can they hope to succeed? But if

they will arouse themselves to the struggle; realize

their responsibilities; forget former defeats and di

visions and think only of the future—of the chance

to make their party once more what it was formed

to be, has been, and can be made, the great party of

progress, the party of democracy; if they will do

this, not only can they again place their president

in the White House, to occupy the chair of Jefferson,

Jackson, and Cleveland, but they can start a new

wave of genuine and orderly progress which will up

lift the people of this democratic republic to a higher

place than has ever yet been reached.

+

“Let us come back to the people!” That is the

true word. But as we do come back to the people.

what is the response we get? Is it not this as to

policies?—Democracy for all in place of special

privileges for some. And is it not this as to can

tions.

didates?—The only leader in the Democratic par

ty to-day who holds the confidence of the demo

cracy of the whole country, is William J. Bryan.
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Week ending Tuesday, June 2, 1908.

Presidential Politics.

In reply to Mr. Taft's telegram in answer to

Mr. Bryan's proposal regarding publicity of cam

paign contributions (p. 199), Mr. Bryan tele

graphed Mr. Taft on the 26th as follows:

I am very much gratified to receive your telegram

and trust the publication of your letter will add the

weight necessary to turn the scales in favor of the

measure. Elections are public affairs, and publicity

will help to purify politics.

Mr. Bryan also wired Senator Culberson and Rep

resentative Williams on the same day, saying:

Please secure copies of my telegrams to Secretary

Taft and his reply concerning campaign contribu

His letter to Senator Burrows may enable you

to secure action on the bill.

But Congress took no action.

+

Although Mr. Taft is said to have a majority

of the delegates to the Republican national con

vention, it is now reported that the seats of 229

of them are contested, and that 147 of these con

tests involve a hard fight between the Taft and

the anti-Taft managers. They include eleven

State contests, involving 44 delegates; ninety

district contests, involving 180 delegates; two Ter

ritorial contests, involving 4 delegates, and a fight

over a single delegate in Pennsylvania, making a

total of 229 delegates involved in the fighting.

The hearing of the contests will begin before the

national committee on the 5th.

+

Mr. Taft has evoked criticism, of which his

Republican adversaries are making much, because

in his Memorial Day address at Grant's Tomb, in

New York, he included in his story of Grant as

the military hero of the Civil War this incidental

reference to the unpromising beginnings of

Grant's military career:

But in 1854 he resigned from the army because he

had to. He had yielded to the weakness of a taste
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for strong drink, and rather than be court-martialed

he left the army. He returned from Vancouver, on

the Pacific coast, to his family at St. Louis, without

money, without property—a disheartened man.

+

Mr. Bryan made eight speeches in Nebraska on

the 1st, the principal one of them being at Craw

ford, where he addressed an audience of over

3,000. On the 2nd the Democratic convention of

Nevada instructed its national delegates to vote

for Bryan’s nomination first, last and all the

time. United States Senator Newlands heads the

delegation. Arkansas gave the same instructions.

+ *

Labor in Politics.

Pursuant to the decision of the trade unions of

Illinois to take political action (p. 17.8), an offi

cial call for a State convention was issued on the

1st by E. R. Wright, president of the Illinois

State Federation of Labor. It is called for the

21st. Every central labor body in the State is

urged to send five delegates to the convention,

and those representatives will be the only ones en

titled to vote, although all union men are invited

to be present and take part in the discussion.

The principal object' of the gathering as an

nounced in the call is to consider the new direct

primary law and its relation to organized labor.

It is the intention of the unionists to take advan

tage of the primary law to place candidates in

nomination for public office who are friendly to

organized labor.

•F

It was reported on the 31st that John Mitchell,

former president of the United Mine Workers of

America, may be a candidate at the Ilinois pri

maries for the Democratic nomination for Gov

ernOr.

+

The political action committee (p. 178) of the

Chicago Federation of Labor was appointed on

the 27th by John Fitzpatrick, the president. It

consists of 50 members selected with reference

both to wards and trades.

+ •+

Referendums in Oregon.

At the election in Oregon on the 1st, both the

woman suffrage and the so-called single tax

amendments (p. 170) were lost on referendum.

The “recall” amendment appears also to have

failed. The details are not yet reported.

+ +

Congress.

An agreement on financial legislation, regarded

a week ago as hopeless (p. 199), came about a

few days later suddenly and sensationally. At

the meeting of the conference committee of the

two Houses on the 26th, the Republican members

carried a compromise emergency currency bill, a

merging of the Vreeland bill of the lower House

with the Aldrich bill of the Senate. As Mr.

Vreeland afterward explained on the floor of the

House, the cloak of the Aldrich bill has been re

tained but its body has been ejected from the

cloak.

+

This compromise bill of the conference com

mittee came before the House on the 27th. No

general debate was allowed and in a few minutes

the measure passel by a vote of 166 to 140. All

the Democrats voted against it, as did the follow

ing Republicans: Brumm, Penn.; Calderhead,

Kan. ; Campbell, Kan. ; Cooper, Wis.; Darragh,

Mich.: Fowler, N. J.; Henry, Conn.; Hill,

Conn.; Lindberg, Minn.; Morse, Wis.; Murdock,

Kan. ; Nelson, Wis.; Prince, Ill., and Waldo,

N. Y. +

The bill went immediately to the Senate, where

it was taken up on the 28th. Early on the 30th

it became evident that a “filibuster”—a long de

bate for the purpose of preventing a vote on the

bill—was under way under the leadership of Sen

ator La Follette (Republican), of Wisconsin. In

the course of the filibuster, which included sev

eral demands for roll cails in order to disclose the

absence of a quorum, Vice-President Fairbanks

ruled that a roll call cannot be demanded by any

Senator if another Senator has the floor and re

fuses to yield, and was sustained by 32 to 14. He

also ruled that he could count a quorum present

if that were the fact, even though a quorum did

not answer to roll call. Mr. La Follette spoke

continuously from noon of the 29th to 7:30

o'clock in the morning of the 3th, nearly 20

hours. Senator Stone, of Missouri, and Senator

Gore, of Oklahoma, assisted him, Senator Stone

taking the floor when Senator La Follette yielded

it, and speaking until luncheon recess at 2:15 in

the afternoon of the 30th. Mr. Stone was fol

lowed by Mr. Gore, who spoke until 4:25. A few

minutes before Mr. Gore closed, Mr. Stone came

to his side and notified him of his (Stone's)

readiness to resume. But when Mr. Gore actually

closed, Mr. Stone had gone to the cloak room.

As Mr. Gore is blind, he did not know of this,

and supposing that Stone was in his seat, yielded

the floor. At that moment Mr. Stone was being

entertained by Senator Elkins, and Mr. La Fol

lette, depending upon Gore and Stone, was in the

corridors. Before any of them knew of the crisis,

Senator Aldrich had got the floor and moved a

roll call on the passage of the bill. Efforts were

made by Senators Hepburn and La Follette to

recover the floor rights of the minority, but the
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Vice-President ruled that nothing could interrupt

a roll call, and so the bill passed the Senate by

43 to 22. The Democrats voted solidly against

it, being reinforced by the following Republicans:

La Follette, of Wisconsin; Brown, of Nebraska;

Borah, of Idaho; Bourne, of Oregon, and Hep

burn, of Idaho.

+

As reported by the press dispatches, this bill,

which has now been signed by the President and

become a law, provides—

for increase of currency under emergent circum

stances, such as existed last Fall, by national banks

having an unimpaired capital and a surplus of not

less than 20 per cent.

These increases must be made through clearing

houses, called “national currency associations,” vol

untarily formed by not less than ten banks having an

aggregate capital and surplus of at least $5,000,000.

There can be but one of these clearing houses in any

city. They may draw members from conveniently

contiguous territory, regardless of State lines. The

clearing houses cannot exclude from membership any

national bank having the qualifications, provided the

Secretary of the Treasury approves its application.

No bank can be a member of two or more of these

clearing houses. The affairs of the clearing houses

are to be managed by a board consisting of one rep

resentative from each bank.

Any such bank may issue emergent currency, pro

vided it already has circulating notes outstanding

(secured by United States bonds) to an amount not

less than 40 per cent of its capital stock, and its

capital is unimpaired, and it has a surplus of not less

than 20 per cent.

The process is as follows: The bank deposits with

and transfers to its clearing house, called “national

currency associations,” in trust for the United States,

such of its securities as this law allows it to use

for the purpose, and as the board of the association

approves. The officers of the association may there

upon make application to the Comptroller of the Cur

rency for an issue of additional notes to an amount

not exceeding 75 per cent of the cash value of those

securities. The Comptroller transmits the applica

tion to the Secretary of the Treasury with his recom

mendation; and the Secretary of the Treasury, if he

regards business conditions in the locality whence

the application comes as demanding additional cur

rency, and is satisfied with the character and value

of the securities, and that a lien on the assets of the

banks composing the association will annply pro

tect the United States, may issue to such association,

on behalf of such bank, so much emergent currency,

guaranteed by the United States, as he may de

termine, not in excess of 75 per cent of the cash

value of the securities deposited with the currenčy

asscoiation in trust for the United States, nor in ex

cess of 30 per cent of the unimpaired capital and

surplus of the bank making the application.

The securities so deposited are to consist of any

bank securities, including commercial paper, which

are held by the bank making the application.

If the deposit consists of State, city, town, county

or other municipal bonds, currency may be issued to

an amount as high as 90 per cent of their market

value.

The banks of the currency association through

which the application is made, and all their assets,

are liable proportionately for the redemption of

emergent currency.

The bill further provides that any national bank

with a circulation of not less than 40 per cent of its

capital stock and a surplus of not less than 20 per

cent may make application direct to the Comptroller

of the Currency for authority to issue additional

currency to be secured by the deposit of bonds other

than bonds of the United States, a provision which

probably allows the use of railroad and other private

corporation bonds; and in this case the Secretary

determines the time of issue and fixes the amount of

the emergency notes to be issued upon the guarantee

of the United States, and may guarantee an issue as

high as 90 per cent of the market value or of the

par value of the bonds, in his own discretion.

Banks having emergency currency in circulation

will be required to maintain in the United States

Treasury a redemption fund of 10 per cent.

The tax on emergency circulation is to be for the

first month at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, and

afterward an additional tax of 1 per cent per annum

for each month, until the tax aggregates 10 per cent

per annum, and thereafter the tax upon it is to stand

at 10 per cent per annum. It may be retired at will.

The denominations are to be $5, $10, $20, $50, $100,

$500, $1,000 and $10,000. The United States will re

deem them at any time on presentation in whoseso

ever hands they may be.

National banks holding government money on de

posit must pay on additional government deposits, if

they are regular depositories, and on all deposits if

they are temporary depositories, 1 per cent per an

num upon average monthly balances, and as much

more as the Secretary of the Treasury shall exact.

A “national monetary commission” is created, to be

composed of nine members of the House of Repre

sentatives and nine Senators, to inquire into the

changes necessary or desirable in the monetary

system of the United States or in the laws relating

to banking and currency.

This law is to expire by limitation on the 30th of

June, 1914. -

*

Congress adjourned sine die on the 30th after

passing without debate the public buildings bill,

the general deficiency bill, and the government

employes' liability bill.

+. +

The Cleveland Street Car Strike.

The remaining conductors and motormen of

the old or “Con-con” street car system who went

on strike against the Municipal system (pp. 190
201), decided on the 26th to continue their strike.

Their numbers were reported as having fallen to

900, and afterwards to 700. The force of men

then at work, including old “Threefer” men, new

men, and old “Con-con” men who had abandoned

the strike, was reported at 1,400, and from 30"

to 400 more were still needed. The strikers were

offered their former wages plus the increase of
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one cent an hour, but not their former places.

The strike now continues only nominally. It is

practically at an end. No calls were made for

military support, only 70 extra policemen were

engaged at any time, and no “strike” breakers

were used.

+

A parade of the remaining 700 strikers took

place on the 28th in support of a petition they

have secured for submitting the security fran

chise (p. 132) to referendum. This petition had

been presented to the Council on the 25th. It

was obtained for the purpose of defeating the

policy of municipalization and restoring the old

systems. As soon as it appeared in the Council,

councilmen in sympathy with the old system of—

fered an ordinance granting a 20-year franchise

to the old company to supersede the present one.

This substitute ordinance was tabled by 22 to 10.

The referendum bears 23,000 signatures, the

number required being 14,000. The election

board is now verifying the signatures. When this

is done the petitions will be returned to the coun

cil and a date fixed for the election. Council can

order a special election or order the question sub

mitted at the next municipal election, one year

from next November. If a majority of voters

should declare against the security ordinance it

would restore things, as nearly as possible, to the

conditions existing before the recent peace ne

gotiations were opened. The property of the

“Con-con” and the “Threefer” would be restored

to each corporation. Each would have the same

franchises, running for the same time, and each

would have the right to charge the same rate of

fare that it had before peace was declared. There

would be no additional rights given to either.

+ +

The Sultans of Morocco Still Fighting.

In spite of the reiterated reports (p. 133) of

the vanquishment of Mulai Hafid, the “Sultan

of the South,” who has been attempting to wrest

Morocco from his brother, the Sultan Abd-el-Aziz,

he is found to be still fighting, and the latest

dispatches indicate that he has forced Abd-el-Aziz

to retire before him. France is gradually with

drawing the troops she rushed into Morocco last

Autumn, ostensibly to preserve order (vol. x, p.

564), and is awaiting the result of the fight be

tween the two Sultans. If Mulai Hafid becomes

de facto sultan, France will notify the Powers sig

natory to the Algeciras treaty for preserving

European order in this disorderly African despot

ism (vol. viii, p. 764; vol. ix, pp. 9, 34). Mulai

Hafid is reported to be willing to accept the stipu

lations of the Algeciras convention.

+ *H

Greeks Who Are Revolting Against Turks.

The Island of Samos, lying in the Aegean Sea,

near the coast of Asia Minor, is racially Greek,

but is subject to the sovereignty of Turkey under

the guarantee of France, Great Britain and Rus

sia, signed in 1832. A revolt against the Turk

ish ruler of the island, who seems to have been

personally maltreated by the mob, was reported

on the 28th, and fighting between the inhabitants

and the gendarmerie at Vathy, the capital, con

tinued for three or four days, until reinforce

ments of Turkish troops arrived. Refugees,

mostly women and children, arriving in Greek

territory, report indiscriminate slaughter on the

part of the newly arrived Turkish battalion.

The Greek government is urging the signatory

Powers to send warships to the island.

•+ +

One Hundred and Twenty Years of Warfare Ended.

The Yaqui Indians (vol. ii, no. 71, p. 8; vol.

iii, pp. 153, 602; vol. v., p. 171; vol. vii, pp.

25, 683) who have preserved their independ

ence in their mountain country in the north

west corner of Old Mexico through an al

most unbroken warfare for 120 years, are now

making their peace with the Mexican govern

ment—a free peace, for, though they have suf

fered much, especially during the last few years,

they are still an unconquered people, and have

never acknowledged the authority of the Mexican

government. According to a dispatch of the 31st,

on the 7th of May Chief Luis Bule, head of the

Yaqui Nation, asked for a conference by which

peace could be arranged. With ninety-six of his

followers he was met in the Bacatete mountains

by Col. José Gonzales Salas and other officers of

the Mexican army, and terms were agreed upon

which provide unconditional submission of the

Yaquis to the authority of the government; that

the lives and property of the Indians be respected;

that all arms and ammunition of war in the

hands of the Indians be delivered to the military

authorities; that emissaries should be sent to the

different Yaqui bands, advising them to cease

hostilities and deliver up their arms, and that the

government provide all necessaries for the sub

mitting Indians until such time as work can be

provided for them. Chief Bule expressed his be

lief that his people would accept these terms, if

enough time was given to permit of their consid

eration by all families and parties; and he fixed

upon June 15 as the date upon which the united

people should present themselves for ratification

of the terms of settlement. Though never before

reconciled to the Mexican government, the Yaquis

were long ago Christianized by the Spanish

priests, and by the consummation of the peace

now being negotiated they will become citizens

of the Mexican Republic, for distinctions of race

were abolished in Mexico by the constitution of

1824.
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NEWS NOTE

-The American Medical Association met in con

vention at Chicago on the 1st.

-The Chicago police forbids the exhibition of

Shakespeare’s “Macbeth” at the 5-cent theaters.

--School teachers of Austin County, Texas, have

secured an American Federation of Labor Charter.

—The Convention of the General Federation of

Women's Clubs is to be held in Boston from June

22 to June 30, inclusive.

-The English General, Sir Redvers Buller, of Boer

war fame, died on the 2nd. The phrase, “I regret to

report,” obtained vogue from his use of it.

-The 120th Presbyterian General Assambly in

session at Kansas City on the 30th created a per

manent executive commission of fifteen for church

government.

–An International Free Trade Congress is to be

held at London on the 4th, 5th and 6th of August, at

which the Prime Minister, Mr. Asquith, for England,

Yves Guyot for France, Herr Gottheim for Germany,

Herr Koedt for Denmark, and Franklin Pierce for

the United States, are to be among the speakers.

-

-The Mayor of Portland, Oregon, Harry Lane, was

importuned to suppress the Portland meetings at

which Emma Goldman was announced to speak, but

he paid no more attention to them than is usual with

municipal authorities with reference to other public

meetings, ordering the police to keep away unless

called for. In consequence, the Goldman meetings

in Portland were totally free from disorder.

—A pageant reproducing the storming of Quebec

by Wolfe, and other incidents and scenes related to

the history of Canada, is to be held at Quebec in

July. Among the guests will be the English Prince

of Wales and the American Vice-President, as well

as representatives of the families of the French and

English generals who met in mortal combat on the

Plains of Abraham nearly a century and a half ago.

—That the Poles now believe that Poland's salva.

tion will come with the forward Slavic movement in

Russia, was declared in the Douma (p. 158) by Mr.

Dmowski, of Warsaw, the Nationalist leader, on the

27th. Paul Milyoukov, the leader of the Constitu

tional Democrats, predicted that the declaration

would be the turning point in the history of the two

peoples, and end the Russo-Polish deadlock.

—The referendum feature of the Des Moines plan

law (p. 57) will receive its first trial at the next

general election in November. The question to be

submitted is whether the city shall continue the

policy of remitting taxes of manufacturing concerns

in order to induce them to locate in Des Moines. It

will also be referred to the voters to say whether

the city shall carry out existing contracts relieving

certain companies from taxation for a certain period

of years.

—The New York Evening Call, an 8-page Socialist

daily, appeared on the 31st. It makes this announce

ment of its policy: “Nothing but news in its news

columns will be the policy of the Call. This news

will be attractively presented in a form most con

venient for the busy reader. In the editorial col

umns of the Call all questions of public concern will

be discussed with decency and dignity. While it

may not entertain any respect for certain elements of

society, it will maintain always its own self-respect.”

—The recount in the Hearst-McClellan contest for

Mayor of New York (p. 10) proceeds slowly. On the

first day of the recount, the 27th, Hearst made a

gain of 27 votes in the first ballot box opened. They

had been fraudulently counted for McClellan. The

same ratio of gain would give Hearst a substantial

plurality. On the 28th the number of votes found

to have been fraudulently counted for McClellan was

41. The number found each day since is smaller,

but evidence of fraud in the original count con

tinues to appear.

—Former Senator James Kimbrough Jones of Arkan

sas died of heart failure at Washington on the 1st.

Senator Jones was born in Marshall County, Missis

sippi, September 29, 1839, received a classical educa

tion, was a private soldier during the Civil War on

the losing side, lived on his plantation after the close

of the war until 1873, when he commenced the prac

tice of law, and the same year was elected to the

Senate from the State of Arkansas. Senator Jones

was chairman of the Democratic National Committee

in the 1900 campaign.

—The 60th anniversary of the first woman's rights

convention, which met at Seneca Falls, New York,

July 15 to 20, 1848, was celebrated on the 27th at

the same place. Among the speakers were Fannie

Garrison Villard, Harriett Stanton Blatch and Alice

Hooker May, of New York; Mary Church Terrell, a

Negro of Washington, D. C.; the Rev. Antoinette

Brown Blackwell, the first woman ordained in the

ministry; the Rev. Annis Ford Eastman, of Elmira;

Elizabeth E. Cook, a Cornell debater; Professor

Nathaniel Schmidt, of Cornell; Maud Nathan, presi

dent of the New York Consumers' League, and Mrs.

Ella Hawley Crossett, president of the New York

State Suffragist Association. At the original conven

tion the speakers were Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Lu

cretia Mott, Martha Wright and Frederick Douglass.

—Rev. Herbert S. Bigelow of the Vine street

church, Cincinnati, preached his last sermon there

until next December, on the 31st. He intends to

canvass Ohio for the initiative and referendum. In

his sermon he is reported by the local press to have

paid his respects to the orthodox ministers in saying

that they overlooked the one great duty of the

church, which should be to establish the kingdom of

God on earth. “Politics,” said Mr. Bigelow, “is one

of the duties of the church, if not its foremost duty.

I do not mean petty politics, which is merely a fight

for office, but politics in its broader sense, which

means arranging life to the best purpose of the peo

ple and the State.” Different lecturers and ministers

from various parts of the country will occupy the

pulpit of the Vine Street Congregational Church, be

ginning September 1, until the return of Mr. Bigelow

in December.

+ * +

It is not wise to keep the fire going under a slan

der unless you can get some large advantage out of

keeping it alive. Few slanders can stand the wear

of silence.—Mark Twain.
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press opinions

Raymond Robins.

Monte Vista (Colo.) Journal, May 23–Raymond

Robins has come to the front as the most eloquent

labor orator in the country.

* >}.

Free Speech in Portland.

Oregon Journal (ind.), May 23.−A business man of

Portland says that if he were mayor he would not al

low Emma Goldman to appear in public here. Then

as mayor of Portland he would suppress the right of

free speech, if he could. If Miss Goldman violates

any law in her speech, then she should be sup

pressed; otherwise she has as much right to talk, on

anarchy or any other subject, as any of the many

public speakers who talk in this city. We can't af

ford to sacrifice the right of free speech to any

prejudice.

+ +

A Separated People.

Goldwin Smith, in the Toronto Weekly Sun, May

20.-It is impossible for any open-minded person

to look at the configuration of this continent with

out thinking that nature points to a union of the

English-speaking race upon it. Hut the question is

not at present being stirred on either side of the line;

or, if it is, the stir is that of nervous anxiety on

the part of the Imperialists. Meantime nothing but

a political line remains to divide Canada from the

United States. In every other respect fusion is com

plete.

+ +

The Danger of Preparations for War.

The (Philadelphia) Jewish Exponent, May 22.-You

cannot have a great army or a great navy without

the constant danger that the temptation to use the

one or the other will sooner or later prove irresisti

ble. In the present state of international affairs the

complete disarmament of any of the great nations

is an impossibility; but beyond adequate preparations

for ordinary defense no free country has the right

to go. It is better—far better—to take the chances

of being only partially equipped in the event of an

attack, than to create and encourage the direct and

incidental evils resulting from the existence of a

large war establishment, even in times of peace.

+ +.

Politics in the Rocky Mountain Region.

The Nebraska Journal (Dem.), May 29.-Edgar

Howard is ranbling among the mountains of Utah

and he writes very logically and entertainingly of

his trip and we print the following excerpt: “There

is more talk about politics over here on the western

side of our western world than we hear in Nebraska.

And it is remarkable that people of all classes should

be so much of one mind. I believe I can express the

sentiment of nine out of ten men who talked politics

to me on this side the range by quoting the following

sentence which I heard many of them repeat: “I hope

Roosevelt will be his own successor, but if he shall

not be a candidate, then I am for Bryan.' And that

leads me to make a statement of my own, namely,

that in all the western country there are two Ameri

can names above all other names of men—the name

of Roosevelt and the name of Bryan.”

+ +

Extension of the Postal Censorship.

The Congregationalist (religious), May 9, 1908–

The well-informed Roman correspondent of the Bos

ton Transcript says in a recent letter: “The Vatican

has stretched out its long arm and the Postmaster

General of the United States has forbidden the en

trance into the United States mails of a Roman pa

per called the Asino. This paper has been exceed

ingly anti-clerical, and it is said to have sold over

four thousand copies a week in America. For a long

time the Vatican authorities have been trying to have

its publication stopped, but they have not succeeded

in Italy, although they did in the United States. The

action of the Postmaster-General was hailed with

joy in Vatican circles.” No doubt the newspaper in

question was immoral as well as anti-clerical—we

never heard of it before. But we do not like this

“long arm of the Vatican” stretched out to influence

the Postmaster-General of the United States. Will

the Postmaster-General please explain 7

+ +.

Margaret Haley at Lincoln.

(Lincoln, Neb.) Wage Worker (Will M. Maupin,

editor).-The union men who heard Miss Haley will

never forget her address. Nothing better was ever

heard in Lincoln. It was the plain, unadorned story

of what can be done by determined workers who

know they are right and are bent on securing justice.

It was an expose of political rottenness appalling in

its scope. It was a word picture of the slavery of

political parties to capital and the neglect of men

who were deaf and "blind to their duty. And what

these two women, Miss Haley and Miss Goggin, ac

complished is a story that will be told long years

after they have passed from the scene of action.

•+ +

The American Anarchist.

The (Portland, Ore.) Journal (ind.), April 23.-A

great deal has been written lately about anarchists.

They have been excoriated all along the line, from

the President down to the lowest officer and the

newspaper in the smallest settlement. Very well;

but who are the worse anarchists? The anarchist, as

he is popularly understood, a man with rank treason

on his tongue, murder in his mind, and a bomb un

der his coat, to hurl at authority or wealth, is rather

a rare creature, isn't he, so far as results, occur

rences, show. Seldom do we read of any really an

archistic speeches or writings that influence anybody

to mischief; more rarely does an anarchist kill any

body in this country, and when that happens the as

sassin is one who, if not an anarchist and poor,

would almost surely be acquitted on the ground of

insanity. It seems that there has been a great deal

of heated talk and perfervid writing on a very slight

foundation of fact. We are not in the least defend

ing anarchy or anarchists; this is a country of law.

and the laws should be respected, observed and

obeyed; but this remark brings us right to the point:

While an assassinating anarchist is an extreme rar
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ity, there are many men of great wealth and influ

ence and respectability who do not obey, observe or

respect the laws. What are they? Are they not in

a sense anarchists, partial anarchists? Laws that

please and profit them they regard reverently, but

laws that displease and pecuniarily disadvantage

them they will not obey; they violate or evade them

with impunity; they scorn and trample upon and defy

them. Which is the worse class of anarchists, con

sidering their relative number, station, intelligence,

opportunities and influence, and the results?

RELATED THINGS

CONTRIBUTIONS AND REPRINT

SING, VOICES OF ALL BIRDS THAT

TRILL IN JUNE!

From “The Epic of Man,” Written by Jams's H. West

for the Forty-First Annual Festival of the Free

Religious Association of America, Held

in Boston, May 29, 1908.

Sing, voices of all birds that trill in June!

Your dear delight

Is symbol of the high ecstatic tune,

The radiance bright,

Which shall encompass Man full soon—full soon!

Shine, rays of myriad suns that gleam on high .

Your glorious flame

Is prophecy of lumined earthly sky,

Known now in name,

And shortly to be made sweet verity!

Rise, human hearts! too long, too long opprest

By forces crude!

The shackles spurn which leave you still unblest

Though born to good,

And after ages' weeping, enter rest!

+ + *

UNCLE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHN

BULL.

Printed from the Original Ms.

Washington, D. C.

I hate to own up but I’m a second

class power. “I was a corporal once,” said Mul

vaney, “but I was rejuced.” Without jokin', I

recall the time when I led the world—no doubt

about it. Now how is it? Why, I’ve taken aboard

a lot of low down ideals, about warships, war and

fightin’, and have taken pretty much my whole

family back about a thousand years. The whole

crew are affected. Even the Quakers vote staunch

ly for the war party, and that too in times of

peace. Well, what of it? Well, while I’ve been

goin’ back towards barbarism, right in the teeth

of the Fathers and flat agin the doctrines of

Christ himseIf, two little countries down in

South America have marked away up beyond my

highest score. -

Dear John :

Yes, sir; Chili and the Argentine Republic are

the highest nations in the world to-day, if you

figure on the doctrines of Christ. I don’t know as

it's entirely safe and sane to figger 'em in nowa

days—not popular, anyway, among the leaders;

but they’ve got there—the South Americans ! It

was this way: They got to fightin', the two coun

tries did, and it was pretty fierce. Then they took

another notion. “What's this,” they said, “that

we are a dealin' out to ourselves? Let's quit!”

and they did; and here's their marker: Instead

of buildin’ more warships, they cast their cannon

into a great statue of Christ, and they dragged it

in sections, soldiers and sailors helpin', away up

on the highest accessible point on the Andes

Mountains, and set it up on the boundary line

between the two nations. And then they had a

big celebration, and went up to unveil the statue;

and, there, with the Chilians standin’ on Argen

time soil and the Argentines standin’ on Chilian

soil, they unveiled the statue of Christ, and on it

were the words:

“Sooner shall these mountains crumble into

dust than Argentines and Chilians break the peace

to which they have pledged themselves at the fect

of Christ the Redeemer.”

Now what do you think of that ' and I had a

mighty sight better start than either of those

countries, and all the advice of the Fathers to

boot. -

And who did it? Who raised this “Christ of

the Andes”? Well, a priest was mixed up in it,

Bishop Benavente, and I say, give him credit !

Yet mainly the women did it—the women of

Buenos Ayres. They raised the funds.

And then what happened? They stopped

buildin’ their four warships, reduced their armies

to police, put the money into good roads and

sent the navy into commerce. Did anything get

'em 2 Not a thing! They arbitrate their differ

ences. They are happy, contented and have con

fidence in one another; but the point is, John, the

women—the women did it ! There has not been

as notable a thing by women since Joan of Arc

nay, since Eve.

And why should not women act? Why should

they not stop murder when they come to their

own 2 Why should they not come to their own 2

All wars are against women. In war the bullet

finds the heart of the woman more surely than that

of the man; and when the great warships fight,

and the bands play, and great guns boom and the

glory of war arrives, and the shell explodes;–

that horrid red blot was—your own dear little

baby sister, whose quivering lip you have kissed

in the grief of childhood—or some other woman's

—what difference? That’s what I tell 'em. Stop

it, sisters! You only can. Influence but cre

man each, and the work is done !

- UNCLE SAM.
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THE PUBLIC OWNERSHIP OF RAIL

ROADS.*

A Study of the Results of the Policy of Government

Ownership of the Transportation Systems

in Europe.

For The Public.

I.

Introduction.

While a great deal has been said both for and

against government ownership of railroads, but

little has been published in America, except for

occasional references, that has been intended to

indicate, by directly quoting actual results, to

what extent this policy has proved financially

success in the countries where it has been applied.

In fact, most of what has been said and written

has been stated, not with a view of giving real or

authentic information, but rather to discourage

any further investigation of the subject. Editor

ial writers, more or less in the service of, or in

fluenced directly or indirectly by, the transporta

tion monoplies, as well as men prominent as poli

tical leaders, have time and again assured us that

government ownership of railroads has been more

*A series of articles on “Public Ownership of Railways.

in Europe” was published in The Public during July and

August last year. The present series is intended to give

additional facts, containing as well a short summary of

the matter then published, in order to make the treat

ment comprehensive, and complete in itself.

In preparing this series the author has gathered the

information contained and the statistics quoted, mainly

from the following sources:

Zeitung des Vereins Deutscher

gen, Berlin, Germany.

Sveriges Kommunikationer, Stockholm, Sweden.

The German Empire of To-day, by Veritas.

mans, Green & Co., London, 1902.

International Exposition, St. Louis, 1904. Catalogue of

the Exhibition of the German Empire, by the Imperial

Commissioner.

Sweden, its People and its Industry.

Statistical Handbook, Stockholm, 1904.

Norway, Official Publication for the Paris Exhibition,

1900. Kristiania, 1900.

The Statesman's Yearbook, 1906.

Daily Consular and Trade Reports, issued by the De

partment of Commerce and Labor.

Hulletin of the International Railway Congress.

Meyer's Konversations-Lexikon, fifth and sixth editions.

National Railways, by James Hole. Cassel & Co., Lon

Eisenbahnverwalthun

Long

Historical and

don, 1893.

Railway Nationalization, by Clement Edwards. Me

thuen & Co., London, 1898.

American Railroad Rates, by W. C. Noyes. Little,

Brown & Co., Boston, 1905.

Government Ownership of Railroads, Speech by Hon.

Thomas M. Patterson of Colorado in the Senate of the

United States, Feb. 27, 1907.

The Railroad Gazette, New York.

Engineering, Londone.

The Railway Engineer, London.

Indian and Eastern Engineer, Calcutta and Bombay.

Far Eastern Review, Manila.

Zeitschrift des Vereines Deutscher Ingenieure, Berlin.

Industritidningen Norden, Stockholm. "

of a failure than a success in foreign countries.

A notable example of this is Secretary Taft, who,

in a speech at Columbus, Ohio, August 19, 1907,

in which he sounded the keynote of his intended

Presidential candidacy, declared himself not to be

in favor of government ownership of railroads;

and, by one of the reasons given for his opposition

to this policy, he labeled himself as pretending to

know something about a question of which he is

deplorably ignorant, or else he made an assertion

when knowing that the truth of the matter did

not agree with his statement.

“I am opposed to government ownership,” he

said, “because existing government railroads are

not managed with either the efficiency or economy

of privately managed roads, and the rates are not

as low, and therefore not as beneficial to the pub

lic.”

This assertion, however, is absolutely false in

regard to all government railroad systems in

Northern Europe, and with regard to the rest of

the systems it contains a grossly misleading opin

ion, contains but a half truth, and is, therefore,

really worse than a complete falsehood. For the

purpose of proving this to be so, for the purpose

of proving that government ownership has not

been, nor is, such a complete failure as many of

our public men and our press venture to say, the

following facts have been gathered. On no sub

ject is the public in general so ignorant, or, at

best, so misinformed, as on this matter. On no

public question now before the eyes of the body

politic is there such a lack of precise statements

containing the actual facts and figures, as on the

subjects pertaining to government ownership of

railroads in foreign countries.

This is due largely to the fact that our repre

sentative journals either ignore the subject en

tirely, or fill their columns with misrepresenta

tions. In no less degree, however, is it due to the

fact that public men, like Secretary Taft, for in

stance, echo like parrots these misrepresentations

in their speeches. Public men of this type are too

much engaged in practical politics to find time to

find out the facts for themselves. Their ignorance

may therefore be excusable, or, at least, explain

able. But it is due to themselves as men who

claim to be interested in the welfare of their coun

try, that they should refrain from making state

ments which they cannot substantiate. It is not

to demand too much of a Presidential candidate,

even a plutocratic one, that he should have some

regard for the truth, and that, particularly in a

speech that is to be quoted from ocean to ocean,

he should guard his utterances in a more careful

way. Undoubtedly, however, the remark quoted

was due to ignorance, for we hesitate to believe

that it could have been made in pure subservience

to vested interests. If so, however, it is all the

more reason why we should do all in our power to

inform the public of the true facts in this connec
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tion. If ignorance is found to flourish in so high

places, among our so-called statesmen, then it is

not surprising that the average citizen lacks in

formation on this important question. -

Therefore it is deemed that a comprehensive

treatment of public ownership of railroads, giving

facts substantiated by statistics from the best

sources, is appropriate for publication at the pres

ent moment. The author has tried to avoid gen

eral platitudes. He has aimed at substantiating

every opinion or conclusion by the records of

actual results. And he finally permits himself to

claim to have a right to assume to be more inti

mately acquainted with the actual opinions of the

people in countries where government ownership

of railroads is an accomplished fact, than could

be an occasional traveler, more or less unfamiliar

with the language, the habits and the general at

titude of the people in the country where he may

try to study this subject.

*

We are to-day facing an interesting and signifi

cant condition in American politics. The dividing

line between the conservative, or, rather, reaction

ary, and the liberal and progressive force in our

politics, is one less coincident with party lines

than ever. While the American people have

hitherto, in a general way, been divided by a line

drawn vertically from the top down, the changed

conditions have greatly eliminated the old par

tisan divisions, and the dividing line is now a

horizontal one, above which are the beneficiaries

of special privileges in whatever form these may

take; and below which are those who contribute

to privilege without sharing in the benefits de

rived—those who pay tribute. These two divis

ions or classes are in the deepest sense of the word,

our political parties of to-day.

On no question could these two parties be more

clearly divided than on the railroad question.

Here stands privilege clearly on one side, claiming

its vested rights, and the tribute-paying public

stands on the other. And while the question of

government ownership of railroads is not an active

campaign issue as yet, it is nevertheless one of the

fundamental issues in present-day American poli

tics. The question of railroad control must in

evitably be followed by that of government owner

ship, even in active politics. We shall soon see

the futility of our attempts at control. Then we

will be forced to grapple with the greater and

fundamental question, that of actual government

ownership. It is impossible to deny that this

question is a political issue. And being an issue,

it is our duty to seek information, form an opin

ion, and to place ourselves on one side or the other

in regard to it.

It is, then, in the first place of importance that

we should find out what has been done elsewhere

in regard to public ownership of railroads. Has

this policy been extensively tried anywhere? Has

it been tried for a sufficiently long time to permit

of definite conclusions? Have rates been lowered

by the application of public ownership? Are pres

ent existing publicly owned railroads self support

ing? Do they give satisfactory service? Is life

more safe on publicly owned railroads than on

private roads? And, in particular, how do pub

licly owned railroads in foreign countries com

pare with private roads in the United States?

These are all questions which we must answer in

order to be able to form an intelligent opinion.

And these questions the author has tried to an

swer as well as is possible with the information at .

his disposal. The conclusion arrived at can be

disputed only by pure prejudice, for the facts we

are about to quote will plainly indicate that pub

lic ownership of railroads is guilty of very little

of that which its opponents have charged against

it. /

It would be possible, and perhaps profitable, to

dwell at length on some of the preliminary con

siderations connected with this question, but as

these have been previously dealt with in The

Public (vol. ix, p. 723; vol. x, p. 326), we may,

after this explanatory introduction, consider our

selves ready to enter directly on the investigation

necessary to reply to the questions which should

be answered relative to the development and re

sults of publicly owned railroads in foreign coun

tries, in order that an intelligent opinion may be

formed.

ERIK OBERG.

+ + +

CHILD LABOR: ITS CAUSES AND

AMELIORATION.

For The Public.

“A Penny for Your Thoughts!” As a matter

of fact, it cost more than a penny; but after sev

eral Child Labor committee meetings, in which

everybody had an exclusive idea as to what the

public thought on the Child Labor question, it

was decided to find out definitely. Eight thou

sand question blanks were printed and distributed

as widely as possible. The questions asked were

as follows: -

1. State in the order of their importance what you

consider the three principal causes of Child Labor.

2. Should the minimum age for child employment

in occupations other than domestic and farm labor

be 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, or 18 years?

3. What distinction, if any, would you make be

tween mines, factories, and stores in this age limit?

4. Would it be desirable to allow children to en

gage in light work outside of school hours?

5. Would you favor allowing work in vacation?

For what occupations? At what ages?

6. Would it be desirable to introduce some kind

of manual or trade education in all grades between

the kindergarten and the high school?

7. Do you care to specify any particular kind of

training?
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8. Would it be a good thing in cities to increase

the number of school hours per day by introducing

Organized play and hand work of some kind into the

Schools?

9. Would it be desirable to establish an extensive

Vacation course, consisting of various kinds of man

ual work?

10. Would it be wise for the State to furnish aid

in cases where children, necessary to the support of

their parents, are compelled by law to remain in

school 2

An attempt was made to divide up the public

into the seven classes most interested in securing

Child Labor legislation. Arranged alphabetically

they are club women, employers, general public,

ministers, school officers and teachers, social work

ers, and trade unionists.

Considerable difficulty was encountered in cir

culating the blanks among all the groups con

cerned except the school people. All was smooth

sailing there, as most of the superintendents will

ingly agreed to have the questions distributed in

their schools.

Eight thousand blanks were sent out and of

these 2,190 came back. They were distributed as

follows:

Club Women . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51

Employers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

General Public . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 319

Ministers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

School officers and teachers. ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1658

Social Workers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - - - - - - . 76

Trade unionists . . . . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 20

2190

It is to be regretted that employers and trade

unionists, the parties most directly interested in

Child Labor, should have failed to respond to the

questions, in spite of the special efforts made to

get answers from them. In one case letters were

written to a selected list of one hundred employ

ers, and stamped and addressed envelopes were

enclosed. Of the one hundred, two replied. It

was even more difficult to secure answers from the

trade unionists, as many of them seemed to feel

that the movement was not worth while.

Of the answers received, those written by the

social workers and school officials showed the most

careful thought, and are therefore most valuable.

The table in the next column contains the separate

figures for each group.

This table presents many points of interest. In

the first place, every group except the trade union

ists (who curiously enough, lay the blame on the

greed of parents) holds poverty to be the chief

cause of child labor.

In the minds of the general public, the im

pression seems to prevail that the employers are

next in order; while the other groups throw the

emphasis on the greed and ignorance of parents

and the desire of the child to earn money.

It is interesting to note in the answers to Ques

tion 2 that with the exception of employers, social
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workers and school teachers, the majority is vot

ing for a 16-year minimum age limit. Even with

the vote of the teachers against it, 16 receives

nearly 100 more votes than 14.

The strong consensus of opinion places the

minimum for mines at 18, for factories at 16 and

for stores at 14, although there is a heavy vote for

an 18-year age in factories.

The vote on light work outside of school hours

is 2 to 1; but for vacation the vote is overwhelm

ing, nearly 20 to 1. -

Some feeling exists against manual training in

all of the grades between the kindergarten and

the high school, and the school teachers voice this

feeling far more strongly than any other group.

In contrast to their vote of only 2 to 1 in favor of

manual training, it is interesting to note the 9 to

1 vote of the school officials in favor of it.

The answers to Question 7 were disappointing,

as the average answer had no definite suggestions

to make.

The vote against increasing the number of

school hours, nearly 3 to 1, is due to school teach

ers and officials and unionists. All other groups

voted in favor of the increase.

The vote for vacation schools, 2 to 1, shows

the growing sentiment in favor of this kind of

education.

Approximately, the same vote is given in the

last question, but every group votes in favor of

State aid, though in every group there is con

siderable opposition.
SCOTT NEARING,

Formerly Secretary Penna. Child Labor Committee.

BOOKS

JERRY SIMPSON.

The Story of Jerry Simpson. By Annie L. Diggs.

Published by Jane Simpson, Wichita, Kansas. Price,

$1.25.

This eloquent tribute to the memory of one

of the simple great men of American public life,

is dedicated by his widow “to his friends in all

walks of life, the rich and the poor, the learned

and the unlettered, the widely known and the

great unknown, whom he held in close affection

and to whom he was always loyal.” Would that

all these to whose welfare Jerry Simpson was

true, might remember his loyalty by adding Mrs.

Diggs's charming story of his life to their house

hold treasures. -

It is truly a charming story, alive with human

interest. From its opening chapter, in which the

young sailor of the Great Lakes and the English

girl who became his wife are introduced at a

Michigan spelling bee, to the farewell words of

his biographer and friend, the real Jerry Simpson

walks thrôugh the book. The humor of his life,

its patches of sorrow, its unvarying earnestness,

are reproduced with faithful touches.

With her material Mrs. Diggs might have made

a large volume of biographical detail. . She has

chosen to make a graphic portrait. And this she

has done with so much appreciation of the man

she tells about as to make her work the worthy

monument to Jerry Simpson that his wife in

tended it to be and his friends hope it may be

COme. º

Accompanying the story are portraits of the

man and those he loved, and supplementing it are

personal tributes from Tom L. Johnson, Chester

I. Long, Tom McNeal, William Jennings Bryan,

William Garrison, David Leahy, Champ Clark,

Harry Landis, Louis F. Post, W. D. Vincent,

Hamlin Garland, Jennie L. Monroe, W. W. Gate

wood, C. W. De Freest, Henry W. Young, Cora

G. Lewis, Frank Doster, Mrs. Lester Simpson,

and Mrs. Jerry Simpson. “My husband did not

leave me wealth,” Mrs. Simpson writes, “but he

left a far more priceless legacy in the record of

his public career and his untarnished name.”

This career is too well known to need recalling

here. It began in the early days of the Farmers'

Alliance in Kansas, and included two terms in

Congress from the 7th District of Kansas. While

in Congress Simpson was one of the men who

joined Tom L. Johnson in putting Henry George's

“Protection or Free Trade” into the Congression

al Record and thereby making it a public docu

ment; and with Johnson, Warner, Maguire, Har

ter and Tracy he was one of the six who voted for

the single tax method of raising Federal revenues

as a substitute for the income tax.

* + +

THE PRESIDENCY IN 1876.

The Hayes-Tilden Disputed Election of 1876. By

Paul Leland Haworth, Lecturer in History, Colum

bia University. Published by The Burrows Broth

ers Company, Cleveland. Price $1.50 net; postage

12 cents.

This is the story of the Centennial campaign

and its critical climax in the seating of a Presi

dential candidate who was probably not elected.

In behalf of the author it is stated that he had

the personal assistance in his work, of participants

in those events who have since passed away.

Among these were Carl Schurz, a leader with

Charles Sumner in the Liberal revolt from the

regular Republicans which had nominated Horace

Greeley four years earlier. Grant easily defeated

Greeley, but Hayes was burdened with the discov

ered sins of his party, and Tilden represented a

Democracy which, while somewhat reactionary

with reference to questions of Reconstruction, was

progressive with reference to other issues that

were re-crystallizing in our politics.

The author follows the subject from the Demo

cratic tidal wave of 1874 to the final adjustment
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“THE DESTRUCTION OF THE POOR IS THEIR POVERTY.”

Settlement Worker.—What a horrible slum this is! I

must start a movement for a park on the site of these

tenements. It will benefit all the people of the neighbor

hood.

(From Puck. Copyright,

Settlement Worker (when the park is a reality).—

What! Moving away just when we've secured for you

this beautiful park, when we’ve made your neighborhood

fit to live in?

Foremost Citizen.—Sure! When dey maka da park, we

no can afford tº live here no more. Da landalord raisa da

rent.

1908. By permission.)

of the narrowly won victory of President Hayes. .

The conclusion he reaches is that “all things con

sidered it appears that both legally and ethically

the decision was a proper one;” and this view

seems to him to have been popularly confirmed by

the election of Garfield in 1880.

But while he regards the outcome as “in the

main a just one,” he deplores the circumstances.

No true patriot, he insists, can contemplate

without regret the terrible outrages upon the

blacks, the frauds committed by election officers,

the violence of party feeling, the questionable con

duct of leaders on both sides, the attempts to pur

chase returning boards and electors, the bargain

between the friends of Hayes and certain South

ern leaders, the prostitution of the civil service in

JOSEFH F. COVVERN

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR

908 State Life Building, INDIANAPOLIS, IND.

The New Theology Magazine
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rewarding some of the most disreputable of the

Southern Republicans, the partisanship displayed

by the members of the seven-by-eight commission,

and many other phases of the struggle. He finds

reason, however, for national congratulation in the

fact that “a bitter contest which might have re

sulted in a conflict that would have leveled the

foundations of the Republic had been settled with:

out a resort to arms,” and that “a great party

had gone down to what most of its members be:

lieved was a foul defeat,” yet acquiesced in the re.

sult for the good of the country.

+ + +

A Unitarian lady in Brookline was giving her new

EccoNO Nº. 1C and REFOR NA EOO.Ks

A SPECIALTY. SEND FOR OUR SPECIAL LISTS

Catalogs issued regularly and mailed free

SPECIAL–The Trust. By Bridge. $1.25 net, for 70c.

Peters. Will the Coming Man Marry? $1, for 35c.

Byles. Sophisms of Free Trade. $1.25 net, for 70c.

America's Race Problems. $1.50 net, for 80c.

H. H. TIMBY, Bookhunter and Broker in Books, Conneaut, O.
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By ERNEST CROSBY.

With portrait of Garrison. Blue cloth, 50c, postpaid.

In new stiff drab paper cover, without portrait,
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Live Questions.
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cook instructions in regard to the breakfast food.

“We like it well done,” she said, “but not all mushy.”

"You don't need to tell me anything about it,” said

-
-----

A Book Ernest Crosby

Thought Well Of.
Did you notice the reference to “Briggs's book

let” in a note to the eleventh chapter

of Labor and Neighbor Mr. Crosby left

with his manuscript of this chapter a note

reminding him that he was to “quote

points on co-operation in Briggs's book

let.” Do you know this “booklet”—“The

Single Tax,” by George A. Briggs Very

likely not, for it is a modest little book,

the cook, “I know exactly how you want it. I have

worked for Unitarian families before.”—Christian

Register.
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“What! You tell me that Australia is a vast and

rich country, wanting population, and yet you return

in this plight! Ugh! Wasted your substance in

riotous living, I suppose!”

“Worse, father! I—I wasted my time and sub

stance in looking for land!”—The Worker, of Syd

ney, N. S. W.

*H + +

Father (after a long search for a book): “Well,

here it is. I wonder why one always finds a thing

in the last place in which one hunts?”

Son: “I expect it's because when we find what

The Public -

is a weekly review, giving in concise and plain, terms
with fucid explanations and without editorial bias, aii
the news of the world of historical value.

It is also an editorial paper, and, though it abstains

from mingling editorial opinions with its news accounts,

it has opinions of a pronounced character, based upon

the principles of fundamental democracy, which, in the

columns reserved for editorial comment, it expresses

fully and freely, without favor or prejudice, without fear

of consequences, and without regard to any considera

tions of personal or business advantage. Yet it makes

no pretensions to infallibility, either in opinions or in

statements of fact; it simply aspires to a deserved repu

tation for intelligence and honesty in both.

Besides its editorial and news features, the paper con

tains a department entitled Related. Things, 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 in relation to the

progress of democracy.

Familiarity with THE PUBLIC will commend it as a

#. that is not only worth reading, but also worth

filing.

Published weekly by Loui

357 Dearborn St., Chicago,

Entered at the Chicago, Illinois, Postoffice as second

class matter.
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we are looking for we stop hunting.”—Pearson's

Weekly.

+ + +

New York was in sight.

The ship was entering the harbor.

“Ah, free America!” exclaimed a foreigner on the

deck. “Free America, ze land where efrybody has an

equal chance!”

“Going to locate here?” inquired a friendly Ameri

Can.

“Ah, yes. I haf come over to engage in ze oil

business.”—Washington Herald.
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SO(|M| Rf.)[MPION
By MELVIN L. SEVERY

An original remedy for social ills, pos

sessing the startling advantage over most

other remedies that it requires no word of

legislation, does not have to wait for a fol

lowing, but can be started tomorrow by

three people, and succeed by an orderly

growth. The work is magnificently gotten

up, and comprises a “review of world-wide

conditions as they exist today, offering an

entirely new remedy for the evils they ex

hibit.” It is beautifully illustrated with

half-tones, charts and diagrams, and is

provided with a complete index. It is

such a work as ordinarily sells for $5.00 a

volume. It is in large 8vo., cloth; and con

tains 782 pages. By special arrangement

the work is here offered for the low price

of $1.50; by mail, $1.75.

The following are some of the opinions

which have been received:

This book you have sent me is the most vitally

interesting thing produced in America for years.
ELBERT HUBBARD.

I had no idea it was a work of such great scope

and importance. To me, and I think to every

one interested in modern economics, it is an in

valuable compilation.

CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL.

It is a great work.
LOUIS DUCHEZ.

Managing Editor of “To-Morrow Magazine."

It is one of the most exhaustive and elaborate

treatises on present social and economic condi

tions, with suggestions for their improvement.

Those interested in the subject would do well to

read this volume, as it is “chock full” of splen

did ideas.

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE BULLETIN.

ortland, Ore.

Send for the work today.

THE PUBLIC, Book Dept, Ellsworth Bldg, Chickſ:0

ne page (240 lines), each Insertſon. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$20.00

£º. § iines; each insertion................ 10.00

3uarter:page (60 lines), each Insertion. . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.00

one inch T(14 ilnes), each insertion. . . . . . - - - - - - - - - - 1.20

Öne iine (agate), each insertion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .09
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HE famous Ingersoll “Dollar

| Watch” is a wonderful achieve

ment of science and industry. It's

comparatively easy to make a watch to

sell at a high price—but to make a prac

tical, attractive, guaranteed timekeeper

for a dollar is a feat that only the mak

ers of the Ingersoll have ever accom

plished.

Other men's Ingersolls up to $1.75

Ladies' Midget models, $2.00 to $5.00

Send for Free Illustrated Circular

ROBT. H. INGERSOLL & BR0.

7 Jewelers Court New York City

It Was Mayor Johnson's Idea
In becoming the president of this bank to organize it in the interests

of all the people and offer the depositor conveniences never offered

by any bank before. At his suggestion we adopted our famous

Bank Money Order Plan

The most perfect method ever devised for the safety and convenience

of the depositor. You send your money to us, and instead of return

ing to you an unsafe and inconvenient pass book, we issue Bank Money

Orders in your favor for the amount, sent us. They show on their

face the exact amount of principal and interest and draw

4% Interest

From the minute your money reaches us. You keep these money orders, and when you want your

money you don't have to send to the bank and wait for it, but you endorse the Money Order and cash

it anywhere for the principal and full interest shown on its face just as you would cash a check. In fact,

our money order is a certified check—the safest and most convenient form of commercial paper—hav

ing the very vital advantage of earning interest at 4%. , 'ſ The plan is ideal—your money is always on

deposit, yet you have it constantly on hand ready for instant use in the time of need. q No matter

where your savings are deposited now, you owe it to yourself to investigate this new method of banking

that assures you so much greater safety and convenience. q Write for our free booklet “G” today or

send us your deposit and we will at once mail you Bank Money Orders for the full amount.

THE DEPOSITORS SAVINGS & TRUST CO., Toºgºon. Cleveland, Ohio

-
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