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Besides, doesn’t the old man know,
better than any inside subordinate or
outside agitator, what is good for the
whole force? Isn’t he a millionaire
because he knows how? . Very well
then. Ifhesays protection, protection
goes, just the same as when he says
buy or sell, or mark up or mark down.
If he says “sound money,” then sound
money it is and ought to be with every
- -voter in the place. If he says “leave
well enough alone,” then the party
in power must be kept in power. If
he says “give us a change,” then the
party in power must be turned out.

There is your “Alameda citizen,” as
Arthur McEwen, a journalist distin-
guished on both Coasts, discovered,
and with a degree of humor we should
not attempt toimitate, described him.
But the “Alameda citizen” works in
many places besides San Francisco
and lives in many places besides Ala-
meda, though elsewhere he might be
betterdistinguished by the name “pen-
niless plute” He is ubiquitous.
Wherever you find a ten-dollar
clerk who glances down as from
a pinnacleupon twentydollar mechan-
ice, the chances are more than even
that you are in the presence of an
“Alameda citizen.” Sound him on
politics and you are almost certain to
get an echo of the plutocratic senti-
ments in the midst of which he hum-
bly works.

The successful business man is the
“Alameda citizen’s” god. Success in
business is his heaven; failure his hell.
He knows his hell is densely popu-
lated, but there is so much room, so
very much roomy in his heaven. And
a¢ he is in his own estimation pos-
sessed of exceptional business quali-
" ties,heexpects toclimb overthe heads
of the seething mass of “poor devils”
who are doomed not only to failure
but to destitution. All unconscious
that he himself is part of the seeth-
ing mass, and 999 to 1 always will be,
he hopes to make it astepping stone to
a comfortable seat in his roomly
heaven. And theoneruleupon which
he relies to achieve this bare chance
of success is implicit obedience, even
in the matter of voting, to the com-
mands of his god—the successful
business man.

The “Alameda citizen” is as com-

ical as an organ grinder’s monkey,
and for similar reasons. His one vir-
tue, taking him as a class, is diligence
in business. But both his diligence
and his comicality are obscured by the
overshadowing fact that he is dan-
gerous.

Any class of voters is dangerous
which votes under orders. Such vot-
ers are more dangerous, far more dan-
gerous, than voters who are bribed.
And the “Alameda citizen” does vote
under orders. Without thinking in-
dependently on public questions, he
simply adopts the sentiments of a
eoterie of successful business men.
The effect is to multiply the voting
power of that coterie. Instead,there-
fore, of getting an expression of cit-
izenship at the polls, we get, so far
as the vote of the Alameda citizen is
concerned, only a magnified expres-
sion of a limited business interest
which is selfishly desirous of making
and maintaining such maladjust-
ments of industrial affairs as tend to
enrich them at the expense of the
labor of the masses.

One thing the “Alameda citizen”
has to learn, if with his narrow brain
and narrower selfishness he is capable
of learning anything, is that the ac-
tivities which he calls business arenot
all of business; that is, they are not all
of the industrial life of which busi-
ness, so-called, is but a dependent
part. Another thing he needs to
know is that success in business does
not depend alone upon diligence, nor
yet upon this and all the other indus-
trial virtues combined. It ought to,
but it does not. If inherent human
rights were recognized and conserved,
it would; but they are ignored, and in
consequence legalized privilege in
some degree and form is an absolutely
necessary coundition of business sue-
cess.

To make business success the re-
ward of the industrial virtues alone,
legalized privileges must be abolished
or undermined. Butthat canbedone,
otherwise than by revolution, only by
voting to do it. When the “Alameda
citizen” shall "have learned this, his
intelligence will be sufficiently
stimulated, perhaps, to see that
in voting the old man’s sentiments
instead of his own he is probably vot-
ing not to abolish or undermine legal-

ized privileges, but to perpetuate
them. By that time he will be com-
petent to decide for himself how best
to serve with his vote the interests of
the people, of whom he is one, instead
of those peculiar “business” interests
in which his share is seldom moreand
is usually less than that of the worker
in shirt sleeves whom he affects tode-
spise.

But when he does this he will no
longer be an “Alameda citizen.” He
will then be an American citizen, de-
voted above all things else, as a cit-
izen, to the perpetuation and realiza-
tion of those human rights of “life.
liberty and the pursuit of happiness”
which the American Declaration of
Independence declares to be in their
nature inherent and inalienable, and
which no college philosophy, no pseu-
do science, nor any counting room
code of ethics can set aside.

NEWS

The text of the correspondence be-
tween the British and the Dutch gov-
ernments relative to the possibility of
terminating the war in South Africe,
which was referred to last week but
the natureof which had not then been
divulged, was made public on the
4th. It consists of a letter from the
Dutch minister in London to Lord
Lansdowne, the British foreign secre-
tary, and of Lord Lansdowne’s reply.

In the Duteh minister’s letter,
which is dated January 25 and is
phrased with extreme caution, the res-
sons are outlined which in the opinion
of the Dutch government justify
friendly overtures for peace from a
neutral power. The Boers, it recites,
are placed in exceptional circum-
stances. Being “completely shut in
and separated from the rest of the
world,” their “representatives in Eu-
rope are deprived of all means of com-
municating with the general com-
manding their forces.” In conse-
quence, “theauthorities who ought to
negotiate for the Boerside are divided
into twoscections, which are deprived
of all means of deliberating together.”
In addition to this obstacle to peace
negotiations, which prevents each sec-
tion from acting intelligently. “the
delegates in Europe are bound by
their letters of credence, drawn upin
March, 1900, which bind them so
strictly to the independence of there-
publics” that they could not author-
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itatively negotiate for peace upon any
other terms. With a veiw to overcom-
-ing this difficulty, the Dutch govern-
ment ventures to suggest, “seeing that
the Boers’ delegates arein Netherland
territory and accredited to that gov-
ernment alone,” that the British gov-
ernment give three safe conducts
“permitting the Boer delegates to pro-
ceed freely to Africa, remain there
freely for the time agreed upon,” say
a fortnight, “and return freely to Eu-
rope,” being allowed the use of a tel-
egraph code “with the view of ap-
pointing & place where the delegates
could meet the Boer leaders.” The
Dutch government makes no claim to
any authority from the Boer delegates
to offer this suggestion. Neitherdoes
it propose to do more than to bring
about, if possible, an opening of ne-
gotiations between the belligerents.
On the contrary, upon the return of
the delegates, should safe conducts be
accorded them as suggested, it would
expect only to “place them in com-
munication with the plenipotentiaries
appointed for that purpose” by Great
Britain, and then consider its “task at
an end.”

Lord Lansdowne’s reply, dated Jan-
uary 29, infers that the Dutch sug-
gestion “was made on the responsibil-
ity of the Netherlands government
alone and without authority from the
Boer delegates or leaders,” and while
expressing appreciation of the hu-
mane motives of the Netherlands, de-
clares the intention of the British
government to—
ad here to the position adopted and
publicly announced by them some
months after the commencement of
hostilities by the Boers, that it is not
their intention to accept the interven-
tion of any foreign power in the South
African war.

The letter proceeds, however, to say:

Should the Boer delegates themselves
desire to lay a request for a safe con-
duct before his majesty’s government
there is no reason why they shou!d not
do so. But his majesty’s government,
obviously, are not in a position to ex-
press an opinion on any such applica-
tion until they have received it and are
aware of the precise nature and
grounds whereon the request is made.
I may therefore point out that it is
not at present clear to his majesty’s
government that the delegates retain
any influence over the representatives
of the Boers in South Africa. or have
any voice in their councils. They are
stated by the Netherlands government
to have no such letters of credence or
instruction of a later date than March,
1900. His majesty’s government, on the
other hand, understood that all the

;
powers of government,including those

of negotiation, were now completely
vested in Mr. Steynfor the Boers of the
Orange River colony and Mr. Schalk-
Burger for those of the Transvaal. If

this is so, it is evident that the.quickest.

and most satisfactory means of ar-
ranging a settlement would be by di-
rect communpication between the lead-
ers of the Boer forces in South Africa
and the commander-in-chiefofhismaj-
esty’s forces, who has already been in-
structed to forward immediately any
offers he may receive, for the consid-
eration of his majesty’s government.
In these circumstances his majesty’s
government have decided that if the
Boer leaders should desire to enterinto
negotiations for the purpose of bring-
ing the war to an end those negotia-
tions must take piace not in Europe,
but in South Africa.
TheBoerdelegates to the Netherlands
issued a manifesto on the 5th, declar-
ing that Lord Landsdowne’s letter
proves the intention of the British
government to exterminate the South
African republics, and put a further
obstacle in the way of negotiations for
peace upon the initiative of the dele-
gates.

British reports from the field in
South Africa show no diminution of
Boer resistance. In a fight on the
28th at Abrahame Kraal, near Kof-
byfontein, in the Orange Free State,
a British colonel and eight of hismen
were killed. Other small engage-
ments are reported, including one
which is described as especially impor-
tant because it resulted in the capture
of De Wet’s last field piece. In all
these engagements the Boers were
repulsed, and in some prisoners were
made. Lord Kitchener’s report of
Boer casualties for the week ending
the 3d shows that 29 Boers were killed,
6 wounded and 142 made prisoners,
and that 48 surrendered.

Parliament has been dealing with
the subject of the war in connection
with the application of the ministry
for supplemental appropriations
amounting to $25,000,000, which Mr.
Brodrick, the war secretary, brought
before the House of Compmons on the
31st. In presenting the application
he explained that this would bring
the total expenses of the war up to
$305,350,000 for the financial year,
making $620,000,000 for the past two
years, and that the weekly expence
had now been reduced to about $5,-
000,000. In thisconnection members
of a committee of the House, appoint-
ed to inquire into war office expendi-
tures, declared that their investiga-
tion had revealed suspicious conduct

in the purchase of horses.

On one
contract alone, said one of these com-
mitteemen, the profit on a horse pur-
chase of $555,000 was$220,000, a per-
centage of profit which, if general,
would show that the contractors had
received $40,000,000 on the total pur-
chases. Notwithstanding these dis-
closures, a motion to reduce the sup-
plementary appropriation was defeat-
ed by the vote of 106 to 75. This oc-
curred on the 31st. But the scandal
has grown, and on the 4th cable dis-
patches stated that the government
organs were “almost wholly silenced
or driven to join the radical press in
such attacks on the betrayers of the
people’s interests as the stringent
English libel laws made safe.” Maj.
Arthur Lee, who wasaccredited to ithe
American army as British military at-
tache during the Spanish-American
war and is now a Conservative mem-
ber of parliament, added fuel to the
fire in a speech on the floor on the 4th.
by saying:

I, being military attache at Wash-
ington, was not informed that there
was any intention of buying horses in
the United States. I learned from the
American newspapers that British of-
ficers had been sent to buy horses, but
I was not informed who they were nor
was I asked to give them such assist-
ance as my position implied I was com~
petent to give. At the time I had the
opportunity, through the good will of
a high official, of getting the services
of the chief horse expert of the United
States army as adviser. I cabled the
suggestion to the war office, but Ire-
ceived no reply.

In the United States this speech is
significant of something else than
what makes it interesting to the Brit-
ish people; and on the 4th the Amer-
ican war department informally ex-
plained, through Adjt. Gen. Cor-
bin, that there are no facts towarrant
any impression that the United States
has assisted the British operations in
South Africa by the ’shipmen% of
horses or in any otherway. Gen. Cor-
bin said that there is no such office as
“chief horse expert” in the United
States military service, and suggested
that Lee referred probably to one of
the large army contractors who sup-
ply the United States cavalry with
mounts,

Another of those coincidences
which have frequently emphasized
the parallel between the British war
in South Africa and the American war
in the Philippines has just occurred.
As the center of interest regard-
ing the former is shifted to London



