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EDITORIAL

Mark Twain.

More than one popular jester has gained his
reputation and been forgotten since Mark Twain’s
humor caught the public fancy and made the man
famous. But his popularity has continued and
will doubtless long survive his death. .The reason
for this cannot be found in any superior wit of
his humor. Some humorists who were contempor-
aries of his but whose fame has long since perished,
were perhaps more witty than he. It may be
found, however, in the serious purposes that
stirred his thought and vitalized so much of what
he wrote. Mark Twain was witty, but he was more
than a wit. He jested, but he was not a clown.
His humor was funny, but if the fun of the come-
dian was in it so also was the humor of a sympa-
thetic and earnest social philosopher. This was
the touch that has raised Mark Twain’s writings
far above the joke books, and kept his fame fresh
thrpugh several generations of readers. His writ-
ings have the democratic ring—the ring of
the democracy of the Goldem Rule.  Read
“Tom Sawyer” or “Huckleberry Finn,” and
you find democracy rooted in the shrewd thought
and harum-scarum experiences of natural-minded
boys in the presence of the conventional un-de-
mocracy of grown men. Read “The Yankee at
King Arthur’s Court” or “The Prince and the
Pauper,” and in democracy’s struggle there with
the rude selfishness and ignorance of a buried past,
you find caricatures of the refined ignorance and




polished selfishness with which demecracy strug-
gles now. The death of this man at his age calls
for no tears of grief. He passes out of life nor-
mally, after doing a life’s work so well that it will
be a wholesome influence with many a generation
yet to come.
L 2

The democracy of Mark T'wain was of the kind
for which The Public stands. Like his sister
who went before him, and like her distinguished
son, the late Samuel E. Moffett (both of whom
were devoted to the truth that Henry George
taught), Mr. Clemens found for his democracy
a lodgment in that gospel. One of the testimonials
to its work which The Public cherishes is a letter
from him in which he declares his faith. “The
Ethics of Democracy,” a unified collection of Pub-
lic editorials, had been sent to Mr. Clemens be-
cause it contained quotations from his pen, and in
acknowledgment he wrote from Florence:

Villa di Quarto, Firenze, Jan. 7, 1904.
Dear Mr. Post:

I thank you very much for this book, which I prize
for its lucidity, its sanity & its moderation, & because
I believe its gospel.

Very truly yours,
S. L. CLEMENS.

“Because I belicve its gospel.” To all others who
believe the same gospel we are confident that this
assurance of Mark Twain’s sympathy will add to
their appreciation of the democratic strain that
runs through nearly all his writings.

+ &
Land Monopoly in California.

An extraordinary disclosure of land monopoly
in California was made by the Los Angeles Exam-
iner in its issue of March 27th last. Only thirty-
five owners, it appears, hold one-seventh of all the
area of that great State. Their holdings range
from 20,000 acres to 14,500,000 each. - Holdings
of 100,000, 200,000 and 400,000 acres appear in
the list between those extremes. This disclosure is
only a sample of the land monopoly that prevails,
not only in California but throughout the West
and also in the East. Will the contented apolo-
gist for things as they are, kindly reflect upon this
condition? Let him ask himself what his disinter-
ested posterity will think of him for silently per-
mitting their inheritance to slip away from them
before they are born. Let him ask himself, too,
what they ought to think of him for this.

+ 4
Migration of British Trespassers.

Migration of workingmen from England to
America is accounted for by the Tory papers over
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there as an exodus from free trade conditions, and
by radical papers as an effort to escape the blight
of landlordism. To the emigrants it won’t make
any difference which, as they will soon discover.
If by “free trade” conditions hard times for
workers is meant, they wi]l find that American
protection is worse on that score than British free
trade. As to landlordism—well, we don’t kmow
it here by that name, but we’ve got the thing itaelf.
With one-seventh of the land of California having
only 35 owners and eight families owning one-
twentieth of the total assessed land values of Man-
hattan Island, we of this country could brag of
landlordism if we liked.
+ +

Socialistic Reform in Milwaukee.

When the Socialists came into power in Mil-
waukee (p. 362) they were importuned to retain
in office the health commissioner of the old regime,
a doctor who seems to have been “solid with the
good people.” If they removed this man, then
woe unto them! But the new mayor investigated.
What had this health commissioner done to give
him his “goo-goo” popularity? It turned out
that he simply “hadn’t done.” “While making 4
great show-of activity in some directions,” as the
Socialist investigators reported, “he had done al-
most nothing for the working people”—hadn’t
“given any attention to sanitary conditions in
the factories and workshops,” and “had allowed
frightful conditions to continue in the slums.”
He was therefore summarily dismissed, as, upon
this report, he ought to have been.

+ P

A Useless Third Party.

An unsophisticated Republican of Georgia ad-
vises the corporations of the United States to or-
ganize a political party of their own. What’s the
matter with the political party they occupy now?
Is their lease running out?

+ +

Improvement in Rooseveltocracy.

Roosevelt’s lecture on “Citizenship in a Repub-
lic,” at the Sorbonne, Paris, last week showed
signs of improvement in “Rooseveltocracy.” He
seems to have learned, for instance, that all so-
cialism is not bad. As there are good trusts and
bad trusts, so there is, as he now discovers, good
as well as bad socialism. The good socialism
is, to be sure, his socialism; but so are the good
trusts his trusts. He has learned also that the
way in which wealth is earned is at least as im-
portant in estimating its character as the way in
which it is spent. But Rooseveltocracy is as
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bloody-minded as ever. The scarlet trail of war

meanders through this lecture. War, however, ‘is

no .lon'ger a good thing in itself. It is the justice
of it that makes'it good. Which would indicate that
Mr. Roosevelt’s bellicose temperament has become
somewhat morally modified, were it not that he
gndently still considers it a crime’ to doubt the
justice of his own side in any war. Although Mr.
Roosevelt mentioned no names, he clearly does
not yet approve that “other cheek” doctrine of the
One they called the Nazarene. Let us not forget,
either, that in this lecture Mr. Roosevelt has
now placed Abraham Lincoln so as to admit of
worshipping at his shrine while flying in the
face of his teachings. Lincoln’s teachings usually
it seems were a “mixture of idealism and sound
common sense.” Insofar as they were Rooseveltian
they are “sound common sense;” otherwise they
belong in the category of idealism, which being in-
terpreted is molly-coddle.

+

In his dogmatic utterances about the sacredness
of property, Mr. Roosevelt still neglects to dis-
criminate between property rights that may be
one man’s without automatically and perennially
robbing other men, and those that have that pecul-
iarity. To him all property looks alike. In
Abraham Lincoln’s day this undiscriminating

vision might well have led him to say to the.

Negro, “Property, obey your owners!” And
yet one may really discern in that Paris lecture a
sign of clearing vision regarding the sacredness
of property. We refer to this: “Ordinarily and
in the great majority of cases, human rights and
property rights are fundamentally and in the
long run identical; but when it clearly appears
that there is a real conflict between them, human
rights must have the upper hand.” That is sound
doctrine, no matter what tanglewood logic Mr,
Roosevelt went through to find it out. .

+ +
Is It Aldrich & Taft, or Aldrich & Co.?

Senator Aldrich is reported from Washington
to have gone into political partnership with Presi-
dent Taft, to put Mr. Taft’s policies safely through
Congress. Mr. Taft furnishes policies as capital
for the firm, and Mr. Aldrich furnishes the ex-
perience, etc., necessary to put them through.
Among the live assets of the firm is a railway bill
of which Senator-Dolliver (Republican) said on
the floor of the Senate on the 25th that it would
“put the transportation systems of the country
into the hands of two managers of great industrial
organizations.” Senator Root replied with plausi-
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bility that he had seen no evidence of any eager- |
ness of the railroads for the proposed law, but this
may be because their interests are in such safe
hands.

+ &
An Echo of the Des Moines Election.

In describing the recent municipal election in
Des Moines (p. 318), the second under the “Des
Moines plan,” one of The Public’s trusted and
valued editorial advisers and contributors, a
citizen of Des Moinés who was efficient in bring-
ing about the adoption of the Commission plan in
that city, made this comment upon a re-elected
commissioner, a man of national reputation:

John MacVickar, a former municipal ownership
Mayor, of whom much was expected two years ago,
but who completely reversed himself after he was
elected commissioner, with Schramm, his co-adjutor
or “me too,” was re-elected by a large majority.

To that comment Mr. MacVickar promptly made
this Tesponse: v

Having learned to accept with more than ordin-
ary consideration what is published in your journal,
I am anxious to correct a statement made by your
talented Des Moines correspondent. She does me
the honor to mention my name and the injustice to
charge that I have completely reversed myself on my
former position which favored municipal ownership.
I favor municipal ownership of public utilities today
as earnestly as I have ever favored it, but experience
has taught me that a municipality must first have
the powers-and second the ways and means.

Your correspondent also does injustice to the other
members of the Des Moines Council, for there 18 no
member who is justly entitled to the charge made,
that of being a “corporation candidate.”

+

The final paragraph of Mr. MacVickar’s letter
alludes to a mention by our correspondent of two
Councilmen, Mr. Ash and Mr. Roe, of whom she
says that they “were also believed to be corpora-
tion candidates.”” That this belief did and does
prevail among advocates of municipal ownership in
Des Moines, we know from supplementary infor-
mation. Whether it is well founded will be evi-
dent, one way or the other, when the public utility
corporations of Des Moines come into collision
with the municipal ownership mayor, Mr. Hanna.
Should it then appear that the belief regarding
them which our Des Moines correspondent reports
is unjust, both she and The Public will be swift
to set them right. ’

+

So also as to Mr. MacVickar, who opposes
municipal ownership efforts in Des Moines upon
the plea that “a municipality must first have the
powers, and second the ways and means.” This
is not necessarily a false vlea. It may be a per-



fectly true one, notwithstanding that it is the
hackneyed excuse of men migrating from munici-
pal ownership to corporation camps. Mr. Mac-
Vickar may not be such a man. We sincerely
hope he is not. But our correspondent evidently
thinks he is, and we have found her to be fair and
reasonable as well as talented. Nor is she by any
means alone among the municipal ownership citi-
zens of Des Moines in thinking go. On the other
hand, however, Mr. MacVickar is precise and em-
phatic in his declaration of continued fidelity to
the cause of municipal ownership. Here, then, is
an issue of intent, a question of purpose, which
can  be determined in only one way of
which we know. When lack of powers or ways

and means is an obstacle to municipal ownership,.

officials who really believe in municipal ownership
place their emphasis upon the duty of overcoming
or removing the obstacle, whereas officials who
stand in with the corporations, place their em-
phasis upon the fact that the obstacle exists. Mr.
MacVickar’s intent must in fairness be tried by
that test. With a municipal ownership mayor in
the Commission, and not a single member who
was a corporation candidate, a man of Mr. Mac-
Vickar’s experience, acuteness and ability ought
to have no difficulty in making visible those out-
ward signs of the inward faith he declares, which
might afford our Des Moines correspondent the
opportunity we know she would welcome, of revers-
ing her present unfavorable judgment.

> B
President Taft's Friends.

If it was right to judge Grover Cleveland by
the enemies he had made, why not judge President
Taft by the friends he has made? But maybe it
would come to pretty much the same thing in the
end.

+ *
Excess Condemnation.

What is “excess condemnation”? It .is a new
name for a new thing, and few have heard about
it. But a Constitutional amendment authorizing
it is before the legislature of New York, and, ac-
cording to the Civic Journal of the People’s In-
stitute of New York, it is in actual operation in
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Virginia, Marvland, London,
Paris and Berlin. 1t is very simple. When land
is to be condemned for a public use, the adjacent
land. which will be increased in value by this
public use, is to he condemned also. “Excess con-
demnation” means condemnation of more land
than is needed for the public improvement pro-
posed, in order that the improvement may be paid
for out of the consequent increase in land values.

The Publie

Thirteenth Year.

Here is an illustration from the Civic Journal: “A
great boulevard is to be cut. This will cost
money to the city; it will add millions to real
estate values along the boulevard. Politicians
anticipate this, speculators get a ‘tip,” there is
heavy buying of land. The boulevard then adds
an unearned increment of hundreds per cent to
adjacent property. As things now stand, the
speculators get all, the city nothing save what
increased taxable values yield. Excess condemna-
tion simply allows the city to buy this adjacent
land, reserve part for subsequent public uses, and
reap the profit on the rest. The boulevard costs
nothing, for the city’s profit covers this and
allows for lavish public improvements besides.”
What objection can there be to.this, except by
grafters?
+ +
Presidential Possibilities.

Among the candidates announced for the Dem-
ocratic nomination for President in 1912 are Gov.
Folk of Missouri and Gov. Marshall of Indiana.
This is encouraging.

+* ¢+ +

JUSTICE BREWER’S JUDICIAL

DEMOCRACY.

The recent death of David J. Brewer has re-
moved from the Supreme Court a transcendent
democratic influence. And such factors can not
well be spared from that body in this day of acute
warfare between the few and the many.

Brewer was to the Supreme Court what Mur-
dock is to the House of Representatives, or La
Follette is to the Senate. He was irregular. He
had caught the spirit of revolt. The impenetrable
dignity and solemnity clothing the body in which
he sat did not blind his eyes to fundamental condi-
tions of right and wrong. He did not carry with
him to the Court on his appointment that corpora-
tion bias which others of the Federal judiciary are
supposed to have from long and profitable school-
ing in that branch of the law.

Rarely did Justice Brewer hesitate to accept an
invitation to speak in public, in violation of those
ethics of the Court which have been evolved from
its exclusivencss. And he always expressed him-
self frankly. He opposed the view of the Supreme
Court as an invisible body of Elder Statesmen,
necessarily far removed from the people by reason
of such greater wisdom and superiority.

Abhorring convention off the bench, he was con-
sistent when sitting, in that he dissented freely
from the majority decisions. Some of his dissent-
ing opinions are inspiring in their patriotism, and
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all of them are models of logic. They show a
fervor and earnestness that reveal him a feeling
member of the human family, and in this they
exhibit a refreshing contrast to the general run of
icy logic usually handed down by the Court.

One of these dissenting opinions hinges upon a
principle of the most vital importance, and no
American citizen can afford to be without knowl-
edge of it. If Brewer had written nothing else in
his whole career but the minority opinion in the
case of Ju Toy, 198 U. S. Reports, 1044, he would
have earned his right to reverent remembrance by

his countrymen.
*

Ju Toy was a Chinaman who was born in San
Francisco. He was industrious and frugal, and on
coming of age was able to gratify a natural de-
sire to visit the land of his fathers. After such a
visit and on his return to San Francisco, the Im-
migration Officer denied him permission to land.
He appealed to the Secretary of Commerce and
Labor, submitting proofs of his citizenship. The
Secretary sustained the Immigration Officer and
ordered him deported. He then applied to the
United States District Court for a writ of habeas
corpus. The Court appointed a referee to take
testimony as to his citizenship and finally decreed
Ju Toy a native-born American citizen and ordered
him to be set at liberty. The Immigration Officer
appealed to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme
Court by a majority decision ordered Ju Toy de-
ported.

By that majority the Court held that the find-
ings of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor as
to the facts of a person’s citizenship are conclusive;
that whether the findings are true or not, they are
not subject to review in the courts.

Justice Holmes, for the majority, said:

If, for the purpose of argument, we assume that
the Fifth Amendment applies to him, and to deny en-
trance to a citizen is to deprive him of liberty, we
nevertheless are of opinion that with regard to him,
due process of law does not require judicial trial.

1t is established, as we have sald, that the act pur-
ports to make the decision of the Department final,

whatever the ground on which the right to enter
the country is claimed.

+

Little wonder is it that such a decision, under
which any citizen might be seized and exiled upon
the whim of a mere ministerial or bureau officer,
should have aroused all the patriotic fires of the
late Justice Brewer. His reply, while not law be-
cause in the minority, is nevertheless unanswerable
logic.
“It will be borne in mind,” he said, “that the
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petitioner has been judicially determined to be a
free-born American citizen, and the contention of
the Government, sustained by the judgment of this
Court, is that a citizen guilty of no crime—for it
is no crime for a citizen to come back to his native
land—must, by the action of a ministerial officer,
be punished by deportation and banishment, with-
out trial by jury and without judicial determina-
tion.” Elaborating that pregnant thought, Jus-
tice Brewer said further:

Such a decision is to my mind appalling.

The right of a citizen is not lost by a temporary
absence from his native land, and when he returns
he is entitled to all the protection which he had
when he left. From time out of mind the doctrine
held by the Supreme Court has been “that any per-
son alleging himself to be a citizen of the United
States and desiring to return to his country from a
foreign land, and that is prevented from doing
80 without due process of law, and who on that
ground applies to any United States Court for a. writ
of habeas corpus, is entitled to have a hearing and
a judicial determination of the facts so alleged; and
that no act of Congress can be understood or con-
strued as a bar to such hearing and judicial deter-
mination.”

By the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution no
person can “be deprived of life, liberty or property
without due process of law.” And in Hager vs.
Reclamation District, No. 108, 111 U. S. 701, it was
held that “undoubtedly where life or liberty are in-
volved, due process requires that there be a regular
course of judicial proceedings, which imply that the
party to be affected shall have notice and an oppor-
tunity to be heard.”

By Art. 3, sec. 2, of the Constitution, “the trial
of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall
be by jury”; and by the Fifth Amendment, “no per-
son shall be held to answer for a capital or other
infamous offense, unless on a presentment or indict-
ment of a grand jury.” This petitioner has been
guilty of no crime, and so it is judicially determined.
Yet in defiance of this adjudication of innocence,
with only an examination before a ministerial officer,
he is compelled to suffer punishment as a criminal,
and is denied the protection of either a grand or
petit jury.

But, it is said, he did not prove his innocence be-
fore the ministerial officer. Can one who judicially
establishes his innocence of any offense be punished
for crime by the action of a ministerial officer? Can
he be punished because he failed to show to the
satisfaction of that officer that he is innocent of an
offense?

The Constitution declares that “the privilege of
the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended.
unless when in cases of rebellion or invasion, the
public safety may require it.”” There is no rebellion
or invasion. Can a citizen be deprived of the benefit
of that so much vaunted writ of protection by the
action of a ministerial officer? .

The rules of the Department declare that th
statutes do not apply to citizens, yet in the face of
all this, we are told that they may be enforced
againgt citizens, and that Congress so intended.



Banishment of a citizen not only removes him from
the limits of his native land, but puts him beyond
the reach of any of the protecting clauses of the
Constitution. In other words it strips him of all
rights that are given to a citizen. I can not believe
that Congress intended to provide that a citizen, sim-
ply because he belongs to an obnoxious race, can be
deprived of all the liberty and protection which the
Constitution guarantees, and if it did so intend, I do
not believe it has the power to do so.

*

The majority decision in this case, in effect re-
enacts the infamous Alien law of the early Adams
administration, under which any person too frank
in his criticism of a corrupt administration might
find himself stripped of citizenship and in exile.
The first subject of experiment in the enforce-
ment of that law was an “obnoxious foreigner,”
but the white citizen soon followed as legitimate

prey.
Washington bureaucrats, already emboldened by

the Ju Toy doctrine, have thrown into jail and
held incommunicado, one De Lara, in spite of his
claim of citizenship ; and the charge that De Lara’s
real offense was that he made himself obnoxious to
Diaz by aiding in the exposure of the Mexican slave
traffic, has not been satisfactorily explained.

While Brewer’s opinion is a minority one, and
hence not law today, the fact that it is enduring
truth gives us hope that it may be law tomorrow.

STERLING E. EDMUNDS.

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

HENRY GEORGE, JR’S, OBSERVATIONS
IN THE EAST.

New York, April 23, 1910.

The old order changeth. The new economic and
political forces in the country are at work.

The announcement from Washington that United
States Senators Aldrich and Hale, of Connecticut
and Maine respectively, will retire from active poli
tics, is the strongest proof of the strong radical tide
that i8 running in New England. Subsequently to
my Western speaking tour (p. 344) under the man-
agement of Mr. F. H. Monroe of the Henry George
Lecture Association, I went on a brief tour under
the same management into New England. 1 spoke
once in Boston, twice in Cambridge, once in Lynn,
Mass., once in Manchester, New Hampshire, and
once in Portland, Maine. In all of these places I
heard the same kind of “insurgent” talk I had heard
in Towa and Minnesota.

+

My addresses in Portland and Manchester were
before the Economic Clubs of those cities. Clubs of
this kind are of recent date in New England. They
are the outgrowth of the spirit of inquiry which is
stirring the whole ocountry. They are composed

The Public

Thirteenth Year.

largely of the leading progressive men of their com-
munities, who get together once a month or so dur-
ing the cooler weather to listen to discussions of
current economic questions by men of various points
of view.

The subject for consideration before the Portland
and the Manchester meetings was ‘“The Cause of the
Increasing Cost of Living.” The most significant
thing about these two meetings was the personnel
of the speakers and the radical nature of their ut-
terances. At the first meeting I found myself asso-
ciated with Henry B. Gardner, of Providence, R. I,
and Mr. Byron W. Holt, of New York. Professor
Gardner has the chair of Political Economy at Brown
University, Providence, R. . He teaches the Single
Tax as applicable for local purposes. Mr. Holt is
chairman of the Free Trade Committee of the Re-
form Club of New York and is an untiring advocate
of the Single Tax.

I spoke first and contended that the rapid growth
of monopollies of various kinds and their increasing
exactions would sufficiently account for the very
high and increasing general prices, and I took palins
to describe the tariff and the privately owned rail-
roads as the chief causes of these rising prices.
pointing out, however, that even were these removed
by the declaration of free trade and the taking over
of the railroads as public highways into public
hands, the landlords would reap the benefit of freer
production. Speculative rent would rise and absorb
all the advantage, unless the single tax should be
applied to land values to prevent this speculative
rise.

Professor Gardner contended that while I had ex-
plained high prices, I had not explained increasing
prices; that the latter was to be explained by the
greatly iIncreased output of gold, the measure of
prices, relatively to other things; and that this
increase of prices would probably continue for a
decade, owing to the probable continuance of this
relatively increased output of gold.

Mr. Holt supported Professor Gardner with an
ably written paper, in which he presented statistics
and authorities.

It is not because of the gold or anti-gold argument
that I speak of this meeting, but because of the fact
that three men pronouncing themselves against the
tariff and for the Single Tax should be listened to
with interest and applause by an organization of the
leading banking, business and professional men of
the leading city in Republican Maine.

It explains why Senator Hale of that State now
pleads advancing years and delicate health as rea-
sons why he should not again stand for the Senator-
ship. Rebellion against the present order of things
that discourages business at every turn and that has
80 much to do with the high cost of living reveals it-
gelf in general discontent. I heard much of it while
I was in Portland—the most open and direct opposi-
tion to Senator Hale and to his son who is out as a
candidate for the Congressional seat formerly held
by Thomas B. Reed in Portland; and most of this
came from men who had always been Republicans.

+

In Manchéater I found the same private radical
talk. The town’s chief activity is in the manufac-
ture of cotton goods. Manchester has long stood fast



April 29, 1910,

to the tariff. Not 80 now. The mill managers con-
tend that there has been &an appreciable increase in
the rate of wages paid in the mills, but the opera-
tives point to the intensified conditions of labor and
more than that to the increased cost of living, so
that it is now hard to keep soul and body together.
The feeling is that the tariff is largely to blame, and
there is a strong reaction against it.

This feeling in the Manchester cotton mills showed
itself in the meeting of the Economic Club, of which,
however, only financial, business and professional
men are members. I delivered myself in the same
radical style against the tariff in toto, for the public
taking over of every function of a public highway,
and for the application of the Single Tax. I had the
honor to divide the time with Professor Thomas
Nixon Carver, one of the several professors in the
department of Economics in Harvard University, at
Cambridge. He revealed himself against the tariff
and leaning toward the Single Tax, but, like Profes-
sor Gardner at Portland, he declared for the in-
creased output of gold as accounting in the main for
increasing prices by the cheapening of gold and the
relative advance of everything else. The significant
aspect of this occasion was manifest approval of
most of the hearers of Professor Carver’s indirect
and of my direct assault upon the tariff. It was
plain that even among these conservative men, the
tide of radical thought was running.

+

And as if to leave no room for doubt as to his
own radical leanings, Professor Carver next morning
as we traveled together to Boston, invited me to
visit Harvard and address one of his more advanced
classes in Political Economy. I gladly accepted for
that afternoon, and for the space of an hour made
an address and answered questions on the Single
Tax.

This was in Harvard House, one of the oldest of
the University buildings. Just a stone’s throw out-
side the high ornate iron fence, and not far from
the oak under which George Washington assumed
formal command of the colonial army in the Revo-
lutionary War, I had two days before made an ad-
dress on the moral aspects of the British budget
fight before the Unitarian congregation of Rev. Dr.
Crothers, which is said to be one of the finest con-
gregations in Cambridge.

This address was arranged by Professor Lewis J.
Johnson, of the Department of Engineering at Har-
vard. Professor Johnson reports the very rapid head-
way of radical ideas in and about Cambridge—not
alone for free trade and the Single Tax, but for the
Initiative and Referendum and fRecall. He himself
has drawn up and presented to the legislature for
its action a new charter for the city of Cambridge
hased upon the latter ideas.

+

In Lynn, the center of the shoe industry, I met
Mr. Fay Aldrich, president of the “Wage Earners’
Political Club,” the newly organized political end of
the trade unions of the town. He was outspoken
against protectionism. And in Boston, where I spoke
briefly before the Twentieth Century Club, it was
evident that “Insurgency” had made deep inroads.
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Indeed from what I heard thers, in Cambridge and
in Lynn, Senator Lodge may have to fight hard for
his Bourbon Republicanism and re-election to his
gseat at Washington. The current that has forced
Aldrich and Hale out of the running may force him
out, too. At any rate, it will probably give him a
hard battle—a thing that seemed least likely but &
short time ago. +

At Washington, D. C.,, where I went a day or two
after returning from my excursion into New Eng-
land, I found the Democrats confident and the Re-
publicans correspondingly doubtful of victory in the
Congressional elections this fall. Hon. Champ. Clark,
the minority leader in the House, gave it as his
judgment that if the elections were to be held now
the Democrats would have a majority so big as to
be unmanageable.

Senator LaFollette believes a tremendeus reactien .
is imminent against all the exploiting of the people
during the recent years, and he reads in cusrent
events the most pronounced confirmation of his own
Insurgent operations.

In some quarters I heard urgent demands for the
establishment of an information bureau at Wash-
ington, especially as to tariff information, which is
now very hard to get since President Taft has is-
sued an order that no departmental information shall
be furnished to members of Congress—either Sena-
tors or Representatives—except through the Cabinet
head of each Department. The Cabinet stands pat
on the tariff and other measures and policies which
the President has originated or approved—that is to
say, is not furnishing any anti-administration infor-
mation. I think myself that a small bureau of in-
formation for the supplying of facts on the tariff and
other advanced subjects would be invaluable for the
next four or six months to many of the active Demo- .
crats and most of the Insurgent Republicans in Con-
gress. The men to get up the information could be
found if the expense money was forth-coming.

+

Finally 1 wish to report that I found not a few
Democrats in Washington in a prayerful mood. They
are offering up supplications like that which ap-
peared in the Houston Post, which runs:

O Lord, now that everything is coming our way,
purge every Democratic soul of hot air and vain-
giory, and Insert large instaliments of common sense
in every Democratic cranium; and oh, remember,
Lord, our proneness to make feols of ourselves just
when we have the worid by the tail and a downhiil
pull, and see that we don’t get in bad this time.

HENRY GEORGE.

INCIDENTAL SUGGESTIONS

SOCIALISTS AND SINGLE TAXERS.
New York, April 18th, 1910.
I do not entirely agree with Mr. Harry George (p.
344), that debates with Socialists are, on the whole,
injurious as creating a division between reform
forces. I think I have done as much work as anyone
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in bringing Socialists and Single Taxers together,
and in combatting the stupid desire of reformers to
rip each other down the back. I have frequently de-
bated with Socialists and often addressed Socialist
meetings: I debated with Mr. Lewis in Chicago and
found no antagonism, and I think the debate resulted
in clearing up ideas. I find at Soclalist meetings, af-
ter an explanation of the Single Tax along the line
of their thought, and emphasizing the points where
we can go together, there is ordinarily no objection
and usually few questions from the audience. I am
inclined to think that it is more the Single Taxers
who are opposed to the Socialists than it is the So-
clalists who are opposed to the Single Taxers. We
are Individualistic and they are Collectivist—so that
perhaps it is natural.
BOLTON HALL.

NEWS NARRATIVE

To use the reference figures of this Department for
obtaining continuous news narratives:

Observe the reference figures in any article; turn back to the page
they indicate and find there the next preceding article, on the same
subject ; observe the reference figuresin that article, and turn back
as before, continue until you come to the earliest article on the sub-
ject; then retrace your course through the indicated pages, reading
each article in chronological order, and you will have a continuous
news narrative of the subject from its historical beginnings to date.

Week ending Tuesday, April 26, 1910.

Socialism in Milwaukee.

In his inaugural message, which was published
too late for our use last week, Mayor Seidel of
Milwaukee (p. 369) said that the promises of the
Socialist platform, such as can be carried out
under the provisions of the present charter, should
he taken up at once, and “where the charter inter-
feres, proper bills should at once be drafted to be
presented to the next legislature.”  Putting
home rule for Milwaukee before all other
things, he also urged the passage of such meas-
ures as will promote the well being of the workers,
check any tendency to encroach upon such few
rights as the workers still enjoy, and whenever
possible extend for them the opportunities of life.
Specifically he said that the administration should
constantly watch over the conditions prevailing in
factories, workshops and places of employment
with regard to sanitation; there should at all
times be a full and hearty co-operation with State
factory inspectors in the enforcement of measures
providing for industrial hygiene. As to contracts
to be let by the city, he argued that as the quality
and treatment of materials may be specified to in-
sure economy, it is the height of absurdity to con-
tend that this should not hold good with regard to
labor, and therefore the specifications should pro-
vide for hours of labor that are not exhausting,
that leave a margin of time for rest and develop-
ment ; should provide for sufficiency of light and
ventilation, and should prohibit child labor, prop-
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erly protect woman labor, and prevent the imposi-
tion upon workers of degrading conditions. He
proposed also a municipal survey, to furnish ac-
curate and adequate knowledge of social, industrial
and economic conditions leading to specific and
practicable plans for city betterment. Other sug-
gestions were of the more familiar kind. Regard-
ing the extraordinary occasion and the goal before
them, he said, as reported by the Chicago Tribune:

The whole spirit of this day here and now is one of
resolve and consecration to the task of making Mil-
waukee a safe place for its men, women and children
—a home for its people. By toiling patiently with
one series of problems after another, by fighting bat-
tle after battle with never lessening enthusiasm, by
moving forward from one point of victory to another,
with confidence that we are in accord with the trend
of civilization and the highest ideals of humanity,
out of such struggles as we are called by an irresisti-
ble summons to engage in, advancement will be made
and progress will be realized toward a great city,
with a free, independent civic spirit.

+

As Commissioner of the public debt, Mayor
Seidel appointed Joseph Uillein, the head of the
Schlitz Brewing Company, one of the wealthiest
men in Milwaukee and not a Socialist. ~He re-
fused to re-appoint the health commissioner, a
physician, but appointed to this place (temporarily
until an expert can be secured) Walter P. Stroes-
ser, a tailor. For commissioner of public works,
in place of three commissioners, he appointed
Harry E. Briggs, an instructor in the trade school,
his purpose being to put this department in the
hands of one expert. An eight-hour day was fixed
by general order for all servants of the city, not
only those who are usually expected to work longer
than eight hours, but those also who are usually
allowed to work less. The heads of departments
themselves are to be on duty from 8 in the morn-
ing till 5 at night, with an hour for luncheon in
the middle of the day.

+

At the first thorough-going business meeting of
the Council held on the 25th, committee chairmen
and vice-chairmen of committees were appointed.
A Democrat, Frederick Bogk, was retained as
chairman of the special committee on harbors ;
but all the other chairmen as well as the vice-
chairmen were Socialists. In explanation of this,
Socialist leaders are reparted as saying that “the
Socialists are determined to carry out their cam-
paign pledges,” and that “the only way in which
they can make progress is by having the power in
the Council absolutely in their own hands.” In re-
demption of those pledges, resolutions and ordi-
nances were introduced at this meeting of the
Council to secure home rule, improved housing
conditions, a bureau of municipal research, prefer-
ence for union lahor on all bridge work, acquisi-
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