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EDITORIAL

The Elections Over Seas.

At the time of writing the English elections are
not yet over, but enough is known to warrant the
statement that the ardent hopes of neither party
have been fully realized. The Liberal party will
come back into power, but very probably without
the majority necessary to render the present Gov-
ernment independent of the Irish Nationalist and
the Labor members. If it is not, there is of course
some slight danger of coalition and trades between
the Tory members and these groups, especially the
Nationalists, which may defeat the most cherished
hopes of the advanced Liberals. But we do not
anticipate such a result. The Government has
pledged itself to Home Rule for Ireland, and the
Tories, who have been for years campaigning un-
der the name of “Unionists” to emphasize their
opposition to home rule, can scarcely outhid them
and, despite constant friction and difference be-
tween the Labor party leaders and the Govern-
ment, these leaders can hardly be so blind to their
own interests as to lend aid to reactionary Con-
servatives. The Conservative gains and the ab-
senca of the decisive majority hoped for by the
Liberals, may grant a reprieve to the House of
Lords from any drastic reform. Time alone can
show this, and the disposition of the King in the
crisis may after all prove that a vestige of “ruling”
remains with an English sovereign.

+
But in the matter of the Budget, which is for
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the progressives in this country the chief cause of
their interest in the situation, disappointment can
hardly be reasonably anticipated. The Lords,
whether their privileges are or are not curtailed,
have shot their bolt. They claimed only that the
country must he appealed to. It has been ap-
pealed to, and they have lost. To further oppose
the financial legislation enacted by the Commons
would be too dangerous even for them to attempt.
The House of Commons will certainly repass the
bill. Their mandate to that effect is undeniable,
for Nationalists and Laborites equally with Liber-
als were elected with the understanding that they
would do so. The land taxation clauses in the
Budget—the crux and gist of the whole contest—
were besides always enthusiastically supported by
both Nationalist and Labor members. Landlord-
Ism in Great Britain, may we hope, has seen the
beginning of the end!

+ +
The Appeal to Justice.

' It was commonly told in New York a genera-
tion ago, of Fernando Wood, Congressman and
Mayor in the 40’s, 50’s and 60’s when politics
were more visibly corrupt than now, that he had
said hg was convinced that the politicians did not
“sufficiently pander to the moral sense of the com-
munity.” And Canon S. A. Barnett, in a letter
addressed to a Liberal meeting held at Queen’s
hall in London on December 31st, speaking from
a standpoint morally antithetical to that of the
old New York Mayor, urged a like appeal. “It
is not indeed fitting,” he said, “that one in my
position should appeal to party passions or to
class selfishness, but I should have liked to appeal
to the quality of justice which is always present
in the British mind. It would, I believe, be more
active if politicians trusted it more and appealed
to it more frequently. I hate the Budget,” said
to me a city magistrate, it is a heastly Budget,
but it is just.’”
- + &
Monopoly’s Vulnerable Spots.

. Thoroughly alarmed by the agitation over the
increased cost of meats, the Administration is
planning, we are told, a new coup against the
packers by criminal prosecutions under the Sher-
man Act. At the same time we are told that the
Government intends to show, by way of proof, that
there is an illegal combination or conspiracy in
restraint of trade. It presents an interesting
question to a layman. Smith, Brown and Jones,
we will say, are respectively directors of compet-
ing corporations 1, 2 and 3, engaged in meat pack-
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ing. Corporation No. 4 is formed for the appa-
rent purpose of further competing in the same
business. Smith, Brown and Jones all buy stock
in it and get themselves elected directors of it.
Corporation No. 4 has a directors’ meeting, and
legitimately decides what it will pay for live ani-
mals and for what it will sell their flesh after they
are slaughtered. When corporations 1, 2 and 3
have their directors’ meetings respectively, Smith,
Brown or Jones, as the case may be, without in-
forming any one else of any especial reason therefor
or revealing what Corporation 4 has resolved on,
suggests purchasing and selling prices for that cor-
poration which happen to be the identical prices
which Corporation 4 has set. But they are adopt-
ed apparently only because of the fellow directors’
confidence in his business judgment. Has a crime
been committed, for which men can be sent to
jail? If so, is it a crime to be a director in each
of two corporations which are ostensibly compet-
ing? Perhaps to make it so will he considered the
next necessary step.  But we wish that instead of
insisting on this kind of legislation, so continu-
ously proposed and whep enacted so continually
evaded and made futile, our legislators would turn
their attention to the effects in aiding monopoly,
of unwise tariffs and patent and land laws, estab-
lishing and fortifying privilege and plutocracy !
+ =+

Corrupt State—Corrupt Nation.

There is an amusing side to the controversy
raging hetween the proponents of State control of
water rights and of water rights of way, and the
opponents of that policy. Representative Smith
of California demands State control and owner-
ship, and that the rights be lecased to private cor-
porations; but the San Francisco Call, a Repub-
lican paper, opposes that policy on the ground that
the State government can’t be trusted! Well, it
is true that the State government of California is
merely an agent of the Southern Pacific Railroad
and allied interests, but then it is also true that the
Government at Washington is in large part a com-
bination of all the railroads and their allied inter-
ests. The illogical may make the deduction that
unless the profits of monopoly are taxed into the
public treasuries, it will make no difference to the
people whether the private monopoly be licensed
by the Nation or a State government.

+ +

Bryanism Still Lives.

A man of straw which took the shape of an
unauthorized announcement of Mr. Bryan’s can-
didacy for the Presidency in 1912, was bandied
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about the country last week, calling forth ribald
comment from Democrats of the non-democratic
type. With jeers for his “kind word,” and for his
solitary state, the Cincinnati Times-Star quotes
Daniel Kiefer as thus sturdily standing for Bryan-

ism, as against Cleveland-Parker-Harmon Democ-
racy:

I do not believe the statement said to have been
authoritatively made by Mr., Metcalf, editor of the
Commoner, that Mr., Bryan is to be a candidate in
1912, Mr. Bryan is en route to South America, and
it is altogether unlikely that any one may speak
for him in his absence on any such matter Mr.
Bryan’s willingness to be a candidate in 1908 was,
as it was in 1900, and for the same reason that he
made the fight against Parker’s nomination in 1904,
Democrats there seemed
to be no one else to satisfy the call for a represen-
tative of “true Democracy. Fair-weather and imag-
inary Democrats of the Cleveland-Parker stripe, per-
sonally estimable though they be, were admittedly
better satisfled with their party distinctions when,
previous to Bryan's first nomination, the party was
a competitor of the Republican party for the favor
and support of plutocracy. While Mr. Bryan does
not stand for all that is democratic that I could wish
he did, so long as the talk of candidates for the
Presidency on the Democratic ticket is of men whose
like characteristics to those of Taft are that they
will be the pliant and subservient tools to monopo-
lies and trusts, I hope that Mr. Bryan will consent
to be a candidate for the balance of his life, and
the people of the United States demonstrate, as
they have three times by their more than six mil-
lion votes (a greater vote each time than was cast
for Cleveland), that it is far better to deserve to
win and lose, than win without deserving it.

To Democrats, to whom Democracy is more than
a tradition and a name, the fight for Bryanism will
continue, and until an equally able exponent of it
comes forward, and one considered more available,
true Democrats will find it necessary to keep Mr.
Bryan at the helm. Personally, I should rather
make a fight for La Follette Republicanism than for
Cleveland-Parker-Harmon Democracy,

+ 4

A Vindication of the Dunne School Board.

Many good people of Chicago, misled by newspa-
per reports and comments which were intentional
and malignant misrepresentations, believed that
the appointees of Mayor Dunne to the School
Board were not safe guardians of the interests of
the schools and school children of Chicago. In-
genuous and simple-minded clergymen and “Ala-
meda citizens” joined with smug Pecksniffian rep-
resentatives of “big business” in wagging their
heads and declaring that apart from the traction
questions involved in the last mayoralty election,
the great educational interests of Chicago demand-
ed that “visionary theorists and faddis(s who had
no proper idea of business methods” should give
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place to “sane, safe, reasonable business men” ;
and that to that end Busse should be elected over
Dunne. They got the desired change.  Mayor
Dunne’s School Board gave place to Mayor
Busse’s. How do the good people like the results ?
Probably they know little about them. The news-
papers on which they pinned their faith are not
exploiting the doings of the Board of Education
in these days. To those who may see this paragraph,
we should like to make a suggestion. Let them
procure a copy of the Chicago Inter Ocean of Jan-
uary 22, and learn from facts of which there can
be no denial, the difference between the dealings
of the Dunne School Board under the leadership
of its President, Emil Ritter, and the dealings of
the Busse School Board, with the “coal ring.”
Perhaps their eyes may be so far opened as to
induce hereafter in similar matters a more delib-
erate judgment.

\ + o+ 4
WAGE WORKERS AS NATION
BUILDERS.

The average American is extremely proud of his
“national front-yard.” He points with pride to

‘the Declaration of Independence, the Emancipa-

tion Proclamation, Washington, Lincoln, and al-
most invariably to the free school system as the
great bulwark of free American institutions.

If asked as to the origin of the public school
system, he will speak of Horace Mann, Henry
Barnard and the New England ministers as the
sole architects of our important educational edi-
fice. Throughout the length and breadth of
the nation, men pay tribute to these great re-
formers as the founders of the American public
school system. But recent investigations, while
recognizing the importance of the work of these
pioneer educators, has found another and more
potent force which has long lain concealed from
view. This underlying force proceeded from the
wage earners, dominated by a bread-and-butter
argument.

& +

Free 'schools had existed in New England and
New York in Colonial times; but the Revolution
and the long period of adjustment subsequent to
the war, together with the growing heterogeneity
of the population, led to the practical abandon-
ment of the system.

The modern. free tax-supported school origin-
ated in the eventful period, 1820 to 1850. The
famous embargo act of Jefferson’s administration
and the war of 1812 artificially forced the rapid
development of American manufacture. At the
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conclusion of the struggle there was a panic and
financial depression. Long continued hard times
adversely affected the wage earners in our truly
infant industries. With the return of business
activity, towns, cities and factories were enlarged
and multiplied. People long accustomed to rural
environment were suddenly thrust into barrack-
like homes in dreary mushroom factory towns.
The now familiar evils of city life began to make
their first appearance on American soil.
ism, juvenile crime, woman and child labor in
factories became. well known.

The modern American wage earner then ap-
peared on the industrial and political horizon.
. Massed together in the growing cities and towns,
opportunities for organization and agitation were
not lacking. The long struggle between the con-
servatives of the Atlantic coast region and the
turbulent and individualistic frontiersmen of the
uplands and the back-woods had finally forced the
abolition in most of the Northern States of the
old religious and property qualifications for the
exercise of the suffrage. At a propitious time the
democratic frontiersman placed the ballot in the
hands of the newly created class of factory and
town wage earners; and the workingmen’s ballots
gave the nation its free school system.

L

New and unusual social and industrial condi-
tions breed evils, apparent and real, and foster
discontent and unrest. In the cities and factory
towns of the period, the workers felt that the times
were awry ; and with the child-like faith of utopia
builders they looked for a panacea for the ills they
guffered.

For years influential and learned men had been
preaching the doctrine that the uneducated must
ever remain in a degraded caste. “Equality among
men results only from education”; “the educated
man is a good citizen, the uneducated an unde-
sirable member of the body politic.” These were
the oft-repeated phrases which came from many
sources to the anxious wage earners.

Suddenly the disturbed mass of toiling human-
ity was touched by the monotonous repetition.
Free, equal, practical, republican education be-
came the shibboleth of the workers. Practically
every workingmen’s meeting from Albany and
Boston on the north to Wilmington and Charles-
ton on the south took up the cry. Speeches, edi-
torials and resolutions galore, and planks in local
workingmen’s party platforms, are recorded of
the period from 1828 to about 1832 or 1833. Horace
Mann, Henry Barnard, James G. Carter, Robert

Pauper- -
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Dale Owen, George H. Evans and others directed
the movement ; but the potent push came from the
firm demand of an aroused and insistent wage
earning class armed with the ballot. ‘

The rural districts, employers, and men of
wealth were rarely favorable to the tax-supported
school ; and often their voices were raised against
it in bitter protest or stinging invective.

+

A careful study of the development of the pub-
lic school system in different States—Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Vermont, Rhode Island, New
York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Ohio—and the ut-
ter lack of a free school system in the slave-hold-
ing South, confirm these brief general statements.

The wage earners were touched with the enthu-
siasm of a utopian dreamer. Given free and uni-
versal education, and, they firmly believed, all
social ills would vanish as the mists before the
morning sun. A mistaken idea it has proved to
be; but it was nevertheless potent and compelling
in that formative period of our industrial history.

Only a few years later, following another panie,
the workers, again discontented and suffering,
looked for another social panacea. They found
it then in free homestcads for actual settlers.
Give each man the right to acquire a quarter sec-
tion of virgin soil, and all will be well. Again,
the wage earners play no small part in giving the
nation another important measure—the Home-
stead Act.

+

He who interprets our national history aright
must not overlook the influence of the working-
men.

Witness the free school system, the abolition of
imprisonment for debt, mechanics’ lien laws, the
Homestead Act, departments of labor statistics,
eight hour laws, and so on through a list which
is not short.

Many of our cherished institutions and legis-
lative measurcs are the concrete results of the
efforts of a combination of insurgent reformers
and the wage earners, made in opposition to or-
ganized wealth and traditional conservatism. To
the wage earncr who gets his bread by the sweat
of his brow are due many of the important stones
in our national cdifice.

Let us give credit where credit is due; and let
us remember that the past has valuable lessons

for today.
FRANK T. CARLTON.

+ + +

Bquity does not permit property in land.—Herbert
Spencer, in 1850 edition of “Social Statics.”
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EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE
JOHN Z. WHITE IN THE NORTHWEST.

Spokane, Wash., Jan. 8, 1910.

On his northwestern tour, under the auspices of
the Henry George Lecture Association, Mr. John Z.
White (vol. xii, pp. 1069, 1094) has just ended a
three weeks’ visit to Spokane, Eastern Washington
and Northern Idaho. Notwithstanding the holiday
attractions and festivities, we have had a very suc-
cessful educational campaign of a fundamental eco-
nomic character. He made thirty odd public ad-
dresses before our High Schools, Business Colleges,
State Colleges and Normals, Churches, Labor and
Secret organizations, Political and Economic Clubs.

Our local Charter Revision Committee in Spokane,
composed of all shades of opinions, ranging from the
democratic Democrat to the stand-pat conservative,
are laboring hard to give us a new city charter for
inaugurating the commission plan. This commit-
tee arranged for a noon day luncheon, with Mr.
White as their guest, and a public lecture on the
commission plan of city government. Mr. White's
complete mastery of the subject and his ready direct
answers to their many questions, won for him the
admiration of those present, many of whom also
heard him on several other occasions. There had
been a decided distrust, on the part of some of the
committee, to placing the power of Direct Legislation
in the hands of the people without strings on it.

‘We believe, however, that Mr. White has aided ma-
terially in relieving the situation. Omne of his last
city dates was a joint debate with Atty. F. H. Moore,
a representative local socialist, in response to a
challenge from their local.
forcible manner Mr. White tripped up our socialist
friend on every major proposition around which he
endeavored to wind his thread of argument. The
Elks’ hall was filled to its capacity of about one
thousand. The machinery question, enforced co-
operation, the artificial device for distribution, the
lack of incentive to own property when labor gets its
full product, the interest question, and all the usual
arguments of our revolutionary friends, were demol-
ished and literally piled into a heap of broken ruins.

Prof. Hart of our south central High school, who
has charge of some fifteen hundred young men and
women, said that never had a public speaker re-
ceived such close attention and ready responses
from his pupils, as when Mr. White addressed them
on the “Dismal Science.” Mr. White certainly has a
remarkable and happy faculty for entertaining both
young and old on economic subjects, whether or nhot
they have given the matter any previous study.

At Walla Walla Mr. White was tendered a hearty
reception by the members of the Commercial Club,
among whom he met Mr, L. E. Meachem, an old
time personal friend and single taxer. His talk on
taxation at the noon day luncheon was so enthusias-
tically received that by request of the officers of the
club, his evening lecture under their auspices, com-
prised both the Direct Legislation and Single Tax
lectures, The President of Whitman college at this
place told Mr, White to consider himself down for

In his usual easy and-
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other engagements in their institution as often as
he could come to the Northwest.

Prof. Macomber of the State Normal at Cheney,
just called to inform me that they intended to or-
ganize the faculty with the intention of going into
the single tax philosophy thoroughly, since Mr.
White's recent visit. He also expressed the hope
that Mr. White or some other representative of the
Henry George Lecture Association could make them
another vigsit in the near future.

One of our prominent Democrats said that Mr.
White and his lecture work was being considerably
discussed on the street corners. These are but a
few of the many appreciative expressions we have
heard.

WM. MATHEWS.

*» &+ <+
THE PARLIAMENTARY CAMPAIGN.

London, Jan. 11, 1910.

“Where shall we get the money?” asked the Duke .
of Marlborough, at a Unionist meeting in the cam-
palgn for a new Parliament now drawing to its end
in this country, and in a speech criticizing old age
pensions, ‘“Where shall we get the money?’ he
asked, in the tone of one putting a poser. The retort
came promptly out of the body of the meeting:
“From such as thee, lad!”

It was a characteristic instance of the freedom
and pointedness of expression in British campaign
meetings. Campaign meetings here are not party
meetings, no matter who holds them nor who speaks.
They are meetings of electors, called together to
hear the issues discussed, and every one is entitled
to participate in the meetings by “heckling” speak-
ers, and even to the extreme of voting down the
resolutions of the party calling the meeting, provided
only that there is no disorder. And as to disorder,
it is the “stewards” of the meetings that must main-
tain it; for the police though they are near by out-
side the door, are conspicuously absent from the in-
terior of the meeting place. Interruptions, retorts,
and wrangles between members of the audience and
the speaker are not unusual; and he must be a
ready-witted speaker—as the Duke of Marlborough
was not, on the occasion noted above—to cope with
“hecklers” in the audience.

At a meeting in the campaign of 1900, an imperial-
ist speaker, appealing to the patriotic masses rep-
resented in the meeting hall, pointed to a large map
whereon all the British territory of the world was
indicated in red, and with enthusiasm asked, ‘“What
do these red spaces mean?”’ His question brought
anything but the answer he wished. ‘Blood!” ex-
claimed a sturdy radical, and the imperialistic
speaker was a ‘“dead one.”

+

Prejudice against participation by foreigners in
campaign meetings does not prevail here as in the
United States. Quite contrary, therefore, to all my
expectations and much against my wishes, I found
myself drafted for service at so many places that I
might, had the time been at my disposal, have
spoken almost every night at an election meeting.
In this respect I had the advantage of the peers, for
they had to do all their speaking before the election
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writs were out. Tt is considered an invasion of the
rights of the Commons for a peer to make speeches
between the call for elections and the elections
themselves.

Long before I had been twenty-four hours on Eng-
lish soil, I was speaking to an audience of 500 men
and women, crowded into the town hall of Middle-
wich in Cheshire, about two hours from Liverpool.
It was in the constituency of Sir John Brunner, who
has represented these people in Parliament for, twen-

ty-five years, and whose son, John Brunner, is now
running in the father’s stead. As I drew near the
hall, walking through the narrow and winding and
picturesque streets of a village looking like the kind
you have no reason for believing to exist outside of
an old fashioned picture book, I was suddenly wafted
home on the strains of “Marching Through Georgia,”
which came floating out of the hall. The words
_were not clear, but I surely thought I distinguished
“Shouting the battle cry of freedom.” In this, how-
ever, I was mistaken, for when I got into Mr. Brun-
ner’s meeting whence the music came, I learned that
although the air was truly enough “Marching
Through Georgia,” the words of the refrain were—
“God made the land for the people.”

Since then I have learned that in many a Liberal
meeting in England and Scotland this year, that
song to that air has thrilled audiences and made
a keynote for speakers.* Nor at Liberal meetings
alone. At opposition meetings the speakers are
sometimes obliged -to wait while enthusiasts sing
“God made the land for the people.”

+

One of the impressive things about a British meet-
ing is the absolutely serious way in which those con-
cerned perform their several functions—not solemn,
for they are the best natured and best witted gather-
ings I have ever seen, but serious in the sense that
nobody is frivolous or indifferent. The chairman goes
into the meetings with an “agenda” in his hand.
““Agendas” are furnished as blank forms on which
the managers of the meeting write the program in
blank spaces designed for the purpose. He makes
a speech to open the meeting, and thenceforth holds
his tongue to the end, except to make announce-
ments from the “agenda.” Having finished his own
speech, he brings forward the candidate, if in ac-
cordance with the arrangement on the ‘“agenda.” He
then introduces other speakers in their order on the
“agenda,” and then calls upon somebody named in
the “agenda” to move resolutions. The mover makes
a speech, and is followed with speeches by one or
more persons whom the chairman recognizes for the
purpose. Thereupon the chairman puts the resolu-
tions to vote, calling deliberately for “noes” as well
as “ayes,” and often getting them, too—at more than
one Unionist meeting in this campaign, the “agenda”
resolutions have been voted down—and declares the
result, which must of course be overwhelmingly in
the negative to prevent his announcing it as affirma-
tive.

1t is interesting to note the earnestness with which
adherents of the party holding the meeting will
count negative votes, and their expressions of

*For words of the song sec Public of January 14, page
45.

-the common name of the whole aggregation.
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triumph as they are able to exclaim “Only one,” or
“two” or “five” or “tem.”

Voting at these meetings is usually done by the
uplifted hand; and inasmuch as hostiles have some-
times doubled their vote by raising both hands,
this fraud is-anticipated by the chairman, who calls
upon the whole audience, whichever way they vote,
to vote with both hands instead of one,

i +

The calls upon me to participate in the speaking
campaign were principally from constituencies where
protectionists were making specious appeals to work-
ingmen to go in for protection—*“tariff reform” they
call it here—as the only way in which permanent
employment and good wages can be secured.

At Middlewich the dominant industry is salt pro-
duction, and protectionists are proposing to improve
the salt workers’ condition by excluding foreign salt
with a tariff. The only other place I have yet agreed
to speak at is at Newcastle-under-Lyme, in the pot-
tery region, where Josiah C. Wedgwood, a lineal
descendant of the founder of the Wedgwood pot-
teries, is the Liberal candidate. His election agent is
Edward McHugh, who was well known in labor
circles in the United States fifteen years ago. Mr.
Wedgwood was in the Parliament that has just
been dissolved, and is running as a radical Liberal
who would be known with us as a Henry George
man, or single taxer.

The calls upon me were especially for the pur-
pose of getting information as to the effect upon
labor interests of protection in the United States.
For the most absurd stories about prosperity for
workingmen in the United States are circulated by
protectionists, who are naturally in sympathy with
the privileged classes here as they are everywhere
else.

+

The most important issue, however, is not the
tariff question. This has been forced into the cam-
paign by manufacturers seeking special privileges,
just as the liquor question has been forced into it
by the distilling and the brewing interests. From the
protectionists, the Unionist party gets its intel-
lectual support and from the liquor interests its
financial aid.

The Unionist party, it should be explained, is the
name of that aggregation of former radicals who,
under Joseph Chamberlain deserted Gladstone on
the Irish home rule question, calling themselves Lib-
eral Unionists, and of the old reactionary Tory or
Conservative party. The Conservatives have been
swallowed up by the Unionists, and the latter is now
Its
strength comes from the great landlords, the liquor
interests, and Chamberlain radicals.

The latter still think Chamberlain a radical, and
vote with him as Democrats thought they were vot-
ing for Andrew Jackson when they voted for “Jim-
my” Buchanan, and as Republicans think they are
voting for Abraham Lincoln when they vote for Mr.
Taft. Chamberlain, however, has an advantage over
dead heroes, as his deplorable infirmity confines him
to his house and yet as he can issue letters from
this seclusion, he wears the halo of a dead hero
with none of those disadvantages of silence which
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dead heroes usually endure. His appeals to his ad-
mirers come, therefore, with peculiar force; and in
Birmingham, which he radicalized and built up as a
municipal statesman, a Unionist victory is now, as
it has been in the past, a foregone conclusion. 1t is
Chamberlain that gives such plausibility as it has to
the “tariff reform” or protection issue, which has
been raised against the Liberals in this campaign,
and contributed to the number and complexity of the
issues that are discussed.

But underlying all those issues is taxation of land
values, and overtopping them all is the guestion of
Wwhether Commons or Lords shall rule.

+

The latter issue was raised by the House of Lords
itself—not as a herring drawn across the trail, as
the tariff issue is, but by their defiance of the Com-
mons in voting down the Budget for the year, be-
cause it contained the land value taxation clauses.

Nominally they did not vote it down.
jected it until the people could vote upon it by vot-
ing for a new Parliament. But the Commons having
accepted this challenge and asked of the people a
mandate to curb the House of Lords, the Lords
abandon their “referendum,” by making a weak fight
against the Budget but an aggressive one for pro-
tection.

There seems reason at this time to believe that
workingmen in some places and business men in
some places may be fooled by this “tariff reform”
herring. Whether the effect will be sufficient to
affect the parliamentary result is strongly doubted.
Yet, if the result sheuld be against the Liberals, the
attempt to abolish in England English free trade in
favor of American and German protection, will have
contributed largely to it.

In places like London, the distillery and brewery
influences are likely to get much of the credit, if
credit it be, for defeating the Liberals if they are de-
feated. And all over the country, much is made of
the possibilities of invasion by Germany. From some
of the hysterical explosions you might suppose that
a German fleet was already in the Channel and train-
ing its guns upon an unarmed England. Just as our
protectionists used to twist the lion’s tail when they
wanted more tariff fat, so the protectionists here are
yanking feathers out of the German eagle. It seems
to be a protection peculiarity, this bloody-warpath
method of getting fool voters to give privileged per-
sons more privileges. Another point on which the
Unionists rely is the Liberal promise of home rule
on home affairs for Ireland.

But the issue over the Lords will not down, in
spite of all the Unionists can do to turn attention in
other directions; and the proposals for land value
taxation are apparently as popular among the voters
as they are repugnant to the peerage,

+

By the time this letter reaches its American read-
ers we shall know on both sides of the Atlantic how
the struggle, now intense with that genuine intensity
of the English which goes deep but makes no red
fire display, has come out. All the elections may not
have been held, but there will have been enough,
and of a sufficient variety, to show how the current
of opinfon is running.

They re- -

The Public 0w

The old Parliament was formally dissolved by the
King’s proclamation on the 10th (yesterday), and
the new Parliament called for February 15. The elec-
tions are to be held meanwhile. Some will come
off on the 15th, the earliest day possible—the lapse of
at least five days between the issuance of writs of
election and the election being necessary—and oth-
ers will follow through the next two weeks. Some
will not be held until the 25th, and a few will take
place even after that. Of those to come off on the
15th, 12 are in London and 64 are in the ‘“provinces.”
From these some inference may be drawn as to the
ultimate result, if the vote is pronounced either way;
for in this country as at home, all constituencies
are swayed in some degree sufficiently alike to make
calculation possible, and in addition the early re-
turns may have an influence upon the voter who
likes to be on the winning side.

It is to be regretted that in some 50 constituencies,
there is a triangular contest—Liberal, Unionist and
Labor. Neither the Liberal nor the Labor leaders
could probably have prevented it, for these nomina-
tions are controlled at the last by each constituency
for itself. But that there should be a division of
progressive forces in any constituency at a time
when a question vital in its character is concretely
at issue, as in this election in Great Britain, is de-
plorable. It is a marked instance of the fact that
partisanship of any kind readily makes men more
loyal to their party than to their cause.

+

As you see the Unionist election posters here and
there—on bill boards, in windows, and at meetings—
you are reminded of the days of McKinley in the
United States. There are the same solemn propos-
als to tax the foreigner, and the same hollow prom-
ises to provide employment for workingmen. Two
or three lugubrious pictures of workingmen without
a job, which might be labeled almost any way, are
so labeled as to place the responsibility upon free
trade. One of these, the well known picture called
“The Strike,” a work of art, has been appropriated
by the Unionists and the title changed from “The
Strike” te “Free Trade.” Another picture of the
protectionists, which is scattered everywhere, for
they have put immense sums into printer’s ink,
shows a hapless workingman who complains that
“the foreigner has got my job.” There are prom-
ises of “employment instead of unemployment,” and
both posters and speeches vary with localities, just
as they used to with us in the United States. A
leather producing community, for instance, is shown
how its workingmen and business men could pros-
per if leather were protected; but a boot making
community is shown how its workingmen and busi-
ness men could prosper if boots and shoes were
protected, nothing being said about leather. To
neither is anything said about protected food, that
subject is reserved for farming communities.

On the other hand, there are pictures of pleading
women and children who are made to say, “Don’t
let them tax our food.” And the question of unem-
ployment is illustrated with a picture of which
scores of thousands of all sizes, from postcards to
huge posters, have been sent out by the united com-
mittee for the Taxation of Land Values and utilized
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