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EDITORIAL

Tom L. Johnson's Fortune.

To any other millionaire than Mayor Johnson

of Cleveland, the loss of his fortune might be ac

counted a misfortune. To Johnson—and in men

tioning him we include his ideals—it is not im

probably the most fortunate thing that could have

happened. His wealth and his reputation for

wealth have been obstacles rather than aids to the

public work he set out to do. They have been a

burden upon many things in the public interest

that he has undertaken. He might have retired to a

Scottish castle with his millions and doled out li

braries to sycophantic American towns, and had

his opinions applauded as interesting even if

queer. He might have linked his name with some

orthodox church and given liberally to colleges

and missions, and got into the official list of celes

tial harp-bearers and crown-wearers. He might

have made himself hail fellow in millionaires’

clubs, and been joked about his curious notions but

highly respected for his level head. But when he

set out to attack the golden gods of the rich, set

out in action and in earnest, set out in a way that

made them recognize him as a destructive Sam

son in their holy temple—when they saw him do

ing this, the whole pack of parasites jumped upon

him. Yet there was nothing about him they could

attack, except the fact that he was a millionaire

whose millions had been got as theirs were—

through privileges created by law. But this was

enough. Johnson's work depended for success

-
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upon the confidence of the people for whom he was

working, of the people whose rights he was try

ing to recover for them,-and his enemies and

theirs denounced him to them as insincere. Large

numbers were deceived by these tactics. So long

as he had his fortune, his real character was ob

scured. Many were incapable of conceiving

of a millionaire as human-hearted and public

spirited unless he scattered baksheesh broadcast

with both hands. Only Tom L. Johnson's friends

fully knew the man back of the millionaire. But

now that circumstances have lifted him out of the

millionaire class, he is destined to be known and

respected and loved in the future years by masses

of men who have doubted, as by his friends he

has been in the years that are past. Insofar as

this comes to be true, his effectiveness will be

augmented as a leader. And such leaders as he

are needed at their best in the irrepressible con

flict of equal rights against special privilege,

which is now more terrific, more widespread, and

farther advanced in purpose than ever before.

+ +

The Unrepresented Consumer.

Protection has been maintained in this country

for production interests, most of which it has cen

tralized and fattened. The consumer has had

no consideration. Not that he has been formally

excluded from hearings, but for reasons vividly set

forth in the following admirable letter to Con

gressman McCall from Charles Francis Adams of

Boston:

I see in the Boston Herald of this morning that

the President-elect is anxious that those who desire

a revision of the tariff in the direction of reduced

schedules should make themselves heard in Wash

ington. It is claimed that those asking that the

tariff schedules should remain as they are, or should

be changed only in the way of increase, are much

in evidence at the hearings now in progress, and

that the tariff reformer, so-called, does not appear,

or is silent.

You, my dear Mr. McCall, know perfectly well the

reason of this. Those first referred to are directly

and pecuniarily interested; and, as such, naturally

divided into two classes. Speaking after the fashion

of men, they are either Thieves or Hogs. I myself

belong to the former class. I am a tariff Thief, and

I have a license to steal! It bears the broad seal of

the United States, and is what is known as the

“Dingley Tariff.” I stole under it yesterday; I am

stealing under it today; I propose to steal under it

tomorrow. The government has forced me into this

position, and I both do and shall take full advantage

of it. I am, therefore, a tariff Thief—with a license

to steal! And—what are you going to do about it?

The other class come under the Hog category;

that is, they rush squealing and struggling to the

great Washington Protection Trough, and, with all

four feet in it, they proceed to gobble the swill. Well

acquainted with those of this class, you know their

attitude and their utterances. It is useless for me

to dilate upon either. To this class I do not belong.

I am simply a tariff Thief; but, as I have said, with

a license to steal.

But, on the other hand, I am also a tariff reformer.

I would like to see every protective schedule swept

out of existence—my own included. Meanwhile, what

inducement have I to go to Washington on a public

mission of this sort? A mere citizen, I represent no

one. If I went I would receive from the committee

scarcely a respectful hearing, if any hearing at all;

and I would have to go at a considerable expense

both of my money and my time, the last of which I

can least afford.

My position in these respects is exactly the posi

tion of myriads of others. And then they say we do

not exist!

Meanwhile, I do know this. On every occasion

when of late I have had occasion to address an au

dience, any reference to “Protection run mad,” or to

the tariff as “the Mother of Trusts” has invariably

elicited a more spontaneous response than any other

utterance I could make. This feeling is abroad, be

coming stronger and will certainly, soon or late, be

in evidence at the polls. Meanwhile, the tens of

thousands of persons who feel in that way, like

myself, cannot afford either the time, or more fre

quently, the money to go to Washington to ask to be

heard before a committee which they know in ad

vance is both prejudiced and packed against them.

I have in this letter set forth the situation so far

as a revision of the tariff is concerned, as it exists

within your personal knowledge and my personal

knowledge. You are welcome to make such use of

it before the committee, or elsewhere, as you see fit.

Meanwhile, have it well understood that my posi

tion is exactly the position of tens of thousands of

others scattered throughout the country. To ask us

to put aside our business affairs, and, at our own ex

pense, go to Washington on a desperate mission, is

asking a little too much, whether the demand comes

from the committee or from a President-elect.

+ +

The “Outlook” and Standard Oil.

As was to be expected, The Outlook explains

the connection with it of Mr. Stillman of the

Standard Oil “crowd” (p. 795). From this ex

planation it appears that Mr. Stillman, a warm

personal friend of Lyman Abbott’s, aided Dr.

Abbott originally in buying The Outlook and

afterward in establishing it; but his financial

interest in the paper is less than 10 per cent. The

explanation is all that should be required, and

The Outlook will be exonerated by fair men of all

suspicion of being under the financial thumb of

, the Standard Oil “crowd.” It should be remarked,

however, that it probably would not be exonerated

by its new editor, Mr. Roosevelt, if he hated it as

bitterly as he did Gov. Haskell of Oklahoma. For

the facts conceded by The Outlook are really
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stronger against it as a Standard Oil affiliator

than were the published facts against Gov. Has

kell upon which Mr. Roosevelt adjudged Gov.

Haskell guilty.
- + +

Mr. Rockefeller's Disclosures.

Highly interesting literature is that which John

D. Rockefeller has been writing with reference to

the Standard Oil Company and the Standard Oil

“crowd,” in collaboration with the government in

quisitor at the investigation now going on in New

York. Miss Tarbell's history is rather tane by

the side of these ingenuous confessions.

+ +

Chicago Traction.

The traction situation in Chicago (p. 733) seems

leading on rapidly to its inevitable climax. Reach

ing out to fasten the clutch of a gigantic stock

jobbing monopoly upon the patient “strap hang

ers” who were grossly deceived at the referendum

election two years ago, the Pierpont Morgan ring

is now contriving also to bring everything in the

nature of public service in Chicago, from electric

power to elevated and surface and underground

traction, within its absolute control. With the

traction franchises for leverage, this ring is nego

tiating for power that will completely subordinate

the city government in all its departments, and

private interests in all their ramifications, to the

domination of a few monopoly magnates. To call

names, the chief of these magnates are J. Pierpont

Morgan, John J. Mitchell, and Samuel J. Insull—

the latter being president of the Commonwealth

Edison Company. So far has this exploitation

gone that the magnates have resumed their old

“public-be-damned” attitude. And so defiant of

public comfort and franchise obligations are they

that even the Record-Herald, is obliged at last to

expose the bad service of the traction companies,

which it, in common with the rest of the Chicago

papers, has so long concealed. In its issue of the

23d it closed an editorial article detailing gross

inefficiencies of service with this sentence: “The

continuance of present conditions is simply im

possible.”

+ +

“Tardy Justice” Indeed!

Under the title “Tardy Justice to ex-Mayor

Dunne,” the Chicago Tribune retracts its editorial

slander of two years ago (vol. ix, pp. 673, 677,

723, 729, 753, 1203, 1231), when it charged

Mayor Dunne with appointing boodlers to the

school board. It excuses itself by saying that this

was done in “the heat of a political campaign.”

That is false. There was no campaign on except

the Tribune's campaign to discredit a school

board which in the face of its slanders was expos

ing its dealings with a previous school board. But

this is the falsity of weakness. Its original accu

sation was a falsity of malice.

+

The tardiness of the Tribune’s “justice to ex

Mayor Dunne” is easily explained. It had been

too specific. Usually it is vague enough in its

base insinuations to avoid liability for libel suits.

But in this instance, through a social excess or

two of the editorial writer, it opened the way to

Mayor Dunne for a libel suit and Mayor Dunne

promptly brought one. There was at that time no

disposition on the part of the Tribune to be just

to Mayor Dunne. With it in matters of justice

tardiness is a principle of action. No apology was

forthcoming two years ago. It takes two years or

thereabouts to reach a law suit for trial in Chi

cago. But the trial being now at hand the Trib

une, rather than face it, publishes an abject and

whimpering apology. It exonerates Mayor Dunne

evidently because it was powerless to escape in

any other way the punishment it deserved and the

only kind to which it is sensitive.

+ +

The Principle of Monopoly.

At a recent public discussion Mr. Samuel J.

Insull, president of the Commonwealth Edison

Company of Chicago, stated very frankly the at

titude of his business class toward the supply of

electrical power in cities. His words are reported

in the Chicago City Club Bulletin of October 21.

“I myself and those who work with me,” said Mr.

Insull, “have a decided opinion as to how the

electrical energy used in a community like this

should be produced: we believe it should be pro

duced as a monopoly.” Mr. Insull and his asso

ciates are right. They might even go further,

and say that it cannot be produced for cities ex

cept as a monopoly, for this is true. But now

comes the real issue. Shall this business, conced

ed to be necessarily a monopoly, be operated by

all for all, or exploited by a privileged business

combine?

+ +

Labor Politics.

The American Federation of Labor has taken a

wise course in the plans it has adopted for politi

cal action. It has made plain the fact that in the

recent Presidential campaign, it supported the

Democratic candidate, not as an integral part of

the Democratic party, but because the Democratic
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candidate and party had adopted its political de

mands in behalf of labor interests. It has not

abandoned the political field because defeated. It

has not gone into any of the side-parties, and

thereby removed itself from serious political con

sideration. It has not attached itself to either

of the great parties, but has on the contrary re

buked its Republican elements for their partisan

ship in placing the appeals of Republican poli

ticians above the interests of the workers whom

the Federation represents. The affirmative action

which the Federation has taken is of a kind to

give it influence in defending labor interests

against hostile, and in securing for them progres

sive, legislation. For it has set about organizing

for political action, not as a distinct party but

as an economic body. This will enable it to con

centrate its greatest strength at the weakest point

and in the best way. If no effective new party

springs up out of the political confusion that now

exists, the Federation of Labor will nevertheless

be able to influence conditions through its politi

cal department. If an effective new party does

spring up, it will be in position to influence and

intensify that party's purposes.

+ *H,

The Michigan Constitution.

At the November election the people of Michi

gan adopted a new Constitution. It had been

drafted by a Constitutional Convention (vol. x,

p. 1139) which might have done better in some

respects, but which, considering the corporate in

fluences that pestered it, might have done a good

deal worse.

*F

In the bill of rights this Constitution intro

duces a new clause. It provides that “all politi

cal power is inherent in the people.” That clause

sounds commonplace enough in this country of

popular sovereignty; but to be assured that it is

not superfluous one has but to listen to some of

the arguments of corporation lawyers against the

popular initiative and referendum. The Con

vention that inserted this clause was obedient

enough, however, to exclude referendums on State

laws. While the legislature may order a referen

dum when it wishes to evade responsibility for a

measure, the people cannot veto its action if it

defiantly enacts an unpopular law. But the Con

stitution does apply the referendum to the grant

ing of public utilities by municipalities. Any

such grant is revocable at will unless confirmed

by a three-fifths popular vote. On this proposition

the votes of women taxpayers, as well as the votes

of men, are to be counted.

On the subject of municipal home rule this

new Constitution of Michigan is especially good.

It authorizes the local people to “frame, adopt

and amend” their charters, subject only to the

general laws of the State. Municipalities may

also “acquire, own and operate” public utilities

for supplying “water, light, heat, power and

transportation.

•+ +

Bonding Posterity.

“We build a school to-day,” observes a fiscal

wiseacre, “and posterity gets the benefit. Why

should not posterity pay a part of the cost?” Sure

enough ' Why not? And doesn’t this wiseacre

think also that he ought to be allowed to issue

bonds binding his own children to pay part of the

cost of the food and clothing and private schooling

he has given them? They get the benefit.

* +

Imperial Contrasts.

It has been observed by various writers that

President Roosevelt and Kaiser Wilhelm are very

much alike. And it will be generally conceded

that they are so in many ways. But the Germans

have succeeded in making the Kaiser reticent.

+ +

The Protestant Attitude.

Mr. Roosevelt charges Mr. Martin with having

“foully slandered” his fellow countrymen when

he stated that Protestants generally would not

support a Roman Catholic for the Presidency.

But isn't this attitude of Protestants a common

place fact of general knowledge?

+ +

A Sound Distinction.

In arguing a suffrage case in a New York court

last week, a woman lawyer—Mary Coleman—

made a reasonable distinction when she described

suffrage “qualification” as one thing and suffrage

“discrimination” as another. To quote her own

use of the distinction, “there may be all sorts of

qualifications with which women as well as men

could comply; but the question of sex rests with

God Almighty alone and any curtailing of rights

based upon a question of sex alone is therefore a

discrimination.” The essence of this distinction

is that there shall be no class discriminations.

Qualifications of suffrage are in the nature of

regulations applicable to all classes of citizens.

They must be of mature age, they must have re

sided a reasonable time within the jurisdiction

where they offer to vote, they must not have been

º
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adjudged insane or criminal. These are qualifi

cations, regulations. But if a greater age be re

quired of some classes than of others, or a longer

residence, or a different color of skin, or differ

ence in pedigree, or in sex, then the so-called

“qualification” ceases to be merely regulatory.

Being prohibitive, it is no longer a rule applica

ble to all; it is a decree applicable to a class. No

longer a “qualification,” it is a “discrimination.”

+. *H

Our “Favorable” Balance.

The fatuity of commercial experts in consider

ing the significance of our “favorable balance of

trade” is more than amazing. Here we have the

Wall Street Journal bragging about the balance

of outgo for the calendar year as if it were a

balance of income. It assumes that the enormous

export balance is subject to draft—that it will all

come back to us. But how can it come back *

+

Turn to the Treasury reports (p. 832) and you

will see that our producers have shipped abroad

since the beginning of the year $502,109,864 of

merchandise in excess of the merchandise im

ported. Is this to come back in silver? Not at

all; for in the same time we have shipped

$8,622,528 more in silver than we have received

back. Is it to come back in gold 2 No. In the

same time we have shipped $28,679,276 more in

gold than we have received back. Think of it!

In ten months $539,411,668 more of gold, silver

and merchandise has gone out of the country than

has come back into the country.

+

May we expect repayment in the future? Not

if the future is to be judged by the history of the

past. Since 1897 we have sent out of the country

the enormous sum of $5,612,641,686 more than

has come back, and this includes gold and silver

as well as merchandise. And since 1834 we have

sent out $8,235,619,317 of gold, silver and mer

chandise more than has come back.

*

Are we asked, then, what has become of this

“favorable” balance? It is very certain that it is

not a credit, for we are a debtor nation. It has

evidently gone, for the most part, in payment of

some form of tribute. We are paying foreigners

for the use of our own country. It is much the

same as a tenant farmer pays his landlord down

in the village. He sends away from the farm

more than he gets back, just as we as a trading

nation do. His exports also continuously exceed

his imports. His balance also is “favorable”

more outgo than income. But he doesn't brag

about it.

+ + +

LIFE AS ANEDUCATIONALFACTOR

When we incline to condemn our public schools

for fostering among the children of the uneducated

a contempt for their parents—and we often do,

quite naturally I suppose—I think we indict the

wrong party. Our indictment should be against our

whole social and industrial system, and not against

the very small factor of it called the public school,

which has made and is making herculean efforts

to keep out of the vortex of the system, but is in

spite of itself and its workers being gradually

drawn into it.

I have talked to parents and children in France

and in England. I have talked to employers and

employes. I have devoured as much of the litera

ture bearing on these subjects as I could in the

time at my disposal, and I have read current news

and current comment, that is to say, editorial com

ment. I have done it two winters in Paris, and

now the second summer in the small fishing town

of Etaples and in the larger one, Boulogne. Among

those with whom I have talked have been fervent

aristocrats, upholders of the old regime, and rabid

revolutionists who still hope from the Republic all

the blessings originally looked for. They all com

plain of the tendency of education to foster con

tempt among its beneficiaries for the status of

their parents.

In Paris when one tries to get at the bottom

of the trouble between church and state, and the

consequent decree against convent education and

the driving out of the nuns, one is told that the

old education given in monasteries and convents

made egotists of the children, alienated them from

their parents and unfitted them for life. Then

when I ask about the present system in France and

in England, it is the same story. “The schools

are educating the masses above their position.”

In England it is no longer possible for ladies to

find servants; or if a woman should be so fortu

nate as to find a girl who consents to work in her

kitchen, said girl insists on having her evenings

to herself; and not only that, but she has the ex

treme presumption to ask for the morning papers,

and her mistress has seen her some time afterward

reading those papers by the kitchen fire. “Now I

ask you,” the little woman will say to me, “can

such a state of things be tolerated ?” I have even

been told that the maid sometimes asks also for
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the evening paper, “if the family has finished

reading it;" and, funniest of all, the family is in

such terror of the maid’s leaving if she is not suit

ed with her place that they docilely hand over all

the papers in sight. It is said also that the mis

tress has been seen darning the family hose in the

parlor while the maid reads the newspaper in the

kitchen.

In Etaples the fathers and mothers of the mate

lots and matelotes (fisher boys and girls) can

neither read nor write, but the new education has

taught the children both, and there is a great hue

and cry. “They are being educated above their

work, they no longer keep their place, they ask

twice as much for their services as formerly, and

many absolutely refuse to follow the vocation of

their fathers and mothers. The boys will not be

fishermen and the girls will not marry fishermen.

One fisher girl has learned to play the piano—

heaven knows how, for it would seem impossible—

and has gone to Paris to learn to be a milliner.

How I wish I knew that girl! What pluck she

must have had.

Beside that, put the tales of my landlady. Her

husband is maritime guard, or, as the fishermen

call him, “garde de poissons,” or “garde de ba

teaux,” because it is his business to inspect all the

fish landed at this port and sold in the market

here. The man has been a sailor in many seas,

and his people and his wife's have followed the sea

for generations. They know the fishing people

thoroughly. Last season was a bad one, fish were

scarce in Etaples all summer and as a consequence

bread was scarce all winter. As Madame tells it

to me in her peasant tongue, “The women and

children went often to bed without bread, because

it goes without saying that if they could have

bread or a morsel of meat or butter it must be

given to the man who risked death in the open in

the effort to gain food for his family; and so there

would be for the family only a few scraps of salt

fish that were not sold, and often not even potatoes

to add to the fish.”

Even I, a stranger, can see how they live. The

tiny houses are crowded close together along the

narrow, tortuous streets, running along the quai

and winding away from it toward the country, but

always a compact mass. Down the sides of the

streets run the open drains, and in the middle is

piled all the refuse and filth from the houses.

When the boats come in the women, often leading

their children by the hand or carrying them on

their backs, help to unload the fish and carry them

to the town market where they are sold to com

mission men from the large cities. When the cargo

has been discharged they help to mend the nets

and provision the boat for her next trip. In the

intervals of the husbands' absence they make and

mend the sails and the nets and care for their al

ways numerous families; and when the family is

very poor the women add to its income by fishing

for shrimps, an arduous and dangerous undertak

ing. Then the bourgeoisie of the town wonder

that the boys and girls are not willing to follow

this life and live in this squalor! In the United

States and Canada do not the farmers’ sons and

daughters say the same thing, and are they not

forsaking farm life, as the matelot his fishing?

Hundreds of times have I heard it with my own

ears, “I shall never be a farmer,” “Nothing would

induce me to marry a farmer.”

If you ask me for the cause, I find it in the

small return we make for the most arduous and

disagreeable work, and in the absolute lack of

leisure that this condition entails; and I see that

life is educating the masses a hundred times more

quickly than the schools. Every time an automo

bile rushes through Etaples—and it is many times

a day—or a pleasure boat goes gaily up the river,

the young people are able to compare their lot as

toilers with the lot of the idle rich. The drones

who rush about on pleasure bent have become our

real and our strongest teachers.

IDA FURSMAN.

+ + +

THE SOCIAL SERVICE LAW OF

EQUAL FREEDOM

I. The Law and Its Bearings.

Once more at Joseph's restaurant, Doctor, at

the very table and in the same cozy corner where

you and I sat more than a year ago when we fell

into our conversations about social service (vol.

x, p. 412), I feel that there could be no occa

sion more fit for pulling together the odds and

ends of our talks (p. 796) and considering their

significance. With me, as I hope with you, they

have pointed to the vital importance of universal

conformity to the natural law of equal freedom.

Pardon me, however, if I caution you again to

observe the meaning of the words “natural law”

in this connection. I dislike cautioning you over

much, but those words don’t allude, you know, to

physics merely, nor to vegetation merely, nor to

animality merely. They allude to human associa

tion, and to all that this implies. Oh, yes; I

know of the objection that there can be no such

thing as equal freedom, since some men are slaves

to evil personal habits or propensities. But I
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guess you and I don’t differ about the shallowness

of that objection. It is the favorite pietistic ex

pression, as the other is the favorite materialistic

expression, of the evil spirit of hostility to the

principle of equal opportunities. While one set of

special pleaders try to show, by unduly narrowing

the sphere of natural law, that there is no natural

law demanding equal freedom, the other set try

to show the impossibility of equal freedom by

irrelevant references to men who are slaves to

their own vices. What folly it all is—these ef

forts to make excuses and warrant for man's in

humanity to man. What cruel folly!

Why, Doctor, in asserting the principle of equal

freedom, we do not allude to personal habits or

propensities which hold individuals in metaphori

cal slavery to themselves. Nor in asserting that

equal freedom is a natural law, do we allude to

the natural laws that govern insentient matter or

jungle life. You understand that, don't you?

What we allude to is something very different.

The natural law of equal freedom is a law with

reference to human nature in certain human rela

tionships. It is not a law of physics alone, nor of

personal character alone; but of the tendencies

and effects of human nature in the phenomena

of industrial co-operation.

There is no more of lawless chance in the

social realm than in the physical realm. Don’t

you agree? From like conditions come like re

sults, here as in every other sphere of scientific

observation. Industrial co-operation springs from

and proceeds in conformity to impulses of human

nature, with the uniformity of cause and effect.

There’s no denying it, Doctor. This, then, is a

natural law—a social law. Whoever ventures to

dispute it may be instantly confounded, merely by

reference, as an illustrative example, to the mani

fest natural human tendency toward what we

call “division of labor,” the results of which are

more or less bountiful as we yield more or less

freely to it. -

From recognition of that uniform experience

of all time, the benefits of “division of labor,” to

the acknowledgment of equal freedom in human

association as a natural law, there is but a step.

Agree or not as you please, my dear Doctor, the

conclusion is certain to haunt you, that the nearer

human association approximates to a condition

of equal freedom—and this means complete free

dom of course; for where all are equally free,

each must be superlatively free—the nearer this

condition of freedom from the domination of

others is approximated, I say, the greater will be

the beneficial results of human association. At

any rate that is what I mean by the social service

law of equal freedom.

The certainty that this is a natural law, and

the vital importance of conforming to it speedily

in some sensible way, may become clearer to you

if we briefly run over the line of thought we

have been pursuing this year or so. For all our

talks since our first one at Joseph's table here

have borne directly upon this very law of human

association—this law that Henry George inter

prets into economics as the law of “co-operation

in equality.” Those talks have led straight to

the point we have come to now.

If the talks were prolix sometimes, it was be

cause I wished to furnish food for your own

thought largely, rather than to give you my

thought in little capsules; and if they were often

boresome, that was because one must be a little

boresome, mustn't he? when he is trying to get

another to see what he thinks he sees clearly him

self, but what the other doesn’t see at all—most

likely because he isn't looking at it.

Well, to go back to that first talk of ours at

this table, what was the main thought that we

got out of it? Wasn’t it the interrelation or uni

fication or mutualization of service? We made

ourselves realize, didn’t we, that even the sim

plest of human wants in civilized life, a want so

simple and so easily satisfied as a dinner at the

time when and the place where you want it, is

supplied only by a boundless and complex, aye

and incessant, interchange of individual services.

Later on in our talks we learned to recognize

this boundless complexity of services by the term

that political economists use, which is “division

of labor.” We learned also that these complex

interchanges of service are effected by means of

tokens called money, and through book accounts

expressed in terms of money. Yet we saw that

the whole matter, be the use of money and of

money terms never so misleading, be the inter

changes they “keep tab on" never so intricate,_

we saw that notwithstanding all this, the condi

tion back of the money, back of book accounts,

back of banks and checks and drafts and clearing

houses, is nothing but an exchange of commodi

ties for.commodities. And didn’t we find further,

in so far as the commodities exchanged were artifi

cial,—were produced by art, or industry, or skill, or

labor, or whatever you choose to call it—to that ex

tent didn’t we find that the condition is in the last

analysis only an exchange of labor for labor, of

human service for human service. In other words,

upon analyzing money transactions we found,

didn’t we? that money, in its legitimate uses, is
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merely a certificate of service rendered by its

possessor, which is redeemable upon presentation

in the social service market in service rendered for

its possessor.

Proceeding from that conclusion, we next came

to the realization of a still more fundamental fact.

We realized that the primary human impulse to

social service is the natural human desire for self

service. Each serves others because that is the

easiest way of serving himself. Human energy,

like all other forms of energy, moves along the

line of least resistance. And as the normal line

of least resistance for satisfying one's own desires

in the social state is the line along which one can

help others to satisfy their desires, we are willing

to serve them—not as a bit of neighborliness now

and then, but as a matter of business day by day,

giving our services to others in exchange for the

services of others to us. Thus it is, we saw, that

industrial co-operation springs naturally out of

individual wants.

It was this natural co-operation, you remem

ber, that enabled you and me to get a dinner at

Joseph's just when we wanted it—a dinner such

as neither of us could have got for ourselves

though we had worked at it a thousand years. Yet

we did get it ourselves—in a sense we did, you

know, and very easily. In that highly important

sense we ourselves made that dinner, and we

made this one too which we have just finished—

made them both, from crockery-ware to sugar

lump, by trading our services to individuals who

wanted them, in exchange for the services which

an army and navy of workers had done in order

to provide these dinners, the whole thing being

balanced up by means of money tokens and a maze

of book accounts. Complex as all the intervening

transactions were, you and I did in very truth get

our own dinners here with our own work.

When we had fairly realized that industrial

life consists in an interchange of services along

the line of least resistance, we looked, as you will

recall, for the regulator which guides individuals

in so rendering service to others in one form as to

get service from others in many forms; and we

found it in the relation of money terms to service.

Higher prices for a particular service, other con

siderations being the same, draw service in that

direction. But as money expresses only a condi

tion, and is not the condition itself, we sought

further and found that the ultimate regulator is

what political economists call “the law of supply

and demand”—the law that the general demand

for service determines the general direction of

service.

Of course that conclusion brought up the ques

tion of competition, which had long been a moot

point between you and me. But I guess you are

satisfied, aren't you? that competition as I use the

word, and as I have the right to use it, is really

the life principle of industrial co-operation. For

I didn't use the word, you remember, as you had

used it before, nor as our socialist friend uses it,

nor as Slim Jim Pulsifer uses it. Competition,

as I use the word, is the antithesis of monopoly.

It is hardly necessary to do more than repeat,

is it? that the word is not the thing, but that the

thought is the thing. I don’t care, you know,

whether you say “competition,” or “emulation,”

or something else. The point that I do care for

is, first, that you recognize such a social force as

monopoly, and, second, that you recognize such a

social force as the opposite of monopoly.

Now you may call this force that is opposite to

monopoly by any name you please. You may call

it “co-operation,” provided you don’t limit its

meaning to co-operative stores and the like, but

make it as broad as the world of industrial inter

changes. For myself, I prefer to call it “competi

tion” because it has in it normally an element of

emulation, which the word competition suggests.

If in our social service activities we compete to

get the most service for the least, we shall all find

ourselves offering to take least for most, provided

our competition is in a social environment of

equal freedom. The efforts of all to get most for

least as producers of service, and to give least for

most as consumers of service generate conflicting

social forces. Yes, I know that I state the same

thing in two forms when I speak of getting most

for least and giving least for most; but the point

is that those two statements do express the origin

of two opposing social forces—the force that pro

ceeds from the buying impulse, and the force that

proceeds from the selling impulse. Those two

forces, operating in freedom, tend through com

petition to an equilibrium at the point of fair

exchange. Competition in the social service mar

ket is like air pressure, you must remember; if it

bears only upon one side it destroys equilibrium,

but if it bears equally upon all sides it maintains

equilibrium.

It was right here, Doctor, that we detected, as

you will remember, the disturbing effect upon

free competition of the influence of special privi

leges, which are monopoly forces. Whenever they

come in, they exclude competition; and to that

extent the industrial equilibrium is destroyed.

This situation we found in feudal society.

Landlordism had destroyed competition and re
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duced labor to serfdom. Instead of giving serv

ice for service, the landless under feudalism gave

service for permission to serve. Industrial com

petition was throttled by a privileged class.

We found essentially the same condition in our

present capitalistic society. Industrial competi

tion is throttled, not exactly by a privileged class,

but by privileged interests. As landlordism de

stroyed competition once by reducing labor to

serfdom, so land capitalism destroys competition

now by reducing labor to what our socialist friend

aptly enough calls “wage slavery.” .

It is surely as we agreed, Doctor, that there are

only two ways of regulating co-operative service—

that worldwide social service which springs from

individual desires for self service. One way is

by monopoly; the other is by competition. Mo

nopoly is pathological, and socially destructive;

but competition in freedom is socially construc

tive. Whenever competition is destructive it is

because it is not free, because elements of monop

oly enter in, because some of us have special privi

leges which give an advantage over others in mak

ing exchanges of service—an advantage which

enables the privileged to get most for least and

compels the others to take least for most.

After we had seen this much in the course of

our talks, Doctor, we started out, as you will re

call, upon a conversational inquiry into the causes

of monopoly in the midst of conditions apparently

competitive. We sought for the seat of this dis

order in the social organization, sought for the

apertures through which monopoly had found en

trance into a competitive social service market,

for an explanation of the pathology of the social

service organism; and we began, rightly enough as

I guess you agree, with an examination into the

mechanism of social service, meaning by this

mechanism what is indicated by the word “busi

ness,” but business in the broadly inclusive sense

of all kinds of social service.

By that inquiry we were carried somewhat into

the practical intricacies of trading. And there

we saw how the social line of least resistance op

erates, under the law of supply and demand, to

compel every one who pays his way in the world

with his own work, to produce his own wages, his

own earnings, in some form, before he gets them

in any form. We were thus able to realize that

in effect all workers produce their own wages in

the form in which they consume them.

In this connection also we saw how competition

operates as the motor force of business under cap

italism to compel a square deal among workers,

provided the competitive forces operate freely—

provided, that is, that the competition is not one

sided but all-sided.

It was in this connection, too, that the func

tions of money came again in evidence, for money

is a business medium and its language the lan

guage of business. So we took a glimpse at the

mechanism of banking.

It was also right here, as you doubtless remem

ber, that we made our analysis of profits. Don’t

you recollect how we found “profits” to be a dan

gerously ambiguous term—a term which includes

not only “rake-off,” which is plunder, but also

earnings, which are fair and honest. A boy buys

newspapers at wholesale—you recognize our illus

tration, don't you?—he buys papers at wholesale

for a cent apiece, for instance, and sells them for

two. So he has made a “profit” of one cent. But

“profit” in his case means earnings or wages, for

he has earned his profit by serving people with

papers. On the other hand, a man buys a vacant

lot, for instance, for five hundred dollars, and

later on, merely because that locality has become

a more important social-service center than be

fore, he gells it for a thousand dollars. The man

also has made a “profit”—a profit of five hundred

dollars. But profit in his case doesn’t mean

earnings as it did in the newsboy’s case. Nor

does this depend upon the difference in amount.

It depends upon the fact that the man has served

no one. So far from serving, he has obstructed.

He has obstructed builders by holding a part

of the planet out of use for a higher price.

Whereas the boy’s “profit” was earnings for serv

ice, the man’s “profit” is “rake off” for interfer

ing with service.

You saw then, Doctor, that “profit” is too am

biguous a term for thinking purposes, and no

doubt you see it yet. The confusion arises out of

a fundamental confusion in capitalism. I allude,

as you doubtless infer, to the confusion in the

social service market of land with the products of

labor from land. These are treated as if

they were commodities of like character,

when in fact they are essentially as dif

ferent under capitalism as they were under

feudalism. A similar confusion extends to spe

cial privileges when they come as commodities into

the social service market. In fact, nearly all spe

cial privileges are but different forms of land

monopoly, such as rights of way over land. Those

that are not strictly land monopoly, such as pat

ents, are of the same elementary nature, for all

privileges originate in the exercise of the sover

eign power of the state in behalf of some folks

and against others.
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But we must hurry on. It was by inquiries

such as those I am reminding you of, that we came

in our talks to an understanding of the derange

ments of the mechanism of social service; or, as

we had been accustomed to say, of the pathology

of the social organism; or, as we might now say,

and perhaps more pointedly and significantly, of

the pathology of capitalism. And you will agree,

won't you? that our inquiry revealed the seat of

the disorder. Don't you think that he who con

trols the instruments of production that are neces

sary in social service, controls both product and

producer? Well, that suggests the seat of the

disorder as our inquiry revealed it.

But we couldn't stop there—not as rational in

quirers. Having found that monopoly of the in

struments of production constitutes the evil power

of capitalism, it became necessary to ascertain

whether this is true of all kinds of instruments of

production or only of some kinds. Common sense

demanded, in other words, that we should analyze

and classify the instruments of production which

are characteristic of capitalism, in order to see

whether in the last analysis the evils of capitalism

are fundamentally due to monopoly of all, or to

monopoly of only some, kinds of instruments of

production.

monopoly of all kinds, and the evil effects thereof,

proceed from and are dependent upon the monop

oly of only some kinds.

What difference does it make? Can you ask

that now * Why it makes all the difference in

the world when you come to remedies.

If the fundamental trouble with capitalism is

monopoly of all kinds of capital, of all kinds of

instruments of production, then our socialist

friend is right. In that case the necessary rem

edy is his demand for the abolition of private own

ership of all kinds. But if the fundamental trou

ble with capitalism is monopoly of only some

kinds of capital, the monopolization of the rest

being an effect before it becomes a cause, then our

socialist friend is wrong. His remedy is, in that

event, not necessary in its entirety. If adopted

in its entirety it might make new evils instead of

eradicating old ones. Our best remedy would be

to abolish the monopoly of those kinds of capital,

of those kinds of instruments of production, that

make the monopoly of the other kinds possible.

Should this prove enough for the purpose of se

curing equal freedom, why go any further? You

wouldn't keep on giving medicine, would you, to

a patient you had already completely cured And

you wouldn’t bother about secondary causes of a

bodily disease, would you, if you could get at the

For it may be, you know, that the

primary one? But if removal of the primary mo

nopoly proved to be not enough? Well, that’s

hardly thinkable; but in that case we should at

any rate know much better than we do now what

the next step ought to be and how to take it.

Do we understand each other now, Doctor?

All right. Since then we realize the practical

importance of the analysis, let me remind you of

the further points in the inquiry we were making

in our talks.

Having fixed upon the point that he who con

trols the instruments of production necessary in

social service thereby controls both products and

producers, we proceeded to analyze and classify

the instruments of production. We went on, that

is, to ascertain the essential characteristics of the

different kinds of capital if any such there might

be. And what did we find? We found that in

the last analysis there are two absolutely different

kinds of capital—different in origin, different in

economic character, different in industrial quality.

We found, that is, that some kinds of capital are

natural, and that other kinds are artificial,—nat

ural sources and sites, and artificial products.

The only thing which these two kinds of capital

have in common is value in the social service mar

ket. But we had already seen that market value

in common cannot make different things essen

tially identical. Terms of value are only modes

of measurement in exchange. We wouldn't say

that a pound of lead and a pound of feathers are

the same because they have weight in common.

Then why say that a dollar's worth of natural

coal deposit and a dollar's worth of artificially

produced coal at the distant coalyard, are the same

because they have value in common 2 The deter

mining element in classifying different kinds of

capital is not weight nor value. If you need a

pound of lead, a pound of feathers won't do; if

you need a dollar’s worth of natural opportunity

to mine coal, a dollar's worth of artificial coal

mining machinery won’t answer the purpose. The

fact that you personally might swap mining

machinery for mining opportunity might

serve your own temporary use; but it

makes little difference when you get down

to a consideration of the relation of all

natural coal deposits to all artificial coal-mining

machinery, and none at all when you get around

to considering the relation of this natural planet

to the artificial capital which is drawn from and

to be used upon the planet. In that broad in

quiry, the common element of value ceases to

identify, and our analysis must extend to the

thing itself as distinguished from its value.
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Those who own the planet among them are

masters of everybody else. Those whose interests

are in natural capital dominate those whose in

terests are in artificial capital. Even if value be

an element which the two kinds of capital have in

common, the value relation varies. As artificial

capital increases in effectiveness, its value rela

tively to natural capital falls. All experience

proves this. If you prefer the converse form of

statement, the value of natural capital relatively

to artificial capital rises as the latter becomes

more effective. How, then, could there be any

reasonable escape, if we would rationally consider

the natural laws of social service, from the neces

sity of distinguishing the capital that is artificial

from that which is natural 2

As we proceeded with the inquiry which had led

us to that conclusion, you will remember that we

came to a further conclusion. It was an unavoid

able one, don’t you think? I mean the conclu

sion that the control of natural capital, of the

natural and unreproducible source of all produc

tion, of our natural environment, of the planet

itself, that this control, and not control of the

artificial and reproducible products of human art

and skill drawn forth from the planet, is the kind

of monopoly that primarily disorders the social

service market; that this is what makes workers

dependent upon capitalists for opportunities to

work, and emasculates their natural ability to ex

act service for service.

Yes, we did agree, I think, that monopoly of

the artificial instruments of production is in fact

a cause of the social disease. If we didn’t we

will now, for it is true enough. But we agreed

also, or should have done so, that this cause is

itself an effect of the deeper cause. The monop

oly of those labor products is an effect of monop

oly of the natural sources and sites for labor en

ergy. In so far as monopoly of artificial instru

ments of production is socially injurious, it is due

to monopoly of natural instruments of production.

To translate this conclusion into terms more ap

propriate to capitalism, we may properly say, as

I have done occasionally, that monopoly of artifi

cial capital is caused by monopoly of natural cap

ital.

And doesn’t that express the exact truth, Doc

tor? If we state our diagnosis of the social

disease in the briefest capitalistic terms, shall we

not have to say that the cause is monopoly of

natural capital? The same idea would have been

expressed by the old economists, influenced as

they were by customs and forms of speech that

are more or less survivals of feudalism, in some

such phrase as that the cause of the social disease

is monopoly of land. But inasmuch as in most

parts of the world land is now capitalized and

treated in the social service market as a commod

ity along with the other instruments of capitalis

tic production, we may secure greater clearness

and a better and wider understanding if we at

tribute the cause to monopoly of the natural in

struments of production; or, in capitalistic phrase,

to monopoly of natural as distinguished from ar

tificial capital.
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Week ending Tuesday, November 24, 1908.

Tom L. Johnson's Fortune Gone.

The newspapers of the 20th scattered broadcast

a report from Cleveland that Mayor Johnson was

no longer a millionaire, but had lost all his

wealth. The report was true. That the whole

matter may be understood, we reproduce the orig

inal report, as it appeared in the Cleveland Press

of November 19:

Mayor Johnson's fight for better street railway

conditions for the people of Cleveland has cost him

his personal fortune. He will give up his home on

Euclid and move to a smaller house as soon as he

can. His automobiles will go, too. Determination

to stick to the fight he undertook when he became

mayor in 1901, has brought about the sacrifice, to

gether with his efforts to save the estate of his

brother Albert for the widow and four children. He

has poured his personal fortune unsparingly into

the enterprises conducted by his brother at the time

of Albert’s death in July, 1901. He refused to leave

his work in Cleveland to give his time to managing

the estate, and through this lack of personal direc

tion one reverse has followed another, until the

mayor has practically exhausted his resources. De

votion to the low fare cause also led to personal

losses not connected with the troubles of his broth

er's estate. Mayor Johnson lost approximately $400,

000 in one swoop through mismanagement of his Lo

rain interests while he was busy trying to make

three-cent fare pay last summer. One of his com

panies extended loans unwisely and he was too

busy to watch it. The whole story of his brother's

death, the efforts to save the estate and of the de

cision to stick to the fight in Cleveland without

thought of financial consequences was told in the

mayor's office in the city hall Thursday. Mayor

Johnson was just as cheerful as ever and just as

ready to fight for the causes he has championed.
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“Yes, I'm going to move,” he said. “I can't afford

to keep up the big house on Euclid now. As soon as

I can find a smaller house that we like, we're going

to take it. I'm going to ride on the street cars, too.

The autos will have to go with the rest.

“My efforts to keep up my dead brother's estate

for his widow and children have cost me a great

deal of money. I don't care to say how much just

now. My brother Albert was the finest man who

ever walked in shoe leather,” the Mayor continued

with an effort. His lips quivered as he turned toward

the window a moment. “He was such a big, fine

fellow. He was broad in his ideas and powerful in

the execution of his work. When he and I first came

to Cleveland we slept together in one room. He

shared his bed with me. He was seven years young

er than I, and he was only 40 when he died. That

was only a few months after I was first elected

mayor. It was a great shock to me, as he seemed

well, and good for many years of active work. A

question was put up to me to decide. Should I resign

as mayor and take care of his estate? I decided that

I would not. I had entered the fight in this city

with certain ideals before me. I wanted to fight

privilege and special interest, and I had already de

cided to give up working for dollars. So I concluded

to stay right here and do what I could to help my

brother's children at long distance. It would make

a long story to tell all that I have done to keep up

that estate. I'd rather not speak of it. Perhaps

some may criticise me for the way I have gone

ahead, but I know my dead brother wouldn't if he

could speak today. Three or four years after his

death Albert's widow married Chas. Ernest Bayne,

a clever fellow. They’re living in New York now.

“Why did I choose the course I did? I'll tell you.

It's not because I'm a philanthropist, for I’m not. I

acted from a purely selfish motive. I wanted happi

ness, and nothing else, when I closed up my business

affairs and took up civic activity. And I’ve been

happy, too. The past seven years have been the best

of my life, leaving out of consideration the loss of

my brother. I’m going to be happy yet, too. We may

have to go back to a cottage, but that's the way we

started, and we can look upon life just as joyfully

there as we did in the big house on Euclid.

“They tell me my enemies are planning to bring

financial trouble upon me. I've been expecting it.

There's one mistake I haven't made—that of failing

to foresee the efforts of those who would like to

destroy me if opportunity presented. My enemies

are capable of doing that. One may expect nothing

else from special privilege. However, I realize that

any other set of men in the same circumstances

would act the same. Let them do what they may,”

and the Mayor's eyes flashed as he drew himself

up in his chair and gripped the arms. “Let them

make any sort of attack upon me that they choose,

with whatever success, and they will still find me

with a thousand fights left in me. I'll never give up.

I'm well and strong and confident, and they'll always

find me at the front.

“If I had been a coward—if I had run away from

this fight for the people of Cleveland—I could have

saved my fortune and built it up. But I had chosen

my course, and I did not have any mind for altering

it. The pursuit of mere dollars doesn't interest me,

I suppose I could go down in Wall street now and

make some money. I've bought and sold with E. H.

Harriman, and I suppose I could go back and do it

again. But I'm not going to do anything of the sort.

“I don't want you to misunderstand what I have

been working for as mayor. I haven’t been laboring

with the expectation of being rewarded by the grat

itude of the people. One cannot count on that. It's

pleasure in doing work that I like that has kept me

in the fight.”

Mayor Johnson's face became grave as an incident

recurred to him. “A man on the street car told a

friend of mine last night,” he said, “that ‘Tom John

son has made $2,000,000 out of this street car deal.'

That's the way people will talk about you. I have

never made a single penny out of the street rail

ways since I became mayor. Nobody else has worked

as hard as I, and I haven’t drawn a cent of pay from

the Municipal as treasurer. I don't propose to ask for

a cent for my work in helping the receivers. I have

never spent money in politics. In no campaign have

I ever paid more than my assessment, $600, on the

$6,000 salary of mayor. Sometimes I have not paid

that much in cash when the committee has allowed

me a certain amount for the use of my tents. We

have never been in debt at the end of a campaign

but once.

“When I gave up active business affairs, I did it

because the requirements of my work didn't square

with my principles. When I sat with a board of

traction directors, a neighbor would say, ‘Tom, you're

for municipal ownership, and you know that's against

our interests.” A fellow director of an industrial con

cern would say: ‘You’re a free trader, and our en

terprise thrives on protection.” So I gave it all up,

just to find peace and freedom of mind. It took me

five years to get out of it. During this stage, I was

staying one night at a New York hotel. A man

worth $20,000,000 came up at 2:30 in the morning

and got me out of bed. He was in trouble. ‘John

son,’ he said, ‘you’re a young man, and you won't

mind this, will you? I couldn't sleep, and I thought

you could make me feel better. I'm worn out with

all this business worry. What shall I do?’ ‘Quit

it,” I told him. “But I can’t. I’ve tried, and I'm not

happy unless I'm in the thick of it. My family has

tried to take me away, but I was uneasy until I got

back within sound of the ticker. It's my life.' I

couldn't give that man any help, but the incident

decided me. I made up my mind to quit pursuing

the dollar while I could.

“I suppose I could have taken up a life of ease when

I retired, had I wished. I was welcome at the clubs.

Fast horses, yachts, and other allurements were open

to me. For me, though, happiness lay in another di

rection. My only recreation has been automobiling.

I'd like to keep one of my autos, but I'm afraid I

can’t. Back in my prosperous days I gave the home

on Euclid to my wife. It's hers yet, and she'll own it

still, even though we can't afford to live in it.

“I don't feel discouraged. I'm a free man, and that

means a great deal to me. And I have my friends,

too. Don't you suppose it will be worth something

to me to have my friends realize that I entered the

mayor's office rich and left it poor? The realization

of what all that means is worth more to me than

the money I've lost. I'm going to keep on just as



November 27, 1908.
829

The Public

I’ve started. I'm going to be a candidate for mayor

again when this term is over.”

Mayor Johnson never appeared more cheerful than

when he entered his office on the 19th. He ap

peared a little tired, but he is physically fit and

buoyant as ever. “I’m late,” he said with a smile,

as he entered. “A little aunt from Kentucky is out

at the house, and she used her authority over me.”

Mayor Johnson says he isn't worrying over suits

threatened against him. “I know just what to ex

pect,” he said, “and I'm satisfied. If I could go

back to 1901 and choose my course over again, I

would do exactly as I have done.”

+ +

Election Notes.

Official returns from the recent elections

(p. 779) are very meagerly reported as yet. Fol

lowing are the official figures on the Presidential

vote from Illinois, Minnesota, Nebraska and Ida

ho, with comparisons:
- Ill. Minn. Neb. Idaho.

Republican. . . . . . . . . . .1908–629,932 195,786 126,997 50,091

1904—632,645 216,651 138,558 47,783

1900–597,985 190,461 121,835 26,997

1896–607,130 193,503 102,304 6,324

Democratic. . . . . . . . . . 1908–450,81 U 109,433 131,099 34,609

1904—327.606 55,187 51,876 18,480

1900–503,061 112,901 114,013 29,414

1896—464,632 139,735 115,880 23, 192

Independence L'g'e... 1908— 7,724 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Prohibition. . . . . . . . . . .1908– 29,364 10,114 5, 179 1,740

1904– 34,770 6,253 6,338 1,013

1900– 17,623 8,555 3,655 213

1896— 9,796 4,348 1, 193 179

Socialist. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1908— 41,391 14,469 3,522 6,305

1904— 73,923 11,692 7,412 4,949

1900– 19, 165 4,397 823 . . . . . .

1896— 1,147 87.6 186 . . . . . .

People's. . . . . . . . . . . . . .1908– 33 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - - - - -

1904— 6,725 204 20,518 353

1900— 1. 141 . . . . . . 1, 104 857

In Cook County, Illinois, the official vote is as follows:

1908. 1904. 1900. 1896.

Republican . . . . . . . . . . .230,400 229,848 203,760 221,823

Democratic . . . . . . . . . . 152.990 - 103,762 186, 193 152,146

Independent L'g'.e. ... 5,994 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Prohibition. . . . . . . . . . . 5,965 5,200 3,490 2, 149

People's... . . . . . . . . . . . 73 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Socialist. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,487 47,743 6,752 727

+

The Republican party has made a statement of

its fund for the Presidential campaign (pp. 225,

391, 732). The list of contributors, numbering

12,330, is filed at Albany, N. Y. Among the con

tributors are Charles P. Taft for $110,000; An

drew Carnegie, $20,000; John Pierpont Morgan,

$20,000; and William N. Cromwell, $15,000. The

total amount is $1,655,518.27.

+

Although there is yet no official report of the

vote on the constitutional amendments in Missou

ri, there is sufficient authority for saying that the

tax amendments are defeated and the referendum

amendments carried. The tax amendments (vol.

viii, p. 767) provided for separation of the sources

of State and local revenues and the establishment

of local option in the selection of taxable subjects.

The majority against this amendment is said to

be from 30,000 to 40,000. The referendum amend

ment (vol. x, p. 222; vol. xi, p. 570) provides that

“the people reserve to themselves power to pro

pose laws and amendments to the constitution, and

to enact or reject the same at the polls, independ

ent of the legislative assembly | consisting of Sen

ate and House |, and also reserve power at their

own option to approve or reject at the polls any act

of the legislative assembly.” The foregoing power

of initiative may be exercised upon the petition of

“8 per cent of the legal voters in each of at least

two-thirds of the Congressional districts in the

State,” the petition to “include the full text of

the measure so proposed.” The referendum power

may be ordered “(except as to laws necessary for

the immediate preservation of the public peace,

health or safety and laws making appropriations

for the current expenses of the State government,

for the maintenance of the State institutions and

for the support of the public schools) either by the

petition signed by 5 per cent of the legal voters in

each of at least two-thirds of the Congressional

districts in the State or by the legislative assem

bly, as other bills are enacted.” This amendment

is so specific in its details as to make it self exe

cuting. Consequently no legislation will be neces

sary to make the initiative and referendum fully

operative. It was adopted by a majority of about

30,000.

+ +

Convention of the American Federation of Labor.

After a session of two weeks, the American

Federation of Labor (p. 802) adjourned on the

21st. In every respect the Gompers policy re

garding political action was supported almost

unanimously, and Mr. Gompers was re-elected

president with only one dissenting vote. A cen

sure of Daniel J. O’Keefe, president of the Long

shoremen’s Union and one of the Executive Coun

cil of the Federation, for not acting with the

Council in supporting Bryan at the election, was

also adopted, and Mr. O’Keefe was not re-elected.

The censure was in the form of a declaration of

future policy, the substance of the entire report

on the subject of political action being as follows:

That the political policy of the American Federa

tion of Labor be reaffirmed. That President Gom

pers' action in supporting Bryan be approved. The

right of all members of trade unions to vote for

whom they please shall be guaranteed. But this

does not apply to an officer of the American Federa

tion of Labor. “If he cannot assist in carrying out

the political policy of the majority he should resign.”

That a legislative committee similar to the Parlia

mentary committee in Great Britain be established

and that every effort be made to elect union men or

their friends to Congress; and that similar commit

tees be recommended for the various States, these
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committees to be supported financially by the trade

unions.

+

Regarding the burning question of labor in

junctions the committee had in substance declared

that when a judge issues an injunction in labor

disputes it is the duty of organized laborers to dis

obey and go to jail, and advised that the funds of

the organization be not used to defend any such

suit, because it would be useless expenditure.

But the committee's report was defeated by the

adoption of the following substitute:

Whenever the courts issue an injunction to regu

late our personal relations we declare we will ex

ercise all the rights and privileges guaranteed by

the constitution and laws of our country and insist

that it is our duty to defend ourselves at all hazards,

and recommend such be our actions, taking what

ever results may follow.

The substitute was carried by 11,272 to 3,576.

In speaking to the question Mr. Gompers said:

If the men and women who have been cited in

injunction suits had shown a craven spirit, I should

encourage all to resist this invasion of his rights,

but I know of no such cases. I take it the intention

of the committee was to make the situation acute.

Our enemies have done this and will continue to do

this for us. They will want their pound of flesh

and their greed and avarice will be their own undo

ing. When an injunction is issued against me which

invades my rights as a man and a citizen I am going

to resist that injunction.

+

A resolution was adopted urging the Federal

government and State and municipal govern

ments to provide work for the unemployed on

roadways, waterways, in improvement of forests,

and in every other way possible during the hard

times.

+ •+

New Labor Organization.

It was reported from Denver on the 21st that

a new and powerful railway organization had

been formed there during the sessions of the

American Federation of Labor. As described in

the press dispatches it is— -

to be known as the Railway Employes' Department

of the American Federation of Labor, with ten affil

iated organizations as members. H. B. Perham is

chairman and John Flannery secretary. The object

is to bring about a closer union of all railroad em

ployes and to seek to affiliate with it all railway

organizations. The first convention is to be held in

Denver, and about 500,000 employees will be repre

sented by the officers of their organizations, which

are as follows: Order of Railroad Telegraphers,

Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders

of America, International Freight Handlers' union,

International Association of Machinists, International

Association of Car Workers, International Brother

hood of Blacksmiths, Brotherhood of Railway Clerks,

Switchmen's Union of North America, International

Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees, and

International Association of Steamfitters of America.

+ +

The President's Labor Dinner.

At the dinner given to representatives of labor

organizations at the White House (p. 804) by

I’resident Roosevelt on the 17th, the following

labor leaders were present:

E. E. Clark, of the Railroad Conductors and Inter

state Commerce Commission; Charles P. Neill, Com

missioner of Labor; T. V. Powderly of the Knights

of Labor and Immigration Commission; Warren S.

Stone, of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers;

John T. Hannahan and W. S. Carter, of the Loco

motive Firemen; P. H. Morrissey, of the Locomotive

Trainmen; T. J. Dolan, of the Brotherhood of Steam

Shovelers and Dredgemen; A. L. Faulkner, of the

National Window Glass Workers; David Mackay,

of the Building Trades, and John J. Towers of the

New York Council of Carpenters.

Other guests were:

Justices Holmes and Moody, Congressmen Herbert

Parsons, Gen. Leonard Wood, and Lyman Abbott.

No officials of the American Federation of La

bor were present. Some were invited, but the

president of the Federation, Mr. Gompers, was

not. Of this omission Mr. Gompers had said:

I am honored by the President when he excludes

me from his guest list. It is a high tribute to the

manner in which I have represented the interests

of the millions of working men and women banded to

gether in the Federation, both in the matter of press

ing the Administration for fair labor legislation and

in the political campaign just ended. This is the first

affair of the kind that I know of at the White House

to which I have not been invited, but despite the fact

that I have frequently been asked to meet the Presi

dent and his friends socially I have never availed

myself of such an invitation. My dealings with the

President always have been on a strictly business

basis. I frequently have requested an audience with

him regarding matters of import to the Federation

and its membership and always have been well re

ceived and treated courteously. There, however,

my relations with the President ended. I, by virtue

of the trust imposed upon me by the Federation,

represent the millions of people of the country who

toil with their hands—the hired men and women,

so to speak. If the President or any other person

cares to say that I do not represent the membership

of the American Federation of Labor, so be it; I

don't care to become involved in a controversy or

criticise such a stand.

+ +

French Islands Revolt.

St. Pierre and Miquelon, the two little islands

lying adjacent to Newfoundland on the

south, are the last of the Canadian posses.

sions of France. Covering together only 92 square

miles, and with a population of but little more

than 6,000, their voices rarely reach the interna
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tional world. But a question as to religious in

struction in the free schools, something desired

by the people, brought on little riots last week,

culminating on the 17th in proposals by the pop

ulace that French allegiance be thrown off, and

annexation to the United States be sought.

American flags were waved in parades, and on

the doors of the schools, which had been closed by

the Administrator, were posted the words, “Lib

erty or Death.” The French colonial government

was appealed to by cable, and a new Administra

tor, to be sent out immediately from France, was

promised. In the hope that the wishes of a ma

jority of the islanders are to be respected, peace

has been restored pending his arrival.

+ +

China Not to go Backward.

Since the death of the great Empress Dowager

(p. 801) edicts issued by the regency in control,

some of them in her name and purporting to have

been given from her deathbed, outline a program

of continued and increasing reform. The nine

years’ progression to a constitution announced in

August (pp. 540, 708) is reaffirmed. -

+ •+

The Shah Revokes the Persian Constitution.

The Shah of Persia has so far got the better

of the constitutionalists with whom he has been

fighting since June (pp. 300, 326, 348, 369, 395,

471) that he has revoked the constitution and

abrogated the parliament. An edict to this effect

was posted in the mosques of Teheran on the

23d. The British and Russian ministers are re

ported as endeavoring to induce the Shah to adopt

a more liberal policy.

NEWS NOTES

—A revolution, headed by General Antoine Simon,

has broken out in southern Hayti (p. 11).

—A subvention for the establishment of a system

of garages throughout France that will command the

principal “aerial routes of travel,” was voted by the

Chamber of Deputies on the 20th.

—A destructive tornado in a remote district of

northwestern Arkansas on the 23rd demolished sev

eral towns and razed vast tracts of timber. Meager

reports indicate that more than twenty-five persons

lost their lives.

—Mme. Curie, joint discoverer with her husband

of radium, and appointed after his death to his chair

at the Sorbonne (vol. ix, pp. 206, 753, 948), has now

been appointed chief professor of physics in the

faculty of science of the University of Paris.

—Gov. A. B. Cummins—originator of the “Iowa

idea” regarding tariff protection (vol. vi., pp. 658,

664; vol. whº sp. 338, 783; vol. ix., pp. 421, 776)—was

elected on v.ae X4th to the United States Senate by

guide the boat to shore.

the legislature of Iowa. Lieutenant Governor Garst

was immediately thereafter inaugurated as governor.

—Women were granted the state suffrage in

Victoria, Australia, by parliamentary action consum

mated on the 18th, after several rejections of the

measures. Women already had the suffrage in Com

monwealth elections and in every state except Vic

toria. The reform is therefore now complete in

Australia.

—The Burley Tobacco Society of Kentucky, where

the tobacco war has been in progress (p. 519), sold

on the 19th to the American Tobacco Company (the

trust) about 75 per cent of the crop of 1906 at an

average of 2014 cents a pound, and 75 per cent of

the crop of 1907 at an average of 17 cents per pound.

The dispatches say that this “virtually means the

end of night riding and lawlessness in Kentucky,

and prosperous times for the growers.”

—By the burning of the Mississippi River steam

boat, H. H. Carter, running from New Orleans to

Baton Rouge, on the 21st, about twenty-five lives

were lost. The pilot, John Wilkins, held to his post

through scorching, blistering heat, trying with the

aid of the current—the engines being useless—to

When at last a rescue tug

boat reached the blazing steamboat, Wilkins stag

gered to the rail and pitched into the river, to be

Seen no inOre.

—The trials of the riot cases in Springfield, Ill.

(pp. 483, 492, 517, 534, 556, 566, 589, 733), are regarded

as having collapsed with the second acquittal, on the

21st, of Abe Raymer, a leader in the rioting. Raymer

was first tried on the charge of taking part in the

lynching of the aged Negro, W. K. Donnigan, and

was acquitted. The trial just ended was on the

charge of malicious destruction of property. The

grand jury returned 117 indictments, but no con

victions have so far been secured.

—France J. Heney, the graft prosecutor of San

Francisco (vol. x, p. 1188) was shot on the 13th in

the court room while prosecuting an indictment

against Abe Ruef. The shot was fired deliberately

by Morris Haas, whom Mr. Heney had exposed as an

ex-convict when he appeared as a juror in one of the

graft trials, and who is supposed to have become de

mented from brooding upon the disgrace. He com

mitted suicide after his arrest. Mr. Heney, although

his wound was dangerous, is recovering.

—Portugal (p. 733) is having difficulty in main

taining sovereignty over its little colony of Macao

On an island of the same name in the mouth of the

Canton River. When the Japanese steamship Tatsu

Maru was seized last February (vol. x, pp. 1188, 1213)

cff Macao by the Chinese Viceroy on the charge of

conveying arms to the Chinese rebels, Portugal, in

order to avoid responsibility of intervening, claimed

the seizure was made in Chinese waters. This, ac

cording to the Chinese government, amounted to a

renunciation of Portugal's sovereignty in Macao.

China is therefore asserting her authority as para

mount.

—Interspersed with the election returns in New

Orleans, the night of Nov. 3d, the following senti

ments were thrown upon illuminated screens, and

attracted much attention: “Two-thirds of the women

of New Orleans are taxpayers; why can they not

/
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vote for city officials?” “‘Taxation without repre

sentation is tyranny' is as true in 1908 as in 1776.

Women are taxed. Why can they not vote?”

“There are 6,000,000 women wage-earners in the

United States. A square deal demands for them

equally with men the right of the ballot.” “Women

vote in Australia, Great Britain, Denmark, Sweden,

Finland—why not in America?”

—The statistics of exports and imports of the

United States (p. 734) for the ten months ending

October 31, 1908, as given by the statistical sheet of

the Department of Commerce and Labor for October,

1908, were as follows (M standing for merchandise,

G for gold and S for silver):

Exports. Imports. Balance.

M. . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,402.768,153 $900,658,289 $502,109,864 exp.

G'. - 70,889,954 42,210,678 28,679,276 exp.

S. 43,159,395 34,536,867 8,622,528 exp.

$1,516,817,502 $977,405,834 $539,411,668 exp.

From July 1, 1897, to June 30, 1908. . . . . . $5,612,641,686 exp.

From 1834 to June 30, 1908. . . . . . . . . . . . . . $8,235,619,317 exp.

—The first Catholic North American Missionary

Congress (p. 805) closed on the 18th at Chicago. W.

Bourke Cockran, speaking at the last session, claimed

that the Catholic church is the only force that can

operate toward strengthening the foundations of

democratic government, and that “the origin of demo

cratic government in the world, the source of this

government, the only source from which freedom

could come, is the gospel of the Catholic church.”

Of the future of the Catholic church he prophesied:

“Half a century hence, or at the most a century

hence, I see a Catholic country. In the winter months

from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the north to

the south, I hear one Angelus bell after another call

ing the millions to prayer. Over the land are dotted

the Catholic churches. I see Christ ruling and Christ

loving through this broad nation. I see the extinction

of all fads and various philosophies.”

—France continues to advance on the lines she

long ago laid down for the reform of her spelling.

Changes approved by the French Academy in 1893,

are now to be introduced into the public schools

under the authority of the Minister of Public In

struction. The changes include, according to the

dispatches, the suppression of the “h” in the Greek

group of words like “rhetorique,” “rhinoceros,” etc.;

the substitution of “i" for “y” in “analyses,” “style,”

etc.; the substitution of “c” for the sibilant “t” in

words like “confidential,” etc., and the extension of

the “s” as sign of the plural in words ending in “on,”

“eau,” and “au.” It also provides for the suppres

sion of the “h” in words like “theater;” the sub

stitution of “f” for “phe” in words like “phenomene,”

and the elimination of the double “n” in words like

“paysanne.” The reform will not be obligatory,

simply introductory.

+ + +

“The time has come,” Octopus said,

“To talk of many things;

Of pipes—and tanks—and paraffin—

Of cabbaging oil kings—

And why T. R. is boiling hot—

And if rebates have wings."

—New York Herald.

PRESS OPINIONS

Tom L. Johnson's Lost Fortune.

The (Lincoln, Neb.) Daily Courier (Dem.), Nov.

21.-What a glorious world this would be if it had

more men like Mayor Johnson, who stand by their

convictions even though defeat and adversity over

take them! The great poet, Shakespeare, has said,

“Sweet are the uses of adversity;” indeed and in

truth Mayor Johnson can now fully realize that in ad

versity his friends are loyal and bound to him, “with

hoops of steel.” This love and devotion so splendidly

manifested are worth more than all of the gold of

Ophir.

+

Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat (Dem.), Nov. 21.—The

answer to Tom L. Johnson's critics that he has been

playing reform for the benefit of his pocket-book is

the announcement that he has lost his great fortune

while serving the people and is now compelled to be

gin again well toward the bottom of the ladder. It is

an effective answer. But it will not satisfy or silence

his critics. The only thing that could do that would

be the surrender by Mayor Johnson of the ideals to

ward which he has been struggling. . . . Mr. Johnson

has cherished no illusions regarding the attitude of

the common people. He has been trying to serve

them and has served them with an unmixed devotion.

But he has not expected them to feel or to show grat

itude; and so he has suffered no rude awakening

from a foolish dream. No one understands better

than Tom L. Johnson how indifferent the masses are

to their own welfare, how slow they are to respond

to appeals such as he has made, how quick they are

to entertain suspicion and how ready to turn upon

and rend those who would serve them. It has been

in no philanthropic spirit that he has turned his tal

ents to the solution of civic problems. He has kept

in the fight because he liked the work; he entered it

because his convictions would not let him rest.

+

The (New York) World (Dem.), Nov. 21.—Had

Mayor Johnson served himself during the last seven

years with half the zeal he served the people of

Cleveland he might have been the first of traction

magnates—a Western Ryan—instead of a practical

bankrupt. The loss of his fortune, which was esti

mated at not less than $4,000,000, is attributed to his

devotion to his work as Mayor. His prime object

was to give Cleveland three-cent fares, and in order

to accomplish this object he devoted unreservedly

his time, energy, talent and means to an unsuccess

ful attempt to municipalize the street railways. Mr.

Johnson was a pioneer in street-railway construction,

development and consolidation. He was past-master

in the arts and crafts of traction manipulation. With

his resources, his experience, his trained capacity,

had he chosen to work for himself instead of the

public; to increase instead of diminishing the bur

dens of the people; to scheme, plot, bribe and squeeze

instead of striving to reduce fares and profits, he

might have accumulated a colossal fortune. He

might have acquired palaces instead of exchanging

a mansion for a cottage; he might have had a garage
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full of automobiles instead of being compelled to

sacrifice the one motor car he owns. It is not neces.

sary to approve Mayor Johnson's economic theories

or vagaries in order to recognize in his devotion to

his public work an admirable spirit. Whether right

or wrong in his specific objects and methods, he has

elevated the standard of public service and has made

a signal contribution to its annals.

+ +

The Cleveland Traction Matter.

Springfield (Mass.) Republican (ind.) Nov. 19.

Even had the experiment failed, the Boston Tran

script's word “unmask” would evidently be unjust to

Mayor Johnson; but where is the evidence that it has

failed ? The trial has been in force only about six

months—a time of business depression, with an ugly

strike on the part of mischief-making employes of the

old company to deal with, with a largely new equip

ment to be provided and with a considerable reor

ganization of the service to be effected. Neverthe

less, even with these great handicaps, the new com

pany was rapidly bringing the experiment to an ap

parently successful issue when it was tripped up by

a deceitful referendum instituted by strikers and in

terested enemies. . . . It is undoubtedly in order for

the private street monopoly interests of the country

to rejoice over this event, as they are doing through

their trade organs, but how about journals supposed

to stand for the public interest?

+

The Peoria (Ill.) Star (ind.), November 17.—Tom

Johnson organized the Municipal Traction Company.

The old monopolists stirred up opposition, encour

aged dishonesty and insubordination in the employes,

magnified every little obstacle and finally, by the use

of money, induced the people at the polls to turn

Johnson's plan down. Now, the court will settle

the rate of fare and it will probably go back to five

cents. It is the old story of the people turning upon

their benefactors. Johnson was engaged in an

honest attempt to restore to the public the rights

which the corporation tore from them, but the people

are always captious and critical and are ever ready

to grumble at the acts of those who are earnestly

endeavoring to benefit. “Right forever on the scaf

fold; wrong forever on the throne.” The only com

pensation that an earnest man has is in the feeling

within his own breast that his cause is righteous

and that though he may be sacrificed personally, in

the end the ideas which he has implanted will spring

up and bear glorious fruit. The contest which John

son has waged has been watched with interest by

the entire country, and if he has now been borne

down in the fray, the Cleveland public will ultimately

come to the realization of the fact that they have for

saken their best friend and have allowed him to be

assassinated.

+ •+

The Tariff Inquiry.

The (New York) Ledger (ind.), November 14.—The

American voter should keep his eye on the reports

of the tariff hearings now going on before the Com

mittee of Ways and Means in Washington. Note

among other things the appearance before that com

mittee of the representatives of the Barytes interest.

Barytes is among the crudest of raw materials, be

ing, in fact, no more than a sort of clay dug out of

the ground. The owners of the Barytes beds in

Missouri and North Carolina modestly ask for an

advance of the duty from seventy-five cents a ton

to $5 a ton. For whose benefit? Not in any wise for

the benefit of the men who dig the Barytes from the

ground. Their wages will remain the same, whether

the duty be seventy-five cents or $5. Their pay is

fixed by the ruling rates given for labor of the Xind

required. And the labor is not even skilled labor.

The entire benefit of the advance in duty will be

reaped by the fortunate owners of the Barytes de

posits. And the white lead manufacturers, who

largely use Barytes as a material, and all the indus

tries wherein white lead is consumed, are to pay

tribute to the Barytes monopoly, comprising not over

half a dozen men.

+ +

Women and the Saloon.

Lawrence (Mass.) Sentinel (Dem.), November 15.

The women of Colorado have succeeded in re-elect

ing Judge Lindsey, famous throughout the country

for his juvenile court work. With all the beneficial

results that are apparent where women vote the

liquor interests of the country are still strong enough

to keep woman out of politics.

+ +

The Taxes That Would Carry the City.

The Fra Magazine, November.—If We do

not take the increase in land-values to run

Our city we must take your wages to do it. If

I buy a lot for five hundred dollars and hold it idle

for a year, it becomes worth eight hundred dollars;

if you want it you must earn for me three hundred

dollars more than I paid for it; if you won't buy,

and come back in a year, it is worth one thousand

dollars. You must earn two hundred dollars more

for me before you can own it. And so it goes, the

worker toils for the land-speculator. Do you expect

prosperity through a system of taxation that rewards

men for keeping land idle and that fines men for

building homes and giving work to their fellow-men 2

Do you expect God to send righteousness on earth

when we reward the man who keeps the earth cru

cified in idleness, and fine him for resurrecting it

by use? Moral:—Tax land-values to run the city—

not homes.

+ +

Divine Right Vanishing in Germany.

The Nation (New York), Nov. 19.—For the pres

ent, the insistent demand is that the Emperor leave

the conduct of German diplomacy to the responsible

officials in charge of the Foreign Office. This de

mand is, we see, already conceded. But behind that

point lies another—that the rule of personal whlm

must cease, and that the responsibility of the Min

istry to the Reichstag, rather than to the Kaiser

alone, must be obtained and established. It is in this

view of the case that the proceedings in the Reichstag

take on their deepest significance. The break with

the divine-right theory could not be more absolute.

We shall hear no more speeches from William II

Imaintaining his old favorite theme that the Hohen
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zollerns are the Lord's anointed, to do with Germany

what they please.

RELATED THINGS

CONTRIBUTIONS AND REPRINT

A MARCHING SONG.

With us the fields and rivers,

The grass that summer thrills,

The haze where morning quivers,

The peace at heart of hills,

The sense that kindles nature, and the soul that fills.

With us all natural sights,

All notes of natural scale;

With us the starry lights;

With us the nightingale;

With us the heart and secret of the worldly tale,–

The strife of things and beauty,

The fire and light adored,

Truth and life-lightening duty,

Love without crown or sword,

That by his might and godhead makes man god and

lord.

These have we, these are ours,

These no priests give nor kings;

The honey of all these flowers,

The heart of all these springs;

Ours, for where freedom lives not, there live no good

things.

Rise, ere the dawn be risen;

Come, and be all souls fed;

From field and street and prison;

Come, for the feast is spread;

Live, for the truth is living; wake, for the night is

dead.

—Algernon Charles Swinburne.

+ + +

THE SUPER-BUSINESSMAN.

F. Eifer in Life.

He is master of the situation. In his presence

artists, poets, philosophers and vagabonds alike

feel cheap and ill at ease. He is a stupefying fact,

an exalted commonplace by the grace of the al

mighty dollar and the sufferance of a free people.

Although reactionary and intensely patriotic, he

will at times show a certain liberality. For in

stance, he will not object when you or I call his

country “our country” and his government “our

government.” Also, he will give his advice will

ingly and freely, and have the papers publish it—

I need only mention kind old Mr. Rockefeller's

advice to young men, “How to Get the Upper

Hand in Life,” further elucidated by a sudden

jump in the price of oil.

The Super-Businessman does not possess a soul.

If this universe be rational, if life be a prepara

tory school for something better to come, then my

pity goes out to him. He is a creature of this

earth pure and simple. He fits too well into his

environment. Not having a soul, he is not afraid

to blaspheme by going to church on Sundays and

calling himself a Christian. A more dignified

position for him would be to believe with Nietzsche

that there ought to be a reservation set apart for

the elect “in the beyond good and evil.”

But he is hopelessly bourgeois. He has affected

our social life profoundly, and his mere presence

at a gathering transforms the very atmosphere

into a business atmosphere, which latter is not

unlike the darkness that covered the Middle Ages.

You may have your passion for truth and justice.

In his presence all this must remain buried with

in you. He has cast a veil over the pageant in

the skies and has blotted the beauty and mystery

of earth and the heavens before your eyes and out

of your consciousness. He does not walk the by

paths looking for flowers; no wild curiosity im

pels him to go out of his sphere. Fools are sound

ing the depths of the seas and climbing the moun

tain peaks; fools wander among the comets at will

and singe their garments on the hottest star; fools

sing Iliads, write books of wisdom, build systems

of philosophy and suffer for the sake of unrecog

nized truth. Not knowing that clouds are gath

ering around him, he sits there serene, powerful,

commonplace, soulless, symbolizing the irony in

the scheme of things.

>{< + +

OUR RESPONSIBILITY FOR DIVES

AND LAZARUS.

From a Sermon Delivered by the Rev. Arthur Mercer

at Springfield, Ill., July 26, As Reported by

the Illinois State Register.

Dives and Lazarus—society and its victim'

They are something more than persons, they are

classes—the extremes of rich and poor side by

side; the luxurious rich, clad in the purple of that

plutocratic royalty which rules among us to-day,

and the miserable poor perishing at their gate.

The social contrast! In what age of the world has

been more startling and terrible than it is to

ay?

We are living under a system which concen

trates industrial power in the hands of a few;

which enables a financial oligarchy to grow fat

and sleek by sucking the life blood of a nation's

toil. The private ownership of land, the basis of

society and the sources of its wealth and of those

public utilities on which modern life is depend

ent; the tariff, the “mother of trusts;” all these

are items in that great system of privilege and

pillage by means of which Dives produces Laz

arllS.

Lazarus is that section of the industrial poor

population which gets to be the under dog in the

fierce scramble for a living. There must be an
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under dog in this system where the few appropri

ate the wealth of the many so that there is not

enough to go around. They are the people on

whom our industrial structure rests and are

crushed by it. All the conditions of their lives

are favorable to the development of criminal ten

dencies. Thousands of young girls are dedicated

by poverty, from birth, to immoral living.

Such is Lazarus and his sores. The social ul

cers! And Lazarus lies at our gate. Do not think

that you or I, as citizens of a democracy, can es

cape giving an account for Lazarus some day. For

God will ask you why it was that you were will

ing to be content and comfortable and raise no

voice of protest against a system that produces

Lazarus.

Dives is the money power, and you cannot well

exaggerate what a power that is. He owns our

legislatures and city councils and many of our

newspapers. He owns for the most part our uni

versities, for the endowments come from him. He

owns most of the preachers, for he builds their

churches and pays their salaries.

But these are not the roots of the power of

Dives. They are simply its implements. For

Dives is something more than a man or set of

men. He is a spirit out of hell, holding his seat

in the souls of men. In the heart of the great

commercial body of the nation Dives stalks tri

umphant and secure. He is the organizing com

mercial selfishness and greed of the nation. For

the interests of Dives are the piers of the arch

upon which our financial values rest. And so the

business man says, “These great corporations are

no doubt unjust, but we dare not vote to deprive

them of their privileges lest our own business

should suffer.” And the laboring man joins in:

“Yes, the trusts are robbers, but you must not

tamper with the tariff lest wages should go down.”

Moreover, Dives has taken the public into partner

ship with him, for he has sold us those certificates

of robbery, his stocks and bonds, and we must not

deprive him of his power to plunder the people

lest the water should be squeezed out of our in

vestments. -

But if these are moral questions, questions of

brotherhood and justice and the two great com

mandments, then they are questions for the church

to consider, as the spiritual mother, responsible

for the moral nurture of her children. It is just

because the church has neglected to teach her chil

dren that they must apply their religious stand

ards to these great questions, that we have wide

spread ignorance and apathy and selfishness con

cerning them that are threatening the destruction

of the Republic to-day.

What is needed is an aroused and enlightened

public conscience, which will insist that the laws

governing the rights of property shall be so

changed as to secure to every man the just com

pensation for the actual service he renders to so

ciety, and no more. That all monopoly values

created by the need and the demand of the com

munity shall be appropriated for the uses of the

community as a whole.

We cannot have a New Jerusalem based on the

foundation of economic injustice that now pre

vails around us. The Christian church can never

have any life in it, nor power, nor make any

progress, as long as it is content to squat itself

comfortably down amid conditions which breed

poverty and misery for millions of our fellow

men, and raise no voice of protest. lt is the great

and pressing mission of the church to proclaim

the truth of God against these evils, and it is a

responsibility that it shall meet, or perish.

+ + + .

TOM L. JOHNSON'S WEALTH.

Brand Whitlock, Mayor of Toledo, in the Cleveland

Press.

I know of Mayor Johnson's pecuniary affairs

only what is published in the newspapers, and of

that I was interested only in his statement. I do

not like even to seem to pry curiously into what is

purely a private and personal concern of his.

I would rather, indeed, not discuss the matter

at all, and yet there is a public significance in the

subject which may save from indelicacy some re

flections on it.

That Mayor Johnson's course has demanded of

him many sacrifices, including the sacrifice of his

personal fortune, is no surprise to his friends;

doubtless it was no surprise to him; he must have

counted the cost long ago, for he knows what the

old cause of human Liberty demands; every one

who has read history, every one who understands

life, knows that.

Every one who goes into the contemporary

phase of the world-old struggle against Privilege

knows that it means misunderstanding, revile

ment, persecution, ridicule, abuse and all manner

of hatred; that it means loss of money, of power,

of position, of influence, of health, frequently of

physical life.

Altgeld, Henry D. Lloyd, Henry George, Sam

uel M. Jones—these, to go no further back in his

tory—all gave their lives to the cause. And be

sides them, there are numerous others as great as

they, perhaps greater than they, who fill the

heroic graves of the unknown dead.

To set oneself against Privilege means immense

sacrifice; the lawyer who opposes Privilege must

expect to lose his practice, the preacher who

preaches against it must expect to lose his pulpit,

the man of means who competes with it must ex

pect to be broken, the poet, writer, orator, painter,

sculptor, who use their art against it must expect

to feel its crushing power.

It is today as it has been in all ages, as it will

be ages hence. Slanting across the way of prog
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ress all down through history, lie the sombre

shadows of the crosses and the scaffolds on which

mankind has hung those whose only crime was

that they loved mankind more than they loved

themselves.

Every one, I say, who understands this strug

gle, and goes into it intelligently, knows this.

Those who go into it without knowing this, those

who go into it from some motive less than the

noblest one, soon drop out and join the ranks of

those who have learned to restrain and to repress

their better instincts, and cower, and truckle, and

—conform. -

Yes, the cause of equality, of liberty, of hu

manity, demands, big sacrifices, and yet service in

that cause has a compensation, bestows a blessing

and a reward of which Privilege never dreams.

Privilege, insatiable as it is, wrings from its

servitors a sacrifice far more awful, far more

hideous, than any other which man can know.

The cause of Liberty may, indeed, compel a man

to give up his fortune, his position, but it bestows

Life.

Privilege may give riches and place and power,

but it demands Life; that is, Life in the higher

sense, in the only true sense. For Privilege de

mands that its servitors give that best which po

tentially was in them; that is, self respect, man

hood, all the nobler things of the soul, all that

gives charm and beauty and real meaning to life—

the grace of humor, the gift of sympathy, the

genius of understanding, the power to love.

But this is not all, this is not enough , above and

beyond this, it demands—and this is the hideous

sacrifice I meant—it demands that its servitor

give up the power of spiritual appreciation. Do

you realize just what this means?

There is a story of a British Philistine who

stood before a painting, at the side of the artist

Whistler, and after looking at it, puzzled and per

plexed, awhile, he finally said:

“Do you know, I can’t see what you find to ad

mire in that picture, Mr. Whistler?”

“I know you can’t,” replied the author of “The

Gentle Art of Making Enemies,” “but don't you

wish you could 2*

Well, the lack of ability to appreciate a picture

may not be, perhaps, exactly tragic, but the lack

of that higher ability, that insight, imagination,

sympathy, necessary to appreciate great spiritual

beauty and achievement, is decidedly a tragic

thing. . - -

He who lacks that is an unburied corpse, walk

ing the earth in his own shroud, the ghastly vic

tim of a tragedy he himself has written and

staged and managed, and now forever must enact.

Now, those who serve Privilege for the gross,

material things it can give them—and that’s all

any one ever serves it for, of course—are abso

lutely incapable of imagining, much less of ap

preciating, the motives that have inspired Mayor

Johnson.

They cannot even dimly conceive that a man

should make any effort at all without the motive

of personal gain or profit. So you see the tragedy

is not Mayor Johnson’s; it is theirs.

Thus I was not surprised to hear that Mayor

Johnson had lost his money, and, I may add

(there are some who will understand this, he

among them), that I was not greatly affected by

it. It was not his money that caused me to ad

mire him all these years, to be proud of his

friendship. And so the loss of it cannot impair

that admiration.

That such an event can excite the wonder and

engage the interest of mankind is significant only

as it shows how very low our ideal has fallen.

We have made a god of money, worshipped it

as a fetich, measured what we call “success,” by it,

and counted men great chiefly in proportion to

their ability to grab and gobble. He who could

absorb the most of the fruits of the bitter toil of

those patient workers upon whom our whole sys

tem rests, has been acclaimed the greatest and

best, held up to little boys for emulation.

Why, it is an ideal no better than a flock of

magpies or a herd of swine could evolve. Our

mad, profit seeking, anarchic system presents, as

its fruit and flower, men merely rich, with ac

quisitiveness abnormally developed, having a ge

nius for organization, no doubt, but devoted to

selfish ends.

If this is to go on, if this ideal is to be held up

before us, the inevitable end is plutocracy, with

its shams, and vulgarities, and ignorances, and

brutalities.

But I can not let myself for a moment think

that this is to be. Happily there are hundreds of

thousands of men and women in this land who

have other ideals and other gods; men and women

in numbers constantly increasing, who set spirit

ual worth above material wealth, whose hearts are

filled with an ever growing sentiment of good will

for all mankind, who have a rare and beautiful

vision, intensely practical, of a better order of

things, and their collective intelligence will bring

that newer order to pass.

And the struggle will go on ; there will be

many more sacrifices, many more defeats, but ever

more men and women ready to risk them; and

some day, somewhere, when the education of the

general mind shall have gone on to that degree in

which mankind shall realize its unity and its

solidarity, there will be Life—Life more abundant

and beautiful, with yet undreamed-of meanings

and implications and experiences; a Life that will

be for all; a Life, indeed, that cannot be until it is

for all.
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IT ISN'T RAINING RAIN TO ME.

It isn't raining rain to me,

It's raining daffodils;

In every dimpled drop I see

Wild flowers in the hills.

And clouds of gray engulf the day

And overwhelm the town.

It isn't raining rain to me,

It's raining roses down.

It isn't raining rain to me,

But fields of clover bloom,

Where any buccaneering bee

May find a bed and room.

A health unto the happy,

A fig for him who frets!

It isn't raining rain to me,

It's raining violets.

—Robert Loveman.

BOOKS

A PATRIARCH's DREAM.

The Home Builder. By Lyman Abbott. Published by

the Houghton Mifflin Co., Boston. 1908. Price, 75

cents, net.

Beginning with “the virtuous woman * of

Proverbs, the author writes ten brief chapters in

praise of his own ideal of womanhood. Although

we seem to have heard that Lyman Abbott is of

the twentieth century, his views are not so modern

as Solomon's, nor nearly so democratic. His

model wife has all the sweet subjection and implicit

obedience of our much-maligned great-grandmoth

ers. “When the wedding day comes she has no de

sire to omit from the service the promise to obey.

He does not care for it, but she does. She wishes,

not to submit a reluctant will to his, but to make

his will her own. She wishes a sovereign and is

glad to have found him—no! to have been found

by him.” Their judgments do not always agree,

but their wills never clash. For she is loyal to

her husband, as a soldier is loyal to his superior

officer. He may think the officer mistaken, but

that offers no reason why every effort should not

be put forth to make successful his superior's

plan, however preordained to failure he regards

it.”

And into their subordinate place in this hier

archy she carefully trains her children. “She

knows that they are born into a world of law, and

that the first lesson they must learn is obedience.

Obedience therefore she requires with a steadiness

of unrelenting purpose which quickly secures their

respecting loyalty and wins for her a love that is

also reverence.”

Can such a home—spiritual though it be—send

forth a generation of strong citizens with a pas

sion for the universal freedom of true democracy *

Rather must it not raise up another blind brood of

narrowly good men and women to whom submis

sion is habitual and the questioning of authority

unknown

ANGELINE LOESCH.

BOOKS RECEIVED

—Work That Is Play. A Dramatic

based on Aesop's Fables. By Mary Gardner.

lished by A. Flanagan, Chicago.

—The spiritual significance of Modern Socialism.

By Jonn Spargo, author of “The Bitter Cry of the

Children,” etc. Published by B. W. Huebsch. Price,

50 cents, net.

—Primary Elections. A study of the History and

Tendencies of Primary Election Legislation. By C.

Edward Merriam, Associate Professor of Political

Science in the University of Chicago and Author of

“A History of American Political Theories.” Pub

lished by The University of Chicago Press.

PERIODICALS

The Renacimiento, the ablest Filipino paper in

Manila, published hitherto only in Spanish and

Tagalo, has issued also an edition in English since

October 1. The management hopes for an Amer

ican circulation among the friends of Filipino in

dependence. The Renacimiento is a five-cent daily.
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he price in the United States is $4.50 a quarter;

13.00 a year. Filipino problems are very like ours.

he Renacimiento's statement of one of them might

e worked over for any American city in one year

r another: “Poor dear Democracia! It does make

lot of difference whose ox is being gored' It was

ll right to take the school children to hear the

'rogresista luminaries, but it is all wrong to hear

peaker Osmena! To teach the children by great

ving Examples is a crime, when the samples do

ot bear the Union label of the jellyfish party!”

or the problem of adequate school discipline with

ut corporal punishment the Renacimiento suggests

he employment of the methods of the George Junior

epublics.

+ + +

“I fear I did not understand you correctly,” said the

han from Mars. “Did you say that women have no

oice in the affairs of the nation ?”

“Exactly,” replied the politician.

“That would be a cause for revolution where I

ome from,” observed the Martian. “How do the

women like to be in that servile position?”

“They like it all right,” answered the politician.

Just a few suffrageites object, and they are easily

ailed ; while so far as a revolution is concerned even

he Daughters of the American Revolution refuse to

upport the suffragettes.”

“Of course the reason for this undoubtedly is that
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the women are of inferior mental and moral caliber

to the men.”

“Oh, no,” explained the politician.

they are so much superior.”

“That seems rather illogical. It is hard to believe

that superior beings should submit to being ruled by

inferior beings.” -

“Yes, but don't you see,” objected the politician,

“if women got into politics they would become in

ferior 2''

“Would they?” said the man from Mars. “Then, by

the same sign, if the men - got out of politics, they

would become superior, I suppose. If I were a man

I wouldn't object to that.”

“Yes, but we love our women.”

“I don't follow your logic at all,” said the man from

Mars.

“What's logic?" asked the politician, with awaken.

ing interest. “Is there any money in it.?”—Ellis O.

Jones, in Success.

+ + +

The incumbent of an old Church in Wales asked a

party of Americans to visit his parochial school.

After a recitation he invited them to question the

Scholars, and one of the party accepted the invita

tion. “Little boy,” said he to a rosy-faced lad, “can

you tell me who George Washington was?” “Iss,

surr,” was the smiling reply. “E was a 'Merican gen'.

ral.” “Quite right. And can you tell me what George

“It is because
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THE TRUE DOCTRINE OF CHARITY. By Swedenborg

Booklet of 116 pages, limp, sent postpaid for ten
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Ernest Crosby's

Life of Garrison

Garrison, the Non-Resistant, with its record of

a little known phase of William Lloyd

Garrison's life, and its remarkable non

resistant analysis of the Civil War situa

tion, we carry in the original blue cloth

edition, with portrait, at fifty cents.

ſ: We carry also a twenty-five cent edi

tion, lacking the portrait, bound in a

heavy, durable drab paper.

charge for postage on either edition.
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Washington was remarkable for?” “Iss, surr. 'E

was remarkable 'cos 'e was a 'Merican an' told the

trewth.” The rest was silence.—Cassell's Journal.

+ + +

Tradition seems to have sustained a hard jolt

through the fact that it was not the German empress

who talked too much.-Chicago Record-Herald.

+ + +

Small Boy (at the circus, sternly to his grand

father): “Don’t laugh like that, grandpapa; people

will think that this is the first time you've ever

been in a place of amusement!"—Woman's Journal.

+ + •+

When Commissioner Allen had charge of the

Patent Office in Washington he was very punctilious

about the respect due him and his position, and de

manded full tribute from everybody.

One day, as he was sitting at his desk, two men

came in without knocking or announcement and

without removing their hats.

Allen looked up and impaled the intruders with
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is glittering eye. “Gentlemen,” he said severely,

who are visitors to this office to see me are always

nnounced, and always remove their hats.”

“Huh,” replied one of the men, “we ain't visitors,

nd we don't give a hoot about seeing you. We

ame in to fix the steam pipes.”—Saturday Evening

Ost.

+ + +

They were discussing Rockefeller's wealth. In

roler to show the enormity of the oil king's income

one of them said, pointing to a large clock at the

end of the room :

“Do you know that every time that clock goes

tick, Rockefeller makes $1,000?”

“You don't say?”

“It’s a fact. But where are you going?”

“Going to stop the clock.”—The Johnston Mag

azine. + + +

Our social upper crust is polished like marble—

and as hard.—The Silent Partner, of Cleveland.

lenry George's

Complete Works

ixty Sets of the Library Edition of the Com

plete Works of Henry George were

bought by the Book Department of The

Public, from the late Public Publishing

Company. [.. We have now on hand

twenty-eight sets. [] We are selling them

at the Company's lowest closing out price:

$7.50 at our office; or $8.50 with trans

portation prepaid to any express address

in the United States or Canada.

"he original regular price of the Library Edition

was $15.00. It was printed from the

same plates and has the same illustrations

as the Memorial Edition, which sold for

$25.00, and is now out of print.

This Library Edition consists of ten volumes,

bound in green canvas, with gilt tops;

and the twenty-eight sets here offered for

sale have rough front edges.

The volumes run as follows:

I. Progress and Poverty.

II. Social Problems.

III. The Land Question.

Contains “The Land Question,” “Property

in Land," and the “Condition of Labor"

(open letter to Pope Leo XIII).

IV. Protection or Free Trade.

V. A Perplexed Philosopher.

VI.
and VII. The Science of Political Economy.

III. Our Land and Land Policy.

Contains the miscellaneous writings,

speeches and lectures.

IX. and X. The Life of Henry George.
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The Man at the Margin

Who is the Man at the Margin? He is not one

man but many, and he stands at the

parting of the ways. [] In an unnatural

industrial environment, these parted ways

lead on to conflicts between Labor and

Capital. There is no conflict between

Labor and Capital, naturally; but in prac

tice there is a terrible conflict. What is

the reason? I Ask the Man at the Margin.

Q Here are some of the things he will

explain: the established order, the eco

nomic problem, land tenure, public fran

chises, wages, socialization of values, spo

radic socialism, omnisocialism, bisocialism,

equality of opportunity, individual initia

tive, and social solidarity. Q. When you

have interrogated the Man at the Margin

you will say with Oliver R. Trowbridge,

the author of “Bisocialism" (in which

the Man at the Margin is the dominant

character): “Behold the Man at the

Margin! Let him reign!”

“Bisocialism: The Reign of the Man at the

Margin,” expounds economics in harmony

with the methods and habits of thought

of the Universities, but in the democratic

spirit. It is scientific. It is rigidly logical.

It is not academic merely, nor practical

merely, but both academic and practical.

The reasoning is convincing, the writing

attractive to the end. Dealing with ele

mentary principles with the simplicity of

a primer, thebook considers contemporary

social and political problems on the plane

of contemporary statesmanship. A book

for professor, student, reformer, journalist

and political leader alike, it will be read

with interest and may be studied to advan

tage by such men of every economic and

political school — Democrat, socialist,

anarchist, single taxer, Republican.

The price of “Bisocialism” is one dollar, but we will

supply copies for sixty cents, and without

charge for postage.
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