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The beginning of a bloody war
and the reports of a destructive
fire, fill men's minds with conflict-
ing emotions. They are stunned by
the vast destruction of property in
Baltimore, as but recently they
were appalled at the awful loss of

‘life in C ‘hicago—accidental occur-

rences, both—wlnlo they face a
sav qg » prize-fight in the Orient, in
which, not by accident but by de-
sign, there is to be an incomputa
bly vaster destruction of property
than at Baltimoré and an enor-
mously greater sacrifice of human
life than at Chicago. To describe
the emotions which these events
cengender would necessitate a de-
seriptive catalogue of almost
every human passion. We can
only classify them as coldly self-
ish, thoughtlessly sentlmontdl or
rationally just, and passon.

From the overshadowing big-
ness of these events to the little-
ness of a municipal election in a
Western city seems a very far
cry; vet there is that in the ap-
proaching municipal election at
Chicago which is prophetic of
greater things in human history
than the accidental destruction
of Baltimore property (which,vast
as it is, human labor will quickly
reproduce), or the deliberate de-
structiveness of the Russian war
inAsia. Once more (vol. v, p. 11) in
Chicago the people themselves,
upon their own initiative, are to
be consulted, not merely upon
their preference among candi-
dates for office, but directly upon

‘questions of public policy. This is

the highest and most effective
form of democracy.

Ag it gains ground, wars will
have to be abandoned and even
holocausts will be prevented.
That sounds like a large claim for
democracy. But when it is consid-
ered that holocausts are due to
public¢ policies which cause the
congestive building that a democ-
racy trained in voting on pringi-
ples and policies would ingist upon
relieving, and that wars are but
deadly games'in which the com-
mon people are thought of only as
pawns to be sacrificed for kings
and queens and bishops and jack-
assly knights,—when these con-
siderations are taken into account,
the approaching referendum in
Chicago can nowhere be fairly re-
garded as a little thing. If little
its littleness is only as that of the
grain of wheat, in which are all
the potentialities of pampas of
waving grain.

It was no light work to set in
motion the present cumbrous
machinery for securing the Chica-
go referendum. When the Illinois
legislature passed the referen
dum law it did so grudgingly and
with a proviso which was intend-
ed and supposed to be a sufficient
handicap to make the law a dead
letter. This proviso required the
signatures of 25 per cent. of the
voters of any city as a condition
of allowing the people of that city
to vote directly on a question of
public policy. Inconsequence,the
leaders in the present movement
were compelled to secure the
enormous nnmber of 93.310 signa-
tures. Nor that alone. They were
absolutely without newspaper
aid, excepting only Hearst's two
papers, the Examiner and the
American. Every other local pa-
per was gagged by the influence of
the local traction interests,
against the unrighteous demands
of which this referendum is lev-
eled. For their successful work
against these odds, those leaders

are entitled to the most cordial
commendation; and in the distri-
bution of ‘special praise it would
be churlish not to include the
Hearst papers. Not only has the
full quota of 93,310 signatures
been secured, but there ix a sur-
plus of 37,937—the total number
filed being 131,247,

The questions thereby required
to be submitted to popular vote at
the municipal election in April are
as follows: .

1. Shall the city council, upon the
adoption of the Mueller law, proceed
without delay to acquire ownership of
the street railways under the powers
conferred by the Mueller law?

2. Shall the city council, instead of
granting any franchises, proceed at once,
under the city’s police powers and other
existing laws, to license the street rail-
way companies until municipal owner-
ship can be secured, and compel them to
give satisfactory service? '

‘3. Should the Chicago board of educa-
tion be elected by the people?

There will, therefore, come direct-
1v before the people of Chicago at
the Spring election three ques-
tions relative to municipal owner-
ship of the local street car system.
Two are quoted above;. the
third will be on the adoption of
the Mueller law (p. 458), the en-
abling aédt on the subject of mu-
nicipal ownership. The vote on
the former will be advisory only,
but the latter will be mandatory.
That is to say, if the latter ques-
tion receives a majority vote in
the affirmative, the Mueller law
will thereupon go into operation
in Chicago; but a majority vote
either way on the other two ques-
tions will not bind the city coun-
cil.

There are good reasons for be-
lieving, however, that an advisory
vote in the affirmative will oper-
ate with the city councilmen as in
the nature of imperative instruc-
tions. Not the least among these
reasons is the fact that the mere
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filing of the petition, with its 137,-
000 signatures, resulted in the
disruption of the traction com-
mittee of the council, which, until
then, the local traction interests
had held well in hand. Under the
influence of those interests, the
Mueller bill had been colored to
suit, in its passage through the
legislature. Under theirinfluence
the city council had held back
from presenting the Mueller law
to the people for acceptance until
whipped into doing it by popular
demonstrations of unmistakable
significance. Under their influ
ence a “tentative ordinance,” giv-
ing those interests another 20-
vears’ franchise, with a vice-like
grip on 20 years more, or 40
altogether, had been concocted in
secret. Under their influence the
committee had actually agreed to
this whole ordinance in secret ses-
sions, and then invited the publi=
to discuss in open session the sol-
itary question of the amount of
compensation. Under their influ-
ence this “tentative ordinance”
was about to be rushed through
the committee’' and the counecil,
when the flling of the huge peti-
tion startled the acquiescent com-
mitteemen out of their comatose
condition and inspired them to
break away from the two or three
“business men” members who
were dominating the committee.
It is now evident that the “tenta-
tive ordinance” is tentatively
dead. Let it be hoped that its de-
mise may prove to be absolute.

That will depend upon the vote
next Spring. If a pronounced ma-
jorityfor immediate public owner-
ship is cast, the city officials and
their professional counsel may be
depended upon to make the same
vigorous fight against the local
street car capitalists that they are
making against the IPhiladelphia
outfit. If, however, the vote on
these questions goes the other

vay, then the city’s representa-
tives will be justified in reviving
their interrupted arrangements
with thelocal company. This fight
is between the people on one side
and the street car monopolists on
the other. If the people vote with

the monopolists, now that the is-
sue is squarely presented to them,
their instructions
obeyed.

A bombshell has fallen into the
camp of the alert tax-dodger who
would still further lighten his own
burdens by taxing street car rid-
ers by the poll through a system
of “compensation” from streel
car companies for the use of the
streets. This bombshell is in the
form of a judicial opinion in an El-
evated railroad case, rendered on
the 8th by Murray F. Tuley, one of
the oldest of Illinois judges, and
among the most respected asman,
lawyer and judge. As Judge Tu-
ley’s judicial fame is national and
the point he so ably argues affects
most if not all American cities, we
quote from his opinion:

I am strongly inclined to the opinion
that the city is without power, even by
the joint action of the mayor and alder-
men, to sell or barter away any fran-
chise in the public streets for a compen-
sation to be paid into the city treasury.
While the city has the fee, it does not
own the street as an individual owns his
own property. It holds the fee and the
control of the streets as a trustee for the
public, and in its control of the streets
its ownership is subordinate to its duties
as a trustee. It is not a trustee for the
inhabitants of the city, but it is a trustee
for the public use. By the public use is
meant the people of the whole State. The
city as a public trustee is subject to the
rule applied to all trustees, whether in-
dividuals or corporations, and that is,
that a trustee cannot control trust prop-
erty for his or its own benefit. The city
has power to exact a reasonable license
fee for compensation for the extra cost
it may be put to, and the supervision and
the use of the street. but it cannot specu-
late or make money for its treasury or
its taxpayers out of its exercise of the
power to control the public streets as a
trustee for the public.

If the committee of the Chicago
Citizens’ Association for the sup-
pression of crime intended to re-
flect upon the Chicago Federation
of Labor by somewhat ostenta-
tiously inviting its cooperation at
a time when gentlemen of the
same class are trying to indiet its
officers regardless of evidence—
and that is what the Federation
members  have suspected—the
Federation certainly handed back
a Roland for the Oliver it re-

should be

ceived. Among other things inits
reply the Federation said:.

The one thing that strikes us as
peculiar in your movement is that your
organization has existed for the past
36 years and that within the past ten
years to our newspaper knowledge
thousands of persons have been held
up and scores of them wounded and
killed, yet your organization betrayed
no signs of life until a “millionaire
lawyer and business man" fell victim.

Then, after expressing its willing-
ness to cooperate in any move-
ment aimed at suppressing the
crimes of the rich as well as those,
of the poor, the Federation point-
edly suggested—

as a necessary move in view of ourcity’'s
present financial condition, that you go
after the tax-dodging individual mil-
lionaires and corporations who are con-
tinually demanding police protection
while shifting the burden of taxation on
their poorer fellow citizens. The first
important step in this direction is to in-
si1st upon compliance with the law re-
quiring the publication of the complete
list of real estate tax assessments, in-
cluding descriptions of property taxed,
valuation and name of owner. If this
law were complied with every real es-
tate tax dodger would be detected easily,
and the city would be sure of enough rev-
enue to increase the police force, perfect
the fire department and pay our school-
teachers.

In that declaration the Federa-
tion struck home. If the city were
properly policed, vulgar crime
could be suppressed. It cannot
be properly policed because it
lacks funds. It lacks funds be-
cause the class of which the anti-
crime committee is largely com-
posed devote their abilities and
influence to the work of relieving
their monopoly investments from
taxation. The natural communal
income of Chicago increases every
Yyear in consequence of the city’s
growth, but most of this income is
appropriated to private use by the
very classes who organize anti-
crime committees for the pursuit
of lesser though more violent of-
fenders against public order and
common rights.

The criticism of the Federation
of Labor is reported to have had
a salutary effect upon the Citi-
zens’ Association. “Instead of
tending to strain the relations be-
tween the anti-crime committee
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and the Federation,” says a news-
paper report, “it was declared
that the censure and criticism of
the members of the latter organ-
ization would have the effect of
clarifying the atmosphere and
bringing the two closer together
in the movement for universal law
and order.” Thereis truly a hope-
ful ring about that. But the re-
sulting letter of the Associationto
the county commissioners is not
reassuring. It is reported as fol-
lows:

On behalf of the Citizens’ Asociation
of Chicago, 1 wish to urge upon your
honorable body the publication of the
real estate assessment list, including
valuations, description of property and
names of owners. It is the view of the
Citizens’ Association that inasmuch as
the law provides for such publication its

requirements should be fully complied
with. .

Considering that the county com-
missioners are required by the
law to do what this Association

demurely requests, the Associa-

tion “sings small” indeed.

At the recent meeting of the Il-
linois committee of the Democrat-
ic party, Mr. James H. Eckels ap-
peared with a proxy, and made a
speech. One of the papers report-
ed him as saying in this speech
that—

the Democrats who voted for Weaver
and others are dead and in h—1.

A denial of the use of this lan-
guage was hardly necessary. Mr.
Eckels has not the personal man-
ners of a blackguard. It has been
denied, however, by Mr. Eckels
himself, who makes an explana-
tion which goes to show that he
may possibly have been guilty of
a4 worse offense than blackguard-
-ly manners. He says:

That which I did say was, “I have
no quarrel with Mr. Bryan, but why
have his friends the right to dictate
the Democratic nomination when their
candidate voted for J. B. Weaver and
did not vote the Democratic ticket?”
At this point ‘I was interrupted, and
somebody in the rear of the hall called
out about the issues of 1896 and 1900,
and I replied: ‘‘Those are past issues,
dead, damned in hell. Let us turn to
the living for what the Democracy may
be in this year of our Lord.

Mr. Eckels's opinion of political is-

{ Thus it

sues, past or present, is of little
importance éxcept as it reflects
the views of the bi-partisan group
of financiers to which he belongs.
But his assertion that Mr. Bryan
“bolted” the Democratic ticket
when he voted for Weaver in-
stead of Cleveland in 1892 is made
either inignorance of the truth or
in defiance of it.

Mr. Bryan's explanation of the
circumstances to which Mr. Eck-
els cither ignorantly or menda-
ciously alludes, has been recently
published, accompanied by proof.
Mr. Bryan writes:

In 1892, many Democrats in Nebraska
voted for the Weaver electore at the re-
quest of the Democratic national com-
mittee. That request was delivered in a
confidential letter sent out by James E.
Boyd, then governor of the State of Ne-
braska, and since then one of the prom-
inent. members of the gold contingent.
Gov. Boyd’s letter follows:

“ILincoln, Neb., Oct. 17, 1892.—(Personal
and confidential.)—Dear Sir: 1 have just
returned from the East where I was hon-
ored by a consultation with the national
committee and leading men of our party,
with regard to the best policy to be pur-
sued in Nebraska this fall in dealing with
the electoral ticket; and they agreed with
me that the wisest course would be for
Democrats to support the Weaver electors;
the object being to take Nebraska out of
her accuatomed place in the Republican
column. Information has reached me that
a number of Independents who were for-
merly Republicans contemplate voting for
the Harrison electors. With the Repub-
ldcan strength thus augmented it would
be impossible for the Democrats to carry
thelr own electors’ ticket to victory. 1Itis
therefore the part of good judgment and
wise action for Democrats to support the
Weaver electors In as large numbers as
possible. For Democrats to do this is
no abandonment ofeprinciple; on_the con-
trary. it is a definite step toward victory.
and the ultimate triumph of Cleveland and
Ste\t'enson, and the principles they repre-
sent,

avpears bevond dis-
pute that Mr. Bryan’s so-called
“bolt” was made by request of the
highest .authority in the Demo-
ratic party, and through the medi-
um of the very faction that did
“bolt” four years later. That the
arrangement Gov. Boyd mentions
had been made by the national
committee was so well known in
New York at the time, that it is
hardly possible Mr. Eckels should
not have heard of it.

This arrangement was not con-
fined to Nebraska. It was the
committee’s general policy with
reference to Republican States
which had become Populistic. In

‘(‘olorado (vol. v, p. 258) the Dem-

ocratic convention nominated
Weaver electors, and the minority
left the hall and nominated
straight Democratic ticket. The
national committee thereupon in-
structed the State committee of
(olorado to ignore the action of
the minority and to put the Wea-
ver electors on the Democratic
ballot. A similar course was fol-
lowed by the national committee
with reference to Nevada. Here
is the story as related a year or
more ago by W. L. Knox, a lawyer
of Reno, Nevada. Referring to
the above-described action in Col-
orado, Mr. Knox writes: .

1 will call your attention to my own
State, Nevada, where this wise policy
was pursued, and its vote cast for Weav-
er, when, had a different policy been
carried out, its vote would have gone to
the Republican candidate. After the
nomination at Chicago in 1892, the mem-
ber for Nevada of the Democtratic Na-
tional Committee, R, P. Keating, and
other leaders of the party, had a con-
ference with Mr. Cleveland, and know-
ing that there was no hope of carrying
the State of Nevada for the Democratic
candidates, it was arranged that an ef-
fort should be made to carry it for
Weaver, who was very strong in the
State. It was also agreed that Demo-
crats ghould not lose status in the par-
ty in consequence of their voting for
the Populist candidates, but should be .
considered in good standing and eligible -
to appointment to office. The Demo-
cratic State Central Committee of Ne-
vadd, by a vote of 18 to 9, voted not to
put a Democratic electoral ticket in the
field, but the minority revolted and met
as a State Central Committee and nom-
inated an electoral ticket. It received
less than 7 per cent. of the votes,

| to 66 per cent. for Weaver and 26 for

Harrison. After the inauguration in
1893 Mr. Cleveland inclined to repudiate
the arrangement entered into before
election, and to consider only the claims
of those Democrats who voted for the
Cleveland electors. It required some:
vigorous remonstrances from Wm. C.
Whitney, who was a party to the ar-
rangement, to induce Cleveland to keep
his word. He did eventually appoint
to office in Nevada some Democrats who
had voted for the Populist candidate;
but he also appointed some of the *‘bolt-
ers” whose factious opposition endan-
gered the movement to carry the State
against the Republicans. R. P. Keating
is dead. but these facts are known to
many prominent Democrats of Nevada.
I think J. W. Adams, ex-governor of
Nevada. was one of the persons pres-
ent with Keating when the conference:
was had with Cleveland and Whitney in
1892,



