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EDITORIAL

Earners versus Collectors.

In admitting in a St. Louis speech on Wash-
ington’s birthday that a man might earn 500
million dollars in a life time, William J. Bryan
explained that these men have been so busy earn-
ing it that they haven’t had time to collect, while
those who collected hadn’t had the time to earn
it. The figures run pretty high, but the relation
of collecting to earning has the sound of a true
saying.

+
Regulating Monopolies.

“All monopolies must come under regulation”
is getting to be a more and more popular phrase.
And the right thought is in it. But wouldn’t it
be better to demand that all monopolies be abol-
ished? There is no oppressive monopoly which
does not depend for its power on some govern-
mental grant of a special privilege, and why at-
tempt to regulate the use of special privileges?
Why not abolish them? As a matter of tactics, it
may indeed be desirable to begin with regulations;
but why deceive ourselves with the notion that
regulation will work—that anything short of
aholition of privilege will remedy the ills of
monopoly ? .

+ +
Bourne on Taft.

Senator Bourne is reported as having delivered
in the Senate on the 27th a scathing speech on
President Taft as a spoilsman.  Quoting Mr.

~-
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Taft’s notorious confession, his Noriou letter
(vol. xiii, pp. 889, 895, 1185), in which the
- President admitted using official patronage be-
fore the fall primaries to help get votes for
*“Standpat” Republicans against progressive Re-
publicans, but, finding that it didn’t pay, prom-
ised not to do so any more, was quoted by Sena-
tor Bourne, who denounced this use of patronage
as essentially bribery. “This is a charge,” he
said, “which no citizen can discuss without re-
gret; yet the whole subject is of such vital im-
portance in the preservation of representative
government that I would feel remiss in my duty if
I failed to call it to the attention of the country
and place in available form such information re-
lating thereto as may come to my attention.”
After enlarging upon the spoilsman policy of the
President, the Oregon Senator closed with a plea
for an extension of the Oregon plan of people’s
power, which would make Presidents directly ac-

countable to party and general electorates. Mr.
Bourne’s closing words are a gem in political
philosophy. “The composite citizen,” he said,

“knows more and acts from higher motives than
any single individual, however great, experi-
enced, or well developed;” for “in the composite
citizen selfishness is minimized, while in the in-
dividual it is usually dominant.”

+ %
Democratic Achievement.

The National Democratic League of Clubs an-
nounces, in celebration of Jefferson’s 168th birth-
day, a “Democratic Achievement Banquet” at In-
dianapolis on the 13th of April. The achievements
noted are: “The overthrow of Cannonism and the
restoration of representative government, publicity
of campaign funds, an income tax amendment to
the Constitution, election of United States Sena-
tors by direct vote of the people, railroad regula-
tion, tariff reform, opposition to private monopo-
lies, the promise of Philippine independence, and
other reforms which the Democratic party have
demanded.” Some splendid democratic names
are attached to the call, and we suppose that the
projectors of the banquet cannot be responsible
for those that are tarnished; but it is certain that
the name of Gov. Colquitt of Texas can lend no
luster, after the news of a recent veto of his gets
around. The democracy of a Democratic Gov-
ernor who vetoes a commission government form
of charter on the ground that the Initiative, Ref-
orendum and Recall reserved in it to the people
are a “dream of theoretie politicians” and
“repugnant to the principles of liberty and law,
the freedom of speech and every other guarantee
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sacred to an American,” is open to question. 1
such as he might happen to give tone to the pro-
posed banquet, it were well for democratic Demo-
crats to pause prudently for further information.

L

People’s Power.

1f all political power originally resides in the
electorate, and is derived from it, it is evident
that the departments of government—legislative,
executive and judicial—exist and operate by virtue
of the electoral franchise exercised by citizen vot-
ers, and are directly responsible to the electorate
for the performance of their functions. Not only
are government officials directly and indirectly re-
sponsible to their constituencies, but they are so
responsible at all times; and their constituencies
should be able at any time to summon them to
account for and to discharge them for failure to
perform satisfactorily the duties of their office.

+

The electorate in a democracy is the “people”;
and government of the people, by the people, and
for the people is not a government by the court, or
a caucus, or a convention, or Congress. Itis
government by or under the control of the
Initiative, Referendum and Recall ; that is to say,
by direct legislation. As long ago as 1780, the
men of Massachusetts embodied this principle of
fundamental democracy in their Constitution.
They said: “Article Five. All power residing
originally in the people, and being derived from
them, the several magistrates and officers of gov-
ernment, vested with authority, whether legis-
lative, executive or judicial, are their substitutes
and agents, and are at all times accountable to
them.” This was seven years before the Consti-
tutional Convention at Philadelphia, the proceed-
ings of which, as reported by James Madison, now
show that the members of that body framed the
Constitution for a “more perfect Union” in order
to counteract the tendencies of a “turbulent
democracy,” represented by Samuel Adams, Thom-
as Paine, Thomas Jefferson—patriotic men of
the Revolution who, it must be remembered, were
not in that famous body.

+ &
A Typical “Representative.”

President Taft’s appointment of Representative
Duncan E. McKinlay, of California, to be Sur-
veyor of the Port of San Francisco, is another il-
lustration of a pernicious Presidential habit. Mr.
McKinlay has for several years misrepresented 8
California district in Congress, being kept in his
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seat mainly by the support of the Southern Pacific
political machine. Finally, last year, his “stand-
pattism” had become so “raw™ and Insurgency in
California had become so strong, that he was de-
feated by William Kent (vol. xiii, p. 1192) for the
Republican nomination, and Kent was elected in
November. That was a distinet victory for the
progressive element in the Republican party, and
on equally distinct defeat for the Cannon element.
As a rebuke to the progressive element in Cali-
fornia, and as a consolation to the Cannon ele-
ment, President Taft gave to the repudiated
McKinlay a political position, lucrative and gen-
erall;y supposed to be honorable. Thus the
President rewards a man who has spent
most of his official “representative” career in
misrepresenting  his constituents. “Put none
but misrepresentatives on guard” seems to be
one of the great commandments in the White
House, Every one who knows anything of politics
knows that as surveyor of the port of California
Ar. McKinlay will throw most of his official work
upon his subordinates, and will devote his time and
energies towards saving the Southern Pacific polit-
:‘]’81 machine from destruction by the progressive
to::inenl& 10w 1n control in California. Yet we are
by President Taft that he is much concerned
m“tfﬂle Preservation of the “representative” sys-
. Jgovernment. Of course the way to preserve

. rePfesentatiye” system is to keep on putting
timg""emment into the hands of misrepresenta-

* &
The Courts jn Politics.

lfa?kfgkea the courts out of politics,” was Judge

for i Id"l09 upon leaving the Chicago bench
the Clns ace 1n the new Court of Commerce; and
e Withatg}? Bar Association has instituted meas-
ther Jug e object of doing this—in a way. Nei-
view 4 ege Mack nor the Bar Association had in
with ol most d?ngerous meddling of courts
it Ao €8 or relations of judges to politics. The
e CIatlon.aims at making the -election of
of com:mn‘Pi}rtlsan. This is highly desirable,
PTOductae’ With political machines and their
thig kindas we have them now; but the worst in
et gy of association of courts with politics is
thongh iﬁ the best of the kind that has arisen
dhip of | ¢ usurpation by the eourts of censor-
: meglslatlon. The bench has had quite as
Tomings; average of g.ood judges under political
epoli:in and election as under appointment.
2 bigh cal caucus, bad as it is, has turned out
Fition 0 average of good judges as bar asso-
tonferences have, And, the bad decigions of
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political judges are usually quite limited and
ephemeral in effect. The influence of politics in
this superficial way is of course to be got rid of if
possible; but let not the really dangerous kind
of politico-judicial affiliation be overlooked. So
long as the courts may make and unmake law,
may hold legislatures and Congress and even the
people as a whole at bay in respect of law-making,
they hold & kind and degree of political power of
the most menacing character. With this power
vested in the courts, the judiciary is polluted with
politics at its source, regardless of how judges are
chosen or who they are.

3+ L )
Another Gibe at the Scot.

The Scot will tell you that the English, though
they have many gibing jokes about Scotland folk,
have built them all upon two, one of which is the
‘“chestnut” of the Scottish traveler returned from
his first journey, who said it was so expensive in
London that he hadn’t been there half a day be-
fore “bang went saxpence.” To this parentage,
then, goes the joke on Carnegie which “Success”
reports. He asked at a public_dinner, “Why do
the British continue their coinage of farthings?”
and an auditor answered: “To enable the Scotch
to practice benevolence, Mr. Carnegie.”

+ 4+ +

EDWARD M. SHEPARD.

In the withdrawal from his candidacy for Unit-
ed States Senator before the legislature of New
York (page 206), Edward M. Shepard denounces
the Democratic caucus which nominated Wm. F.
Sheehan, as having been controlled by Tammany
Hall, which in turn is controlled by Charles F.
Murphy. The situation is indeed as Mr. Shepard
describes it, a pooling of their votes by “represen-
tatives” in a trust, to be cast by one voting trustee.

It is also true, as Mr. Shepard adds, that the
Democrats can never succeed in New York State
while it is generally believed that Tammany is in
control. To this it should be added further that
the Democrats will not succeed and ought not
to succeed, in New York or anywhere else, not
only so long as their leaders tolerate the unholy
power of Tammany Hall, but also as long as they
complain of it without vigorously identifying
their leadership with people’s power reforms to
stamp it out.

[ ]

Our conftdence in the democratic purposes and
integrity of Edward M. Shepard has been ‘fre-
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quently expressed (vol. iii, p. 306; iv, 433, 450,
469, 578; v, 594, 746, 785, 802; vi, 571, 803; x,
866, 1043 ; xi, 627, 628 xiii, 938, 1182; xiv, 51,
58), and we have nothing in that respect to take
back. He is a democrat by instinct, by cultiva-
tion, by reflection; and he is capable of leader-
ship, of great democratic leadership.

There is no abler man in American publie, pro-
fessional or business life than he. Were he once to
occupy conspicuously responsible public office, to
be an official adviser of the people and their
representative in their common affairs, so that
he might prove himself to all as he already ap-
pears to the genuine democrats who know him,
the highest office in the gift of American citizen-
ship would probably be, not offered him, but
thrust upon him.

So known to the people of his State two months
ago, Mr. Shepard would today be United States
Senator-elect, instead of a candidate driven out
of the field by a corporation henchman and politi-
cal spoilsman like Sheehan.

So known to the people of his State last fall,
he instead of Dix would now be Governor.

And either as Governor or as Senator, he would
have made a record of administrative and legisla-
tive efficiency, coupled with progressive democ-
racy, that would in all likelihood have swept him
into the White House at the elections of 1912.

With the people for his client, a lawyer of Mr.
Shepard’s abilities and his qualities of manhood
and citizenship, would climb to higher levels
of democratic statesmanship than any yvet recorded

in American history.
+

But all that great possibility has passed away,
and nothing short of a miracle can restore it.

Mr. Shepard flourishes as a lawyer at a period
when the prizes of the bar are won in the service
of special privilege corporations, of public utility

corporations, with powerful incentives to domi-

nate politics as well as business. We do not al-
lude to money prizes. There is no reason to sup-
pose that these are more attractive to Mr.
Shepard than pelts to hunters of ferocious beasts
or scalps to savage warriors. The professional
prizes we allude to are the intellectual ones of
combat—the joy of the struggle with equals in
hattles of giants.

There are no longer such prizes at the bar, ex-
cept with great corporations for clients. Nor are
the prizes won any more in forensic encounters.
The clash of mind with mind at the bar in these
days is in legal administration, legal adaptation,
and legal creation, rather than legal controversy
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in the courts. To such work, then, must the law- °
yer turn, if he has the ambition to enjoy and the
ability to engage in battles with the mighty of his
profession. And to such work Mr. Shepard has -
turned. :
“  That he has held aloof from the dark and de-
vious ways of corporation lawyers, those who know
him fully believe. That in his work for the
Pennsylvania Railroad corporation in connection
with its entrance into New York, their contention
that he has guided it along policies no less bene-
ficial to the public, under all the institutional cir-
cumstances, than to the corporation, and because
he believes that what is for the public interest is
also for the best interest of his client, may well
be accepted as true.

But the facts remain that corporations are at
war with public rights, that corporation lawyers
are employed to conserve the interests of their
corporation clients rather than those of the public,
and that Mr. Shepard is a corporation lawyer.

Though his service to his corporation be free
of all impurity, though his own conscience be
clear, though he have the confidence of all genu-
ine democrats who know him, the fact that he isa
corporation lawyer disqualifies him for popular
acceptance as a democratic leader at a time when
plutocracy is militant in corporate form.

The people as a mass cannot draw fine dis-
tinctions between the lawyers of a plutocratic cor-
poration who do, and those who do not, give their
client aid and comfort in its efforts to gain cor-
porate privileges and corporate power in politics.
at the expense of public rights and people’s power.
Like armies in the field, the people distinguish
an enemy by the uniform he wears.

+

Another element of political weakness in Mr.
Shepard is his reserve regarding people’s rights
and people’s rule.

He is a free trader, and on this question he hf{s
spoken as bluntly as the most radical man of his
temperament and training could. He has a lean-
ing toward equality of economic rights, and on
occasion declares himself as definitely as a po-
litical leader in this country at the present stage
ought to, if he expects to be of any use as a P&
litical leader. He is understood to lean strongl?
toward public ownership of public utilities, bul
his position in this respect has not been made ver!
emphatic. He is sympathetic with wage workers I
their struggle; but so far as he has spoken it 1
only a vague svmpathy that he offers, unfortifiel
by the clear and strong intellectual support h°
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might so easily bring to their cause. He is un-
derstood to favor the establishment of powers of
direct legislation as a check upon the disloyalty of
representatives to their constituents; but he has
not distinguished himself as an advocate of this
reform, which has come to be a veritable touch-
stone of demoeracy. o

So much reserve on the live issues of democ-
racy, though easily accounted for as the tempera-
mental qualities of a modest statesman of tran-
scendent abilities and profound democratic senti-
ments, discourage every hope of Mr. Shepard’s
leing accepted generally as a democratic leader.

+

In conjunction with that reserve on the issues
of democracy, Mr. Shepard’s place on the legal
staff of the Pennsylvania Railroad appears to
bave made him impossible as a leader on the
dgmocratic fighting line. We are not stating our
vishes, but the fact.

So far as he is known outside the circle of his
friends, Mr. Shepard is distrusted by the Inter-
&ts because they kmow something of his democ-
1w, and by the masses because they know some-
thing of his corporate connections. Consequently,
%8 candidate for office, he has been the easiest
kind of target for crooked agents of the Inter-
&ts, those who are what the uninformed suppose
Mr. Shepard to be. Corporation tools themselves,
shamelegg ones, they point in scorn at him as “a
®rporation lawyer,” knowing that this cannot
hurt them with ‘the corporations, for the corpora-
10s can see them wink ; but that it will hurt him
¥ith the people. - And it does. He and his friends
“nnot deny ; they can only explain.

.l..

thwe ha_“t’: said that a miracle alone can restore
® possibility of Mr. Shepard’s leadership in
f:;liocmcy, and this we repeat while regretting the

D'I;h‘f’ Miracle might take either of two forms.
far MM}?I Would_ be a public enlightenment so
raic thing and intense that Mr. Shepard’s demo-
it eTlfhusmsms would be manifest in spite
e Oﬂreaerve and of h}s corporate connections;
democ:tl} Mr. Shepard's .abandm']me.nt oii his
waitip flc reserve, and his substitution, )\'1t11011f
o s g l?ll‘. election to office, of the people in place
clientpu 1c utility corporation as his principal

toEe Iillracle is not at all likely to take the first

for i D the second, an example, not necessarily

ounén}tatlon but by way of suggestion, may be
In the career of Louis D. Brandeis.
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“CALGARY MUNICIPAL.”*

San Francisco will soon have a street railway
line owned by the people and operated by the
people, which is, as you have read, a “dangerous
innovation.” :

No other American city is rushing into that
brand of what American street railway monopo-
lists call “socialism.” But Calgary, the largest
city of Alberta, and Edmonton, the capital of
Alberta, have already “rushed” into it—and the
people like it.

Yet they are not Socialists. Even the most
conservative business men of Calgary and Edmon-
ton see nothing alarming in municipal ownership
of street railways, water and electric light and
power plants. It seems natural to them, for those
cities have never known the thrilling joy of being
taxed by private owners of public municipal func-
tions. )

+

The American monopolists fire rockets, put tor-
pedoes on the track, and swing red lanterns to
warn us against the “dangers” of public owner-
ship of public utilities. But in Calgary and Ed-
monton the street railways, water plants and elec-
tric light and power plants, unlike our public
utility corporations, own no mayors, no members
of city councils, employ no political bosses, play
no tricks in politics, hire no lawyers to pollute the
public service, have no sccret ownership of news-
papers. On the other hand the people of the two
cities thrive and are happy. They get good serv-
ice at reasonable rates, and the employes of those
publicly owned utilities are not compelled to work
more than nine hours a day—and are otherwise
treated like real human beings.

But of course the Calgary cars are rickety and
the track out of repair, aren’t they? No, the cars
are just as good as the best I have recently seen
in New York, Philadelphia, Cleveland, Toledo,
Detroit, St. Louis, Louisville, Chicago, Milwau-
kee, St. Paul or Minneapolis; and compared with
the four-wheel agitators used in Cincinnati they
are as a morris chair to a bucking mule. The
track is in New York Central shape. There are
plenty of cars, and the motormen and conductors
are careful and courteous.

It is a maxim of street railway monopolists that
“public ownership of street railways doesn’t pay,”
which means, when the sentence is completed, that
“public ownership of street railways doesn’t pay
private monopolists.” :

*The two words one sees on the publicly owned streel
cars in the Alberta city, Calgary.
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That’s one reason the people of Edmonton and
Calgary own their street car lines. They scem to
have some prejudice against private monopoly;
and their experience with public ownership shows
that it does pay, not only in money, but in morals.
Their public utilities have never spent a dollar
to corrupt municipal politics.

You may not believe it, but Calgary and Ed-
monton don’t know what it means to have a strect
car company delegate in a municipal convention
or meeting of any kind—which shows how easily
people can get along without the actual neces-
saries of life if they have never had them.

+

Calgary has 40,000 people. Its first street car
was run July 1, 1909, and at the end of the first
six months the system showed a surplus of $6,944-
.08; not only showed it, but had it.

In the next twelve months, which ended De-
cember 31, 1910, the net surplus was $33,315.28,
after the municipal government had put away
out of the earnings a reserve of $9,370.55, paid
to the general fund $22,500, and put into a con-
tingent fund to cover depreciation of plant, etc.,
$10,634.07. So you see how the people of Calgary
are squandering money on a “fad.”

Yet when I asked a conservative business man
in Calgary if there were any sentiment in favor
of private ownership of the street car system—of
selling it to a private corporation—he replied:
“Why, no one here would suggest such a thing.
We are being gouged by private ownership of the
Canadian Pacific, and that’s enough.”

+

For its 18 miles of double track, 18 cars and
all other things the city of Calgary invested $516,-
000 in its street railway plant, and the total earn-
ings to December 31, 1910, were $214,778.44 ; that
for the first eighteen months, and the earnings
went right back to the people. That’s the reason
public ownership doesn’t pay the would-be private
monopolist.

“But see how the people are bonded!” a street
car monopolist would exclaim. “They are loaded
down with a debt of almost $13 per capita for
their ‘fad.’” But are not the stocks and bonds
of a private monopoly a load upon the people?
Do the private monopolists pay the principal and
dividends and interest out of their own pockets?
And would “private capital”’—~which in this case
means private monopoly—have becn content to
stock and bond the street car system of Calgary
at only $516,000? Ever hear of street car monop-
olists capitalizing a first-class system at only $28,-
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667 a mile? Wouldn't they add $71,333 & mile
just to make it “even” and look more business-
like, thus “capitalizing” the permit given by the
people for the use of the streets? And then
wouldn’t they say that they shouldn’t be taxed on
the franchise “because it isn’t worth anything”?

+

The people of Edmonton and Calgary have in
operation a plan by which they avoid the payment
of something for nothing to private monopolists,
and at the same time avoid incessant meddling in
municipal politics by professional corruptionists.

W. G. EGGLESTON.

C—

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE

CONGRESSMAN GEORGE IN IDAHO.
Boise, 1daho, Feb. 22.

Another step toward the realization of the single
tax may be credited to the State of Idaho. The
Senate wing of the legislature now in session yes-
terday unanimously passed a bill to exempt $200 of
improvements from taxation, and the House wing is
expected to act similarly. Hon. Dow Dunning, mem-
ber of the House from Owyhee county, the father of
the bill, looks for much single tax progress in the
State during the next few years. He counts four out-
and-out single taxers in the Republican legislature,
and a majority of the members of both branches
ready to make advances of some kind. The Demo
cratic Governor, James E. Hawley, is by his own
statement to me, “more than ninety per cent a sin-
gle taxer.”

+

I came to the capital city of Idaho under the lec
ture management of F. H. Monroe of the Henry
George Lecture Association, and have made six ad-
dresses. The most important was in the Pinney
Theater, and the subject “The Single Tax.” The
next in importance was in the House chamber at the
capitol, before a joint meeting of the two wings of
the legislature, the subject there being ‘“Direct Leg-
islation.” A large part of the members of House
and Senate attended the single tax lecture and, judg:
ing from the applause, were not frightened by the
most radical sentiment. Mr. Floed, the Governor’s
secretary, presided, and spoke as one fully in the
faith.

The address before the legislature was in support
of measures for the Initiative, Referendum and Re-
call, introduced by House Member Dunning. They
are with him only means to single tax ends. He
calls himself a farmer, and he does work a little
Idaho Irrigated farm. Among other things, he raises
some of the tinest apples I ever saw.

When he first went to the legislature two years
ago he was regarded as a “fool farmer” and 8
“crank.” He had had little or no public-speaking
experience and had stage fright for almost half the
session. But at last, driven to desperation by the
heresles uttered and the things done on the legislative
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door, he forgot his timidity and mixed up in debate.
His first attempts to speak were regarded somewhat
s jokes, and his statements were challenged; but he
w48 80 prompt with proofs that he was mighty soon
taken seriously. Then came his turn. With keen-
est sense of humor, but utmost outward gravity, he’d
sek chances to read to the chamber appropriate
passages of Adam Smith, John Stewart Mill, “Prog-
rss and Poverty,” and The Public. He might
call himself a farmer, but his quotations and his
zeneral stock of information, together with his facil-
1y in stating his case, caused him to be regarded as
@ man who was not to be trifled with, but on the
contrary treated with the respect due his ability and
transparent sincerity.

In Owyhee County, one of the largest in this large
State, Dow Dunning has been farming and ranching
{or more than thirty years. The railroad, the sheep
ad the timber interests are strong there, as else-
where in Idaho; but not strong enough to down Dow
Dumning. And he is not a man to be crossed with
impunity. The tale is told of him that in his earlier
days he encountered a “bad man,” who sought a
quarrel with the obvious intention of having a pre-
Ien8_e for killing him. Dunning was unarmed and
realized his danger. Instead of quailing, however, he
walked straight up to the bully and said: “I know
%hat you are up to. You want to force me into
4 quarrel and have an excuse to kill me. Well, you
wight a8 well have your excuse at once.” And with
that, Dunning struck the other in the face. Instead
of shooting, the bully backed away—awed by the
cool courage of the unarmed man.

Dunming. received his single tax education from a
{ellow farpler, who is also water commissioner, Rob-
et B. Wilson of Emmet; and Wilson received his
foOfn G. M. Paulsen, now of Idaho but formerly of the

bicago Single Tax Club. These two men I met
¥ith Dunning in Boise. Dunning is a Republican—

?dReDublican of the advanced stripe, as may be
Jl‘l’)afed- In fact it is difficult to tell his politics from
b kyof such an advanced Democrat as Judge K. I.
Atton; and there are many here like him; while City
White ey df“rank Kinyon, City Magistrate Willard
Churci:mf th_e Rev. H. L. Pickett of the Unitarian
TmmnnoPiBmse (whose wife is the talented Anita

It oo ldckett), are among Dunning’s intimates.
wtive wu kalso be recorded that two of the most
m!'Demm' ers for this brand of single-tax-Republi-
atat ocracy in Idaho are Curtis F. Pike, a real

€ 8gent In Boise, and Edward Stein, a large land
Owner in anq about Boise. , )

HENRY GEORGE, JR.
+ + +

ON THE TRAIL OF THE “BEGGAR
KNIGHT.”

t Topeka, Feb. 26.
to 0g but the most humiliating news
sasép?rrﬁ,'es@rding the political situation in Kan-
aWendmept. e&"te defeated the direct legislation
wotes, Ty, w. bill to submit it getting only 23
fdent 1t Wouldu two less than we had been con-
he floor 1p r:celv" The arguments of Senators
talth, ang f:halt of submitting it, lacked force
0 the par¢ of t om this resulted much confidence
he distinguished attorneys who were

Thel'e is no
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opposing it. They blossomed out in a regular flower
garden of skilfully worded distrust of the people,
and dread of what would result to the temperance
and morals of the citizens of Kansas if they were
placed in the position which it is fair to presume was
the one in the minds of the men who conceived the
ideal of American government.

To listen to the effusions of those attorneys, and
to note the complete uselessness of logic, was in-
deed a punishment for a pure democrat. And it was
one which is deserved too, I regret to say. What
have we done to show the folks in Kansas who
labor 10 or 12 hours a day in order to sustain life,
the fundamental principle of direct legislation? For
another two years privileged business is safe. I
hope that the whip this really is to some of us, may
urge us to organize to prevent such another flasco.

+

Have you noticed the diplomatic ease with which
a child can turn the conversation from a subject
that reflects upon his conduct, to one that has an
entrancing interest both for himself and his men-
tor? In this I find that I can pattern my conduct
after the example of those eminent professors, those
educators unsurpassed, the children.

I have been drunk, blind drunk, and I have been
glad of it, too, for the last two days. Agd the joy of
it is that today, instead of the headache customary
after such orgies, I am the possessor of a head com-
forted by a memory that will never die. There is no
ache to me; the air is redolent with confident hope,
based upon most encouraging facts.

Now the champagne in this case was Mr. Joseph
Fels. I used before 1893 to have a very exalted
opinion of Pomery Greno (extra sec.); I never have
tasted it since then, but when someone else paid for
it, it used to seem to me to be a very pretty nectar.
Everything becomes pale and insipid, however, If you
compare it with this remarkable and unturning man.

Through the very able efforts of a scholar, I have
together with others got some sort of picture, right
or wrong, of that remarkable Israelitish Prophet Eli-
jah. # is indeed a great scene when Elijah calls to
the prophets of Baal: “Cry aloud, for he is a god;
either he is talking, or he is pursuing, or he is on
a journey, or peradventure he sleepeth, and must
be awakened.” It is not a whit the less striking to
see this man Fels, mounted upon a soap box, oblivious
to everything but the principle of justice, without
thought of the consequences,—as that expression is
commonly used,—hold up to scorn the idols of per-
sonal property taxation, of income and inheritance
taxation, of charitable giving, of orthodox religion,
as remedies for the brutal poverty of a civilization
whose progress in the industrial arts should make
want unknown. It is good—even when he hits
one—to see what a man can do, if he dare to be com-
pletely driven by Jehovah, by the natural laws of
God. .

I heard him at a supper of a New Era club; I
heard him in the Jewish Temple of Kansas City; I
heard him before the City Club, and I heard him be-
fore & charitable institution for looking after or-
phans. There was no change in a single item of
his conduct. At all those places he recognized Je-
hovah alone; and in scorn he called upon us, asking
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if we single taxers, or we givers of charity, or we
orthodox Christians, thought our gods slept.

Single taxers did say to me that Mr. Fels was
not explicit enough. To this I replied by asking
them had they missed a single word he said, and
they were silent. Two socialists said he was absurd,
and then began laboriously to combat the stinging
remark that “socialism is a state of mind,” and to
affirm that socialists also see the importance of the
land question. Men who did not declare their par-
ticular god, said to me that this had been a novel
experience for them, and their faces showed that
they were going to carry it around for some time
to come.

This man Fels turns neither to right nor to left;
he begrudges himself the smallest unnecessary ex-
pense; the money could be used to help U’Ren in
Oregon, or John Z. White in Rhode Island. He
neither recognizes fatigue nor convention, but like
Blijah has no other thought than the destruction of
false gods and their prophets, and the setting up as
the sole controller of social destiny, the single tax in
its fullness.

+

For several years I have been writing to my “Beg-
gar Knight.” His photograph up beside Henry George
and Tom L. Jphnson and “John Z.” and Bigelow, looks
at me now. I saw and spoke to him for the first
time on Friday evening, and behold he had but
stepped down from my wall and begun to speak
longer letters than he writes, begging us to increase
our satisfaction by larger giving.

My brothers, this chain by which we are bound;
this Jehovah which we do, or do profess, to wor-
ship; this understanding of the natural laws of God
which Henry George has left us,—it is a possession
like unto no other which I have seenin this world.
To understand this Jehovah, is to know Daniel Kie-
fer before you ever see him. And to see Daniel
Kiefer, and to find that this is so, is to add cubits to
one’s joy in living.

When & man has spent time in the society of
Berens of England, of Fels of Philadelphia, or Kiefer
of Cincinnati, he has become much older, though un-
conscious of the fact. Each is as different from the
other as well may be. But each knows no God,
serves no God, but the great Jehovah; and the life
of each is untiring service of the only God.

+

Well, and I have a little headache, too. I am
convinced that those of us who do recognize Jehovah,
have work to do. It'makes my head ache trying to
plan how I shall do it; that is, what lies in my road.
When a man has seen Kiefer and heard Fels, this
should stick in his mind. The Fels Fund is the best
solution of how to use our energy to hasten the
coming of economic justice. I was appalled to learn
how little had been raised for the fund from single
taxers. I fairly gasped as I saw how great were the
needs of the men in Oregon, where our hope is the
brightest. I am going to saddle up and follow my
“Beggar Knight” I am going to become despotic
in soliciting dollars for that “dynamite scatterer” to
match withal.

@GEORGE HUGHES.
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A MONOPOLY-WALLED TOWN.

San Diego, Cal.,, Feb. 19.

Returniug to Los Angeles, a distance of 128 miles,
from the Fels-Spreckles 50-year street car franchise
fight,* T traveled with a railroad officer whom I over-
heard defending Mr. Fels’ position on the land ques-
tion. We became interested in each other when he
learned that I had been in the “scrimmage” in San
Diego. “Along here,” he said, “I will show you
something.” We were skirting the ocean to our left
with the Coast Mountains to the east of us.

“Right here,” he began, “just north of San Diego,
and stretching eastward some thirty-five miles to
Temecula, then extending northward to Santa Ana,
is about 96 miles of the most beautiful land and
climate in the world, owned by six men. These six
men sub-let the land to tenants who make ali im-
provements, pay a quarter rental, and the improve-
ments revert to the owner at the expiration of the
leases. This which we are passing tarough is the
Santa Marguerita ranch, 268,000 acres, ‘owned’ by
Jerome O’Neil, and sub-let to tenants. It extends
from this little town of Oceanside to Temecula—
about 35 miles east, and then far enough north to
take in the amount.”

Farther north he pointed out Irvine’s San Joaquin
ranch with its 110,000 acres just south of Santa Ana.
Scattered between these were some 50,000 acres
belonging to Foster and Molten. The rest of the
96 miles belonged to the two other fellows. He did
not recall their names—a man down here who only
has ten or fifteen thousand acres is hardly worth
remembering. -

“There,” he said, “is Magee's ranch, sub-let to
him. He has been there twenty-two years and is
no better off than when he first came. He is8 rep
resentative of the great majority of the renters on
these big estates.”

During the ride I had shown to me the territory
where 16,000 acres of beans had been planted and
harvested last year. There had been sn average
of sixteen 100-1b. sacks to the acre,—or 256,000 sacks
(25,600,000 pounds), of which one-quarter, or 64,000
sacks (6,400,000 pounds), marketed at 414 cents per
pound, meant $288,000 that year in rent to the “own-
ers” who, by holding the title, kept the land from
slipping into the sea. Holding the title and receiv-
ing the rent was all they did!

From the remainder the cost of plowing, planting,
cultivating, harvesting and marketing had to be pald
before there was anything left for the “farmer who
farmed the farm” instead of farming the farmer.

" This bean affair is only a small part of the great

income from these ranches. The hill and mountain
side was dotted in many places with cattle, horses,
sheep and hogs chewing the rich grass into tons of
silver and gold for tribute to the title holders. Hay,
grain, town sites and such things also belong to
them.

“The rental figures that I have given you,” sald
my informant, “show the returns on this 16,000 acres
of bean land to be $18 per acre per year, or b per
cent on $360 per acre for the entire 16,000 acres. I
wonder what taxes they pay on this $2,160,000 of
land value which is probably not more than 2 per

*See this volume of The Public, page 180,



Digitized by GOOS[(’,



