-He proclaims that “the people will not be content
with the mere form of self-government.” At
present he goes no further in perfecting the form
80 as to preserve the substance, than to advocate

direct nominations. But that is progress. And it

is likely to make heavy enough sledding for him.
Even with-this timid reform, he is “up against”

. . the party. bosses, who are reinforced by Mr. Root
‘ vah
iy WAer:

ig. Hamiltonian principles and precepts.
ice is thick, one may venture far; but

where the ice is thin, one may hesitate to venture

at all. Governor Hughes has at least ventured.

+ »
That Broken Prosperity Promise.

When the cold weather ceme last week, it so
emphasized the frightful poverty which character-
izes Mr. Taft’s prosperity in Chicago (p. 98), as
to make even the comfortable classes realize that
we are indeed in the midst of hard times. “More
people are asking aid in the city today,” said the
pamphlet report of the Chicago Relief and Aid
Society, published on the 29th, “than have been
put to this humiliation before in fourteen
years.” In other words, the years 1894-95, com-
ing in the wake of the world’s fair and the panic
of 1893—the sixth in the series of hard times in
this country since the Revolutionary War—are the
only ones comparable for impoverishment with
the present year. When Mr. Taft promised pros-
perity if elected, he should have been required, as
Mr. Bryan urged, to give bonds to make his prom-

ise good. .+

Mexican Patriots in American Prisons.

Through a very interesting illustrated magazine
_ published at Tucson, Arizona, and named The
Border, the civilized world is warned of a political
condition in Mexico which will surprise, as it
ought to horrify, those Americans who have re-
garded Diaz as a popular leader and Mexico as on
the up grade among civilized nations. Incidental-
lv, our own government seems to be involved in
the alleged plans of Diaz to make Mexico a para-
dise for labor exploiters and a hell for laborers.

L

The first clear glimpse of the Mexican situation
in this view of it, is given by John Murray, the
editor of The Border, in the guise of a magazine
story. But his story is one of actual experience
and observation, with nothing of fiction about it
except names of persons and places and some
minor incidents invented to serve the better in
bringing out the larger facts. It seems from this
story that Mexico is under a despotism of the worst
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order. Although its constitution is as free as ours,
Diaz utterly disregards the freedom clauses—disre-
gards them to such an extent as even to have abol-
ished free elections. Only one party is tolerated in
politics, and that is the party of Diaz. Conse-
quently the Liberal party—denied its rights under
the constitution—has of necessity become a revoln-
tionary party. It is this situation that has en-
tangled the United States, and laid our govern-
ment open to charges of <o-operating with Diaz;
and not merely as a matter of neutrality between
nations, but because Diaz is serving large Ameri-
can investment interests in Mexico, by suppress-
ing labor organizations and keeping wages down
to the starvation point. As Mr. Murray says,
quoting an American investor whom he introduces
in his story with evident fidelity to fact, “You
can buy more labor in Mexico for less money than
any place in the world.”

&+
The concrete case which has involved the United

States, is that of Ricardo Flores Magon,
president of the Liberal party, Antonio I.

Villareal, secretary, and two other mem-
bers of the Liberal party organization of
Mexico—all of them refugees. They were

arrested in Arizona considerably more than a
year ago and taken to Los Angeles, where they
have been held in jail ever since. Their friends
belicve that the purpose is to send them secretly
across the Mexican border, where they would be
seized and assassinated by the country police—the
armed guard found everywhere, upon which Diaz
relies to keep himself in power. The formal
charge against these men is violation of our neu-
trality laws. Yet application for bail has been de-
nied, and the prisoners have been cut off from com-
munication with their friends—even a lawyer em-
ployed by their friends having, it is complained,
heen denied access to them.

+

1t is difficult to believe that men not charged
with a capital crime, are denied bail in this coun-
try pending trial. To incarcerate them “incom-
municado,” is even more astounding, though not
more extraordinary. 1f the complaints in be-
half of these prisoners are true, it certainly im-
plies an interest in persecuting them, coupled with
an influence great enough to reach to the Depart-
ment of Justice at Washington and to the bench of
some of the United States courts. We shall hope
that the people may learn before long, from news-
paper investigation at Washington, whether those
complaints are well founded; and if they are,
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what justification or excuse there is for the action
of the Attorney General? The case surely fur-
nishes all the elements and circumstances of a
newspaper story, whether the complaints are true
or not. Newspaper silence, therefore, if it con-
tinues, cannot but excite suspicion, not only that
the complaints are true, but also that the Mexican
political and the American capitalistic influences
that are said to have reached our government,
have reached also into the sanctums of our news-
papers.
SR IR
Fostering Courage.
In the light of the unfaltering courage and de-
votion of the crew of the ill-fated Republic, how
flimsy seems the plea for warfare that it is neces-
sary to foster courage. * In this catastrophe the
captain of the vessel and the wireless operator
reap honors which they well deserve; but
the rest of the crew, though unhonored individual-
ly, were also faithful and courageous up to the full
measure of their several responsibilities. And even
the modest courage of all these men was not
unique. Such courage is so common that it arouses
no general interest unless it happens to have a
spectacular setting. How degrading then—how gra-
tuitiously degrading—this plea for war, that it is
necessary to inculcate devotion to duty and to fos-
ter courage in performing it. With examples like
that of the Republic’s crew before them, no men
whose courage would under any circumstances
rise above the low level of spectacular bravery,
need war to cultivate it. The courage that risks
life to take life, is not fit for comparison with the
courage that risks life to save life.

’ + &
The Rudovitz Case.

Secretary Root is to be commended for his de-
cision in the Rudovitz case (p. 103), al-
though the case was so clear that no other decision
was possible without stultification of the American
tradition that this country is an asylum for po-
litical refugees. But the fact that a refugee could
have been held in one of our jails for months,
upon a case as flimsy as this, under the shadow
all that time of a fear of extradition to a country
which is now governed by a barbarous and blood-
thirsty oligarchy, emphasizes the necessity for fur-
ther and more fundamental action. The extra-
dition treaty with Russia should be abrogated. It
enables the Russian oligarchy to reach over the
sea and into our own country for political refu-
gees of whom it would make examples at home.
Russia does not seek for real criminals, As for
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our own country, the treaty serves it in no way
whatever. Our criminal fugitives do not escape
to Russia; if they did it would be as well for us
and worse for them to let them stay, than to
bring them back for trial and punishment. Such
a treaty with a barbarous power is unworthy of
the people of this Republic. It should be abro-
gated without further unnecessary delay.

+ +

San Francisco’s Disgrace. . .

San Francisco, alone of all the principal cities,
competes with Chicago for the dishonor of pre-
venting public lectures by Emma Goldman. She
lectures freely in New York, in Cleveland, in Cin-
cinnati, in Portland, Oregon; and what she says
is worth hearing; according to the local reports,
whether we agree with her or not. But in San
Francisco, as in Chicago, the police break up her
meetings ; and they arrest her gnd her agent with-
out the slightest proof of lawlessness on her part
either done or intended. One San Francisco pa-
per protests with characteristic vigor against this
violation of American law by the police. It is the
Star, which never shrinks from its duty. Declaring
that it holds no brief- for Emma Goldman, and
does not agree with her, yet it “does not hesitate
to denounce as an outrage, the arrest and jail-
ing of her on the trumped-up charge of ‘incit-
ing to riot”” Proceeding to comment the Star
says: “The fools—and they are fools—responsible
for such outrages are doing more to incite to riot,
and more to make anarchists, than all the Gold-.
mans and Rejtmans can ever do. Free
speech is for all, not for some only. The laws pro-
vide that all persons shall be responsible for what
they say. They are fools who insist that freedom
of speech shall be guaranteed only to those who
agree with them.” Of like tenor is this deserved
excoriation by William Marion Reedy of the St.
Louis Mirror, which also gives a wholesome warn-
ing: “Emma Goldman does not incite to riot, in-
cendiarism or murder. She is not guilty of ‘con-
duct calculated to provoke a breach of ‘the peace.’
It is the police who indulge in such conduct. And
Dr. Ben Reitman is not a vagrant. He earns
his living by his advance work as Miss Goldman’s
agent. The Anarchist woman has as much right
to utter her views as any San Francisco pastor.
Those views may be all wrong, but what guaran-
tee have we that, with some turn of the wheel, the
at present all right views of those who
condemn the Goldman doctrine, will not
he suppressed as all wrong? If Emma Gold-
man can be prevented from speaking, so
can another. If an Anarchist may not talk in



