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They are quite right when they argue that they

must pay the wages they have to and not the wages

they would like to. But do they ever ask them

selves and each other why they have to pay less

than they would like to? Some do. And these,

though they pay only what they have to—as they

must or go out of business—are sincerely and

earnestly using their influence to turn the busi

ness imperative the other way around. To such

employers we should offer a hand instead of ad

ministering a kick. But what of the employers

who do not ask themselves this question, cither

from indifference to human suffering through in

justice, or because they rather approve of it so long

as they and theirs are not its victims? Such as

these might be kicked all the long distance from

their business ethics to their religious sense, with

out getting their deserts.

* +

Natural Equality.

"I believe," said Robert Cumming, in an ad-

dross in a Presbyterian church at Peoria, "that all

men are created equal. But I assume that every

one in this audience has the intelligence to know

that I do not mean and that the signers of the

Declaration of Independence did not mean, that

all men are created six feet tall with black hair

and brown eyes, but that they are created equal in

their rights before God and should be equal in

their rights before the law." This true doctrine,

so simply stated and clearly defined by Mr. Cum

ming, cannot be too often repeated. It is denied

everywhere and by many persons; yet, paradoxical

as this may seem at first, the doctrine is never real

ly denied. Those who deny it do so with reference

to others, not to themselves. No one ever denies

that he himself, in his rights before the law, should

lie equal sit least to everybody else.

* *

Roosevelt and La Follette.

In an editorial on Roosevelt's leadership, the

Denver Post proposes this test:

Take the case of La Follette. No man in the whole

country has done more to secure and shape legisla

tion intended to benefit the many rather than the

few, and this in the days when the Aldrich-Hale com

bine was all powerful in the Senate. Yet now he

faces a desperate fight for re-election, himself pen

niless, his enemies able to marshal millions. Colonel

Roosevelt has been most emphatic In declaring that

he will go into Massachusetts, and help the corrupt

Lodge against Butler Ames, an honest man, a pop

ular champion. Why doesn't he say something about

helping La Toilette? Wny doesn't he go into Wis

consin and insure La Follette's re-election by one or

two powerful speeches setting forth the man's value

to the country, his wonderful work for the people?

That is the way to prove that he has indeed "come

back."

But in the itinerary he announces, Mr. Roose

velt has named Milwaukee for a speech on the 7th

of September. Let us wait and watch and sen—

that which, peradventure, we shall see.

* +

Personal Responsibility for Corporate Crime.

In charging the Federal grand jury which is

now investigating the beef trust, Judge Landis

pulled off the mask from a growing tendency in

the criminal law—under the fostering care of cor

poration wet nurses on the bench and at the bar

—by saying:

It sometimes happens that a person about to vio

late a law takes a name other than his own. If your

Investigations disclose such a case do not indict a

mere alias, but follow the trail wherever it may lead

until you have located, identified and pointed out the

real offenders. •

Governing New Jersey From New York.

The political duty of the Democratic party of

New Jersey is now as plain as a pike staff. It is

to nominate and elect Woodrow Wilson of Prince

ton to the Governorship this year, as a step toward

nominating and electing him to the Presidency in

1912. This is the duty of New Jersey Democrats

because it—so say the news dispatches—"was de

cided upon at a conference between Pres. Wilson

and a dozen or more prominent Now Jersey Demo

crats at the Lawyers' Club" in New York City.

When a "dozen prominent" Democrats of New

Jersey meet in New York to adjust a political pro

gram, the event is likely to mean much the same

thing to the public interest, though in enormously

greater degree, that a midnight meeting of prom

inent connoisseurs of poultry under a henroost

would mean to the owner of the hens.

Stand Pat Spoilsmen.

The true spirit of that Republicanism which

the Insurgents are repudiating and denouncing,

finds its frankest expression in a letter from Sen

ator Heyburn's nephew, a protege of Secretary

Ballinger, in charge of the land office at Coeur

d'Alene, Idaho, which Collier's reproduces in its is

sue of the lGth. In explaining the withdrawal of

land office advertisements from newspapers that

had become critical, this specimen of the deca

dent Republican office holder writes with refresh

ing candor. "Naturally," he says, "under a Re

publican administration" public advertisements
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"go to Republican papers;" but "only so long as

they" continue to be conducted "properly in accord

ance with Republican principles." A Republican

paper that has "published an editorial in which

the good faith of Secretary Ballinger, Senator

H and" the Senatorial nephew is "ques

tioned," is not entitled to public advertisements;

and so, with reference to "the contest in the House

of Representatives" over the autocratic rules ques

tion, -of "an editorial attacking Cannon." But if

"in the future conduct" of such a paper, "these

political acrobatics are eliminated," the matter

will be reconsidered and (lie repentant paper be ac

corded "full consideration." Could the spoils spirit

of the Standpatter be hotter expressed? Mr. Taft

would not express it in such direct and simple

terms, but he doesn't need to ; his actions are some

times plainer than his plainest words.

* *

Automobile Prosperity.

The automobile habit which the average Kan

sas farmer has contracted, and which has done

faithful service—lo, these many moons—as evi

dence of agricultural prosperity, is now explained

with little or no reference to the prosperity ques

tion. The explanation comes in the form of a

news item from Kansas Citv, Mo., which states

that—

the bankers of Kansas City and of the southwest de

pendent on Kansas City have agreed to lend no

money to anyone who intends to use the cash for the

purchase of a motor car. This boycott is brought

about, the bankers say, by the extravagance of the

country in the purchase of automobiles. Thirty-two

million dollars were Invested In motor cars in the

last year in Kansas. One million dollars may ba

added to this to keep these motor cars in repair for

the same twelve months. "We'll Lave no more of

It," say the cash holders. "If this thing keeps up

there's no telling what condition the finances of the

country will be in a year from now." One Kansas

City banker stated to-day that his safe contained

fifty-two real estate mortgages, the money for which

he knew went for the purchase of automobiles.

It is crops of farm mortgages then, instead of

profitable produce, that Kansas farmers have pros

pered on! Will the jaunty prosperity makers at

Washington continue to claim credit when fore

closures set in?

+ *

Progress Through Tax Exemptions.

An interesting comparison of two cities, with

reference to the effect of different taxation meth

ods, is made by J. J. Pastoriza, of Houston.

The cities are Houston and Mobile. As a citizen

of Houston, Mr. Pastoriza might be suspected of

falling under the influence of a spirit of local

patriotism; but he proves his case with facts.

The taxation policy of Mobile eases the burden

upon the value of building 6ites and casts it upon

industry, whereas that of Houston casts it upon

the value of building sites and eases it upon

industry. To be more explicit, Mobile allows her

old real estate taxes to stand, falling back upon

business or vocation license taxes for additional

needs for city revenue; whereas Houston, follow

ing the wise suggestion of a former city attorney,

II. F. Ring, not only imposes no vocation license

taxes, but assesses real estate improvement values

low and land values high. These opposite policies

have had the natural effect of encouraging busi

ness enterprise in Houston and discouraging it in

Mobile. Consequently, although Mobile was set

tled 200 years ago and Houston only 70, and

Houston has no natural advantage over Mobile,

the population of the latter is only 70,000, while

that of the former is 100,000, and building has

almost ceased in Mobile while Houston is pros

pering. As Mr. Pastoriza explains, "Houston's

policy of taxing land heavily has not driven land

out of the city, from the simple fact that land

cannot be moved ; Mobile has taxed business

heavily and land lightly, with the result that

business has ceased to increase and buildings have

ceased to multiply."

+

The policy in Houston is, as will be observed,

what may rightly be called "the Canadian plan."

This plan has been very effective in western Can

ada. It appears to have begun early in the Prov

ince of British Columbia, where in several mu

nicipalities the fiscal custom has long prevailed

of valuing improvements at a fraction of market

value and land at full value. The extreme of

"the Canadian plan" has recently been reached in

the city of Vancouver (p. 444), which began by

valuing land at 100 per cent and improvements

at 75 per cent of market value, then reduced im

provements to 50 per cent, then to 25, and finally

to zero. The final basis—100 per cent for land

and zero for improvements—was reached last

spring, and its result, so similar to that of Hous

ton as described by Mr. Pastoriza, is thus de

scribed by ex-Alderman John Macmillan (p. 473),

one of the leaders in the Vancouver reform: "We

are having the greatest building activity in the

history of the city, but a pronounced lull in spec

ulation in real estate. I am asked every day by

real estate dealers: 'What is the matter—so much

building but people afraid to buy lots unless they

want to build ?' As yet the speculators do not
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see that the effect of the single tax is to kill spec

ulation and promote improvement. After a while

they will see this, and then will come a struggle

by the speculative element to repeal the law. Just

now even opponents of the single tax are delighted

to find that they are not taxed on their homes,

lawns and shrubbery, and that the unkempt va

cant lot next to theirs (which they had wished to

bu}', but found the price put up a notch or two

every time they tried), pays as much taxes as

theirs with its improvements."

Protection Prosperity.

Our English brethren whose memory or reading

does not go back to the "hungry forties" of Brit

ish protection, and are therefore easy dupes of

plutocratic employers and politicians who plead

for a revival of British protection under the name

of "tariff reform," might find food for thought in

the report just issued, of a special committee of.

the Social Service Commission of the Federal

Council of the Churches of Christ in America.

killing pace, they are paid on a scale of wages

which, though it may "look good" in money terms

to British workmen, "leaves no option," according

to this church report, "to the common laborers but

the boarding-boss method of living, with many

men to the room," and that under it "American

standards are impossible."

Another American document that should inter

est the British workman who wants Great Britain

to return to protection for the sake of the British

workingman, is a recent report by the Department

of Labor and Commerce, on wages in Germany.

This report of the protection officials of a protec

tion country, upon wages in another protection

country, both countries having wildly boasted of

their prosperity under protection, shows that on

an average the workmen of Germany do not get

wages enough to cover the cost of living. Al

though their average income is as high as $521.72

a year, their necessary living expenses average

$531.70—making a deficit of $9.98.

This committee consists of the Bev. Charles

Stelzle, chairman, and the Kev. Josiah Strong and

Paul U. Kellogg,—all of high standing and wide

fame in this country. It was appointed to inves

tigate a labor strike at the South Bethlehem steel

works (p. 254), part of the steel trust, which is

one of our highly protected interests. The special

occasion for its appointment was the fact that a

question of Sabbath observance was involved in

that strike. It is evident from the lengthy report

that a thorough and impartial investigation was

made.

*

The strike appears from the report to have orig

inated in a demand by the workmen for abolition

of unnecessary Sunday work, but to have extend

ed as it progressed, to demands also for higher

wages and a shorter work day. Not only is Sun

day work mercilessly exacted of more than a quar

ter of the workmen, but the work day for more

than half is 12 hours long, and the tendency with

the rest is steadily toward that inhuman limit.

When the 54-hours a week workmen of "free

trade" England incline to listen to the siren

song of British protectionists who call themselves

"tariff reformers," let it be remembered that at

South Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, in "protected"

America, the workmen in one of the best protect

ed of all our industries, have to work from 70 to

HO hours a week. And let it be noted that for this

All of which goes to show from experience that

however advantageous protective tariffs may be

for some employers, they fall upon workingmen

as a heavy burden.

+ *

Tax Reform in Michigan.

An elaborate leading editorial on taxes in Mich

igan, which appeared in the Grand Bapids Herald

on the 6th of June, although suffering from in

tellectual wanderlust, makes an excellent sugges

tion. In its wanderings the article refers to the

ore mines of the Upper Peninsula and the salt

mines of the Saginaw valley, apparently approv

ing a proposition that the product be taxed by

tonnage. This seems to be the demand of the

farmers' organization. But evidently such a tax

would become part of the cost of production and

tend to increase prices and to obstruct industries

affected by the cost of producing ore and salt. The

true kind of tax is ad valorem, and the true place

for it is not upon the product but upon the mines

whether they are used or not. It is urged that an

ad valorem assessment of the mines is impossible.

This is a pretense. Any mines that are capitalized

and have stocks and bonds on the market can be

valued. Even if not so capitalized, the physical

property can be appraised. There is never any

difficulty in valuing property except when the

owners are politically powerful and want to side

step their obligations. But passing from that
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point to land of the non-mineral kind, the Herald

states that land values are assessed at nearer their

full value in large centers than in rural regions.

If this is true of Michigan that State is excep

tional. Whether it is true or not, however, the

Herald makes the absolutely sound suggestion,

one that applies to all kinds of real estate as well

as to farms, when it asks if there should not be

"one general ratio of assessment which should be

applied without fear or favor to every kind of

land value in the Commonwealth, regardless of

the geography." In that question the Herald

shows that it "hears the bell ringing" whether it

knows "where the clapper is" or not.

* *

Private Ownership of the Nations.

A marvel of clear perception and compact state

ment is the reported remark of David Starr Jor

dan that the "nations on the continent of Europe

are so loaded with debt that their sole ownership

is in the hands of the bond holders." Let it be

added that the same loading tendency is driving all

other nations, our own included, toward the' same

ownership, and you have a picture of present day

civilization. It is quite in order, then, for some

one to say that ownership of bonds is more dan

gerous than monopoly of land. But what is the

difference between the two? A bond is a govern

ment pledge to tax the people for the benefit of

bondholders ; a deed is a government pledge to

support land monopolists in collecting taxes in the

name of rent. Interest on government bonds is

stationary, or may be reduced by refunding; but

rent rises with social growth. Otherwise the two

are essentially alike—public taxation perpetually

for private use. If land monopoly were as concen

trated in control as bonds, and the two were held

by different groups, the land group would knock

out the bond group; but as both are tending swift

ly to concentration in the same group, the indus

trial masses will have to tote along the best they

can or get mad and unload.

THE CHICAGO TRIBUNE'S SCHOOL

LAND LEASE.

Judge Charles M. Walker having sustained the

Tribune's school land lease (pp. 220, 232), the

Tribune naturally makes much of the fact.

But the question that concerns the people more

than this dubious triumph of the Tribune, is

whether the Big Business school board of Chi

cago will appeal the case, as Big Business men

always do when beaten by the lower courts in pri

vate lawsuits of great magnitude. Or will they

be content officially with a decision against their

public trust, though that decision involves mil

lions of dollars, and is by only one judge who is

not only on the lower bench but is as yet un

recognized for high judicial qualities?

Any one, be he lawyer or layman, who reads

Clarence N. Goodwin's brief in behalf of the

school interests in the Tribune case, will find it

difficult to regard the school board as acting in

good faith if it does not carry this case to the

highest tribunal with jurisdiction over it.

The case is said to be technical, and therefore

beyond the mental horizon of laymen.

Taken in all its aspects, it may indeed be in

volved in too much of legal technicality for lay

men to pass judgment on the merits of Judge

Walker's decision. But would not this fact alone

make it important that the judgment of the high

est court be obtained?

One of the points in the case, for example,

raises the question of the power of the school

hoard to lease for 99 years without consent of

the City Council, in the face of a statute forbid

ding sales without such consent. This is, of

course, a technical question. It would seem to

the layman, however, that every reason for for

bidding sales by the school board alone, would

apply to long leases ; and some lawyers regard a

recent decision of the Supreme Court of the

State as conclusive against the Tribune on this

point. It is to be remembered, too, that friends

of the Tribune on the school board did their ut

most with great eagerness, as soon as possible

afte>r that decision, to secure—in the guise of an

educational law (vol. xii., pp. 555, 579), legisla

tion authorizing 99-year leases by the board with

out the consent of the City Council. But as we

have said, this question may be too technical for

the layman; for which reason alone, however, the

case ought to go to the highest court.

Too technical also may some of the other ques

tions be, one of which rests upon the fact that the

Tribune's own lawyer was a member of the school

board at the time the lease was made over for the

benefit of the Tribune, and took a leading part,

as a board member, in making it over.

But if these questions are too technical for lay

men, there is at least one question in the case

which i6 not. Let us try to explain that question.

*

The Tribune's lease from the school board one*
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contained a clause ' requiring a readjustment of

ground rent every 10 years during the term of

99 years.

To make that clause effective, it provided for

the appointment every ten years of three apprais

ers to make those decennial readjustments of

ground rent, their report to be binding on both

the school board and the Tribune.

These decennial periods were required by the

lease to be calculated from the year 1885.

At the beginning of the period extending from

1895 to 1905, three appraisers were appointed in

accordance with the terms of the lease.

They appraised the property (then compris

ing only three of the six lots now occupied by the

Tribune—the three on Dearborn street at the

Madison street corner) regularly as required

by the lease; and, in accordance with its terms,

they made their report.

In that report they fixed the ground rent for

the ten years from 1895 to 1905 at $30,000 a year.

Thereby an absolute legal obligation was fixed

upon the Tribune, under that 99-year lease, to

pay $30,000 a year until 1905, the time for the

next decennial readjustment of ground rent.

Please observe that this was an absolute legal ob

ligation. So, at any rate, any fair and intelli

gent layman would say; and, while there has

been much evading of the point by lawyers friend

ly to the Tribune, we have yet to hear of the

lawyer who disputes it.

Now for the question which we regard as non

technical enough for any intelligent layman's

mind.

After that legal obligation to pay $30,000 a

year from 1895 until 1905 had been fixed upon

the Tribune—afterwards, let the layman observe,—

after that legal obligation had been fixed for ten

years to come, the school board struck out the

clause of the lease requiring future readjustments

of ground rent, upon the Tribune's promising to

pay $30,000 for ten years, and $31,500 for the re

maining eighty years.

They therefore struck out that valuable clause

without any consideration whatever.

Incidentally it should be noted again that the

Tribune's lawyer was most active among the

school board members in securing this inexpen

sive favor for the Tribune; also that most of the

other Chicago newspapers (interested in the same

kind of school land graft the Tribune was getting)

were daily making life unendurable for such of the

1895 board members as opposed the graft.

But the point we make needs no support from

such suspicious circumstances. • That point is this:

The school board of 1895 modified the Tribune's

obligations under its lease, without consideration,

by striking out the legally binding decennial re-

appraisement clause.

An agreement to build might have been a con

sideration, but there was no agreement to build.

The Tribune's agreement to pay $30,000 a year

until 1905 was no consideration ; for this the Trib

une was bound to do under the 1895 appraisement,

which had already become a legally binding obliga

tion.

Its agreement to pay $1,500 a year additional

after 1905 and during the remaining eighty years

of the lease, was absurdly inadequate as a consid

eration for striking out the decennial appraise

ment clause. Considering the well-known eco

nomic history of the city, and the fact that the

$30,000 appraisement had been made at a period

of great financial depression—in the midst of the

hard times of 1893-98—the agreement to pay $1,-

500 a year (in addition to the hard times ap

praisement of $30,000), from 1905 to 1985, eighty

years, was so grossly inadequate as in itself to

stamp the whole transaction with the impress of

collusion and fraud.

+

Back of the Tribune in this controversy is the

Chicago Daily News, which got some of the school

land spoils in that generous distribution of 1895,

and would have to disgorge if the Tribune has to.

Back of both is the Record-Herald, controlled

by the News interest until recently, and not im

probably still so controlled "at a show-down."

Back of those powerful engines of local in

fluence are the State street school-land lessees,

who were left out of the spoils distribution of 1895

and are trying to get their share now.

And scattered through the city are other inter

ests of great and ramifying influence in helping

folks who are "good" and hurting those who "ain't

good," upon whose help the Tribune and its

associates in school land ventures may depend.

In the face of such powerful and subtle local

interests, it may be that Judge Walker and the

Master in Chancery he sustains (pp. 220, 232) are

so supremely courageous and judicial as to have

held the scales of justice even, between the people

and the Tribune. In deciding for the Tribune they

may have decided without fear or bias. Far be it

from us to hint otherwise. We do not sit in judg

ment upon them. We would not be inclined to,

though they had been unfaithful and we knew it;

for we realize the terrific enmities they would have
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challenged, and the potent friendships they would

have repulsed, by deciding against the Tribune in

this case.

Yet we are conscious, as they nrnst be, that their

decision, if the school board does not carry it up

to the highest court having jurisdiction over it,

must always be overcast in the public mind with a

cloud of doubt.

*

It would therefore be only fair to the Judge and

the Master in Chancery, for the school board to

appeal this case. The affirmance by the highest

court, of their judgment for the Tribune, would

remove doubts that might otherwise gain lodgment

in public opinion.

As for the school board members, nothing short

of an appeal to the judgment of the highest couTt

can relieve them of reasonable suspicion. Corpo

ration directors do not yield up millions of dol

lars in a lawsuit upon the adverse decision of a

lower court; and if the same men, as directors of

a public trust, were to reverse their habitual busi

ness policy in that respect, to the possible advan

tage of one friendly newspaper directly and of

other newspaper and business friends indirectly, a

charitable inference would be well-nigh impossible.

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

"WHAT IS THE MATTER WITH

KANSAS?"

Topeka, Kansas.

This question became famous in 189G.

It was asked and Indirectly answered with bril

liancy from an editorial chair.

To sum up that answer with brevity and that

justice which we direly need and cloudily demand,

the matter was this: Kansas was "raising hell and

weeds" largely because it was making a strenuous

effort, misdirected by unknown heroes, leaders, to

become more really American in its social adjust

ments.

*

The question had been asked when in nearly every

country school house in Kansas there could be

found a group of men, young and older, in cotton

shirts and overalls, with mother earth clinging to

their persons In spots, making some apparent effort

to understand social economic adjustments—to know

how the iron highways, the measure of values

(money), and the growing power of capital could be

made to conform to that natural law of God that the

wages of productive effort are what is produced by

labor applied to God'a earth.

Those groups of men were not conscious as a

whole that they were doing this; but some of them

were, and the rest were certain they were receiving

much less than their labor produced.

This condition had come about through the efforts

of many men, some of them sincere, some of them

political hucksters, all of them avowedly for the

people's interests. From among the men who stirred

up the farmers' alliances in Kansas until they

formed a political party, the name of one stands out

in bold relief. Jerry Simpson was In a measure the

accepted leader; he was our never-beaten fighting

hero, in that period from 1890 to '98. Jerry Simpson

by his unturning logic and his humorous and swift

debate, had captured the 8th Congressional district;

had left to his host of political enemies no other ar

gument than his personal habits and appearance, and

had forever enlightened these groups of men, though

few of us knew it then, by his unflinching refusal to

consider any detail as of higher value to society at

large than God's natural laws.

During that period, towards the end of which the

question quoted above was asked and indirectly

answered so brilliantly, things in the people's in

terest had been done, had been attempted, and had

been In their platforms but had not been done.

Among the things done the most striking was the

passage of the statute called "the court of visita

tion." This court was to consist of three judges,

with common-law and equity powers. It could com

pel, upon complaint, submission before it of rate

schedules and special contracts entered into by rail

roads. It was to judge of the reasonableness of

such rates and contracts. It could, to assist its find

ings, ascertain under its own authority the physical

value of the entire property of a railroad, and Its

methods of handling and raising its funds. It could

appoint receivers and decide as to what was fraudu

lent procedure for railroads. It was hardly passed

before it was declared unconstitutional by the Su

preme Court.

The anti-trust law in use today in Kansas, and

which defined trusts and the procedure to regulate or

to oust them, was another of the things done. The

uniform school book law, the bank commission law,

the insurance legislation which stopped a plan then

in vogue with some Are companies of compromising

losses with men too poor to go to law, were also

among the things done. And by no means the least

striking law, the fees and salaries act, was an

other. This last was really original. The first offi

cers whose fees and salaries were reduced and con

trolled by this act belonged largely to the People's

Party—the party, that is to say, that wrote this law

into the statutes of Kansas.

The People's Party platforms always contained the

maximum freight rate, allusions to the initiative and

referendum, and some promises regarding adjust

ment of taxation, and regulating interest rates. It

might be said that along these three lines they did

little or nothing. It is thought by many of us, who

were units in those overalled groups of men strug

gling to understand and adjust social relations, as

had their fathers and as their sons will, that what

put the People's Party Into the ranks of the "once

lived" was the failure to write a maximum freight

law on the statutes of Kansas, and to give greater

coherence and power to the people's will.

An eminent jurist gave as his explanation of why

the People's Party so completely passed out, that

"Kansas only really thinks upon an empty stomach."
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Some of us looking back toward Jerry Simpson

meetings and those school house wars, believe that

the worship of party and the envy, hatred and malice

toward things and men possessing wealth, was what

stopped the force and dissipated the units which

gave that party Its power. All of us who really

lived then, are certain of this fact; that what of truth

and justice lay in our efforts then will never die.

What has died or is dying is our crudity, our wor

ship of party, which is but a means, and our hatred

of the wealthy merely because they had wealth.

"What is the matter with Kansas" in Anno Domini
1910? •

The same editorial chair, assisted by others who

reveled in that brilliant question and the indirect

answer, Is very clearly and emphatically telling Kan

sas what is the matter. They are not only telling

Kansas clearly and emphatically what is the matter,

but they are putting their shoulders ably, tolerantly

but unturningly to the wheel to remedy that matter

—and not alone In Kansas but in the nation, through

the Kansas Congressional delegation.

There are in Kansas, just as there were twenty

years ago, leaders, heroes, telling Kansas "what all"

to do. These leaders are some of them sincere, some

of them political, all of them avowedly for conditions

more in accordance with the American ideal—equali

ty of opportunity to be maintained by really repre

sentative popular government. These editorial chairs

and these heroes are rising up against slavery, just

as their fathers did, and their sons must do. They

have done things, and they promise to do things,

and they agitate to get Kansas to see the need that

it has, of a more businesslike adjustment of social

relations.

They really began to do striking things in behalf

of popular government in 1897. They wrote into the

Kansas statutes the primary law, which upset the

apple cart of a U. S. Senator, the mouthpiece of an

Administration, just as another orator in the U. S.

Senate got dethroned, though not so scientifically,

18 or 20 years before, because the majority willed it.

Many a gentleman of the Democratic Party has de

clared this statute to be very imperfect. It is the

pleasanter and easier method to agree to this fact.

Truth compels one to add, however, that if the devil

himself wrote this statute, Kansas had better never

return to those mechanical conventions which were

the conditions for selecting public servants before its

arrival.

Kansas now has an appointed tax commission.

This statute and this commission are also imperfect

and not satisfactory to both Democrats and Republic

ans one hears and hears of. To this too it is easier

to assent, but it must also in fairness be stated that

before them, assessors were merely unscientific and

on rare occasions charming despots in deciding

Values both of real and personal property. Then, too,

no one had heard of the workings of a general prop

erty tax and how It prevented us from ceasing to

tax what we wanted to Increase In Kansas. The tax

oommission in their 1908 report advocated repealing

this general property tax and separating the sources

of the revenues of State and localities. Because they

did this, comprehensively, too, behold; ten men have

heard about the unscientific despotism of the general

property tax where one man had before.

Now all that is something, cuss these heroes or

not, as you please.

+

Kansas now has a board of railroad commission

ers, elected. This board has a pretty broad statute

behind it, and it must be said that less remarks are

made in Kansas about the railroads, since these

uprising leaders last amended and adjusted this law.

Curiously enough when it was threatened to hold a

special session of the legislature last year over the

bank guarantee law, which was assailed and declared

imperfect, several of the noted Insurgents proposed

to change this commission into a court, that it

might have a more recognized authority.

Since 1906 the prohibition law has so nearly por-

hibited that in justice it must be said that the pres

ent administration has made it prohibit. Men who

loathe prohibition did in 1908 vote for this adminis

tration, because it had brought this about, not many

of them, but some. You see they recognized that

conditions were better if the people voted for the

law they themselves loathed, that this law should

be enforced.

*

After stating emphatically their adherence to pro

tecting labor and prohibiting sin by law, these In

surgent leaders have forcibly attempted and are agi

tating for many striking things for the people's inter

est. They put forward at the last legislature a pub

lic utility bill. This purposed to hereafter do away

with franchises for a term and substitute indeter

minate franchises—franchises dependent on quality

of service rendered. This public utility bill con

tained things which had been the chief demand of

Democrats since 1900. It was killed in the House.

A few—no, not many—members of the Democratic

party can never understand how this killing helped

the people. The Insurgents, in this case, seemed

Democrats to them.

They proposed a constitutional amendment for

direct legislation by the initiative and referendum.

The House failed by 4 votes to carry this; the Sen

ate snowed it under. They proposed a constitu

tional amendment to abolish the general property tax,

advised by the tax commission. The administration

forcibly, by message, advised that it be submitted.

It lost by a few votes In the House, and the Senate

snowed It under.

They wrote into the statutes that cities could

govern themselves by a commission directly con

trolled by the Initiative, referendum and recall.

Twenty cities in Kansas have taken advantage of

this act, and though they still talk more of the men

who are commissioners and their actions than of the

splendor of the people's control, no one wants to go

back to city councils.

*

Those editorial chairs and the present adminis

tration and three of the Congressional delegation are

not Idle nor quiet now. They are out agitating for

the short ballot, for the more businesslike plan of

commissioners appointed by an elected governor, for

the taxation amendment and for the public utility

bill. Some of them, if not all, are agitating very ably
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for direct legislation. It might be said with truth

that Kansas insurgency has taken up the People's

Party endeavors, has rendered some of them effect

ive laws which no real Kansan would depart from,

has enforced others, and is strenuously endeavoring

to place upon the statutes other laws which that

People's party of 18 years ago merely talked about

incoherently.

*

And what is Kansas doing?

Kansas is not saying much; what it will do will

be seen in August after the primary.

As a straw indicates the direction of a sluggish

stream, sometimes, so does this incident: There are

C party Democrats the writer knows in this town,

who will call for a Republican ballot at the primary.

They defend this action by saying that they intend

to have two more or less democrats to vote for at the

election for Congress and for Governor. They add

quietly that at that election they purpose to vote

for the more democratic of the two.

And so it goes in Kansas, as it does in all the rest

of the world more or less. The brass band and the

quiet voice, the warfare and the quiet thought, the

sincerity leader and the political huckster are all

mixed up in Kansas today.

Some of us whom the indomitable humorous wit

of Jerry Simpson woke up when Kansas was think

ing with an empty stomach, are feeling exceedingly

hopeful. Efforts are being made here today which

will render the lives of our babies freer in Kansas

and the United States in days to come. Men are

contending for more justice and truth, contending

unturningly. It Is the same truth; the truth which

compels against despotism and towards pure de

mocracy.

GEORGE HUGHES.

INCIDENTAL SUGGESTIONS

A GLIMPSE OF PRISON LIFE IN

GEORGIA.

Detroit, Mich., June 16, 1910.

It was my privilege a few weeks ago to visit the

Stockade and Poor Farm of Richmond County,

Georgia. We have recently had uncovered for us

such a slough of horrid truths concerning prisons

in general, that this one, by way of offset, gave me

a real relief and pleasure. But at the County Farm

I found that the Beast in Politics was as much at

home as elsewhere.

The convicts are employed almost wholly out-of-

doors—those who are able working the roads. There

are about three hundred miles of roads in that

vicinity, that are said to be as fine as any in the

world. I toured by automobile from Augusta to Sa

vannah with some people who had lived many years

in Europe, and they agreed that they had never seen

finer roads.

On this trip, we occasionally met detachments of

the Chain Gang at work. They were for the most

part courteous and interested, taking off their caps

and smiling. Very few of them failed to meet our

eyes, and they seemed unconscious of being crim

inals. I had frequently heard the Negroes compared

to irresponsible children, and I wondered then if

their crimes were not due more to lack of self-con

trol than to real wickedness. We hear that the

brains of the patient with nervous prostration, and

the criminal, are both not normal, and the out-of-

door life is recommended to the former to restore

sanity. Why not for the latter? Here It was being

practiced. Those convicts who were old or weak,

tended the vegetable gardens.

Their Prison, or "Stockade" as it is called there,

was built entirely by convict labor, a $35,000 building

being put up for the cost of the raw material, $12,-

000. The building looks like a large red brick High

School, set on a rise of ground, and commanding

incomparable air and sunshine. The inside was

cement; and the beds were made by the convicts of

iron pipe, and so arranged that they could be lifted

and hooked to the ceiling, while the whole room was

washed with a hose.

The women convicts are an adjunct of the Poor

Farm, which is several miles from the Stockade.

They work the gardens and do the housework for

the old and helpless and the Tuberculosis Building,

which is a second adjunct.

The man who had been County Commissioner

there for thirty years, had been able to build two

such buildings, one for the whites, one for the

blacks, and a fine new hospital, without taxing Rich

mond County more than other counties, nor as high

as many.

The convicts built the Hospital as they did the

Stockade. But alas! When I was there politics had

declared that the policy of this fine, unselfish man,

had been too extravagant, and the new Hospital

stood clean and empty with sufferers all around in

crowded quarters. The Tuberculosis Building for the

blacks stood closed, with tuberculosis raging among

the Negroes more fiercely than among the whites.

There were but four patients In the other building,

the politicians having made it so difficult as to be

well nigh impossible for anyone to get in. The kind

nurses told us of the crying need among the mill

people, and their own frantic desire to help. But

in the place of the former county commissioner, a

Commission of five politicians were drawing five

salaries instead of one. Bath rooms, modern and

clean, had been installed in the cottages of the old

women, and the new Commission would not allow

the running water to be turned Into them, although

it would have cost the County nothing extra.

We stood peeking through the high board fence

watching the Negro-women convicts at their noon-

hour recreation in the sunshine. They marched

around in a single file, singing and laughing. They

beat time to their songs, by dropping one knee, and

clicking their fingers at the end of every measure.

This is one of their songs—as much as I could catch

of it—evidently of personal experience, chanted in

an indescribably weird and mournful melody—If one

can be said to "chant a melody"—and is it not sug

gestive of their irresponsible childishness that this

solemn wail came to our ears Interspersed with the

merriest laughter!

My mother tuk an' tol' me.

Oh! Lo-o-rd, Lordy me,

She lol' me not to gamble,

Oh! Lord, Lordy me;
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Plquette will hand you over,

Oh! Lord, Lordy me;

Judge Eve will find you guilty,

Oh! Lord, Lordy rne;

Judge Hammond, he will hang you,

Oh! Lord, etc.;

Because he hung young Glover,

Oh! Lord, etc.;

My Lover was a murderer,

Oh! Lord, etc.;

I'm goln' home tomorrer,

Oh! Lord, etc.;

Say, Mother, "Here's your daughter,''

Oh! Lord, Lordy me!

DOROTHY GRAY BOLTON.

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 sa lie

subject ; observe the reference figviresin that article, and turn bar'

as before, continue until you come to the earliest article on the su

jeet; then retrace your course through the indicated pages, readi c

each article in chronoloRical order, and you will have a conti-uo s

news narrative of the subject from i:s historical beginnings to da'c.

Week ending Tuesday, July 19, 1910

Gifford Pinchot's Conservation Campaign.

On his way to California to speak for William

Kent's candidacy for Congress against Congress

man McKinlav at the Republican primaries (pp.

434, 651), Clifford Pinchot, President of the Na

tional Conservation Association (p. 653), stopped

at Kansas City by appointment to speak before the

Knife and Fork' Club on the 15th. This is the

club at which Speaker Cannon recently made an

unrestrained attack upon the Insurgents. It hap

pened that Mr. Cannon was passing through Kan

sas City on the 15th on his way to speak at the

Winfield, Kansas, Chautauqua, and he was added

to the Pinchot program at the club.

Mr. Cannon spoke first. In the course of his

speech he said :

J. W. Powell was the father of conservation. It

was Powell who appealed to me when I was chair

man of the committee on appropriations to do some

thing for conservation. I sent Powell to Senators

Hale and Allison, and the Senate, as a result of his

conference with those Senators, started legislation

to withdraw all public lands that could be irrigated,

as well as all reservoir sites. The House was In

favor of the legislation, but the Senate fought it; but

in 1890 the civil sundry bill as passed contained a

provision withdrawing all the water power sites,

and that was the pioneer work of conservation. We

lost In our flght with the Senate in our efforts to

withdraw from entry all public lands that could be

irrigated, but we won on the other proposition."

Turning to Mr. Pinchot, he went on :

I have the greatest personal regard for you, but

I understand that you are now engaged in conserva

tion work for the organization of a new party. I

tell you, sir, that a party cannot stand on a single

issue, although our party did stand on a single Issue

once in that great conflict between servile and free

labor.

As reported in the dispatches the significant

parts of Mr. Pinchot's speech follow:

Theodore Roosevelt was the father of conservation

in this country. The National Conservation Associa

tion is continuing the work he started. The last

session of Congress did great work, and our Associa

tion was largely responsible for it. The withdrawal

bill, as it passed, was due largely to the efforts of

the Association. We now intend that the people

be compensated for what private interests get. The

old practice of giving perpetual grants to private in

terests is impossible and the future is safe against

the oppression of monopoly. The fundamental idea

of conservation is to make of this country a better

home for the race and to make the race a better one

In that home. The nation should think of its mar

velous riches. Conservation does not mean to stop

development, but so to use the country's natural re

sources that the people who come after us may also

enjoy them.

I believe a new school of politics is coming in the

United States. This new school will decide whether

the country shall be governed by money for profit

or by men for human welfare. I made a speech in

St. Paul recently and in connection with that speech

somebody mentioned the possibility of the organiza

tion of a new party. Mr. Cannon's reference to me

in that connection doubtless is due to his having read

some headlines at that time. The essential ques

tions before the people now are outside of party

lines. In looking over the names of those who voted

for the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill I am led to believe

that regular Republicans and regular Democrats are

the same. I am a Republican, and I do not believe

in the necessity of a third party at this time, and

there won't be any. I am not a Cannon Republican

or an Aldrich Republican, but I am a Dolliver, Cum

mins, Beveridge, La Follette, Murdock, Norris,

Stubbs Republican, and I like to be counted among

that kind of cattle. Mr. Cannon said a party cannot

stand on one issue. Well, I know that people never

will become enthusiastic on the one proposition of

standing pat. I want to be counted with the men

who go ahead. The ideals of public-spirited Demo

crats are exactly the same as the ideals of public-

rfpirited Republicans. We must all work together to

put the special interests out of politics. I am for the

man who puts man above the dollar, progress above

reaction, and the insurgents above the regulars.

There Is an overwhelming issue. It is this: Shall

special interests run this country, or shall the peo

ple handle it themselves? I am sure the American

people are tired of being ruled by a small self-elected

body of men whose only motto is accumulation.

Upon rising to speak Mr. Pinchot was given an

extraordinarily enthusiastic welcome.

+ +

Conservation Congress.

Preparations for the annual congress of the Na


