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The Republican prosperity which
the coal trust is now enjoying, at the
cxpense of keen suffering among the
working classes, culminating in sick-
ness and death, is likely to stimulate
more fear than pride in the makers
of this unique kind of prosperity.
Most people must now begin to lose
interest in a prosperity that can be
enjoyed only by ear.

It is interesting to observe the
growth of the army of “calamity
howlers.” JamesdJ. Hill has hardly
enlisted when Charles T. Yerkes
comes up for examination. Both be-
lieve that a panic is at hand, and
Yerkes is especially hard upon the
trusts, those erstwhile prosperity pro-
ducers. He makes a fairly good “ca-
lamity howler” when he himself be-
gins to feel the bruises of prosperity.

Judge Grosscup, of Chicago, a
Federal jurist, has discovered a new
remedy for the irusts, and so new
that he has been at the pains of in-
venting a new word to describe it.
He would “peopleize” them. To most
persons his speech at the Hamilten
club indicates that in “peopleizing”
them, as he callsit, he would make
it easy for the people to buy shares
in trust stock. That, however, is
more suggestive of enabling children
to catch little birds by making it easy
for them to put salt on the birds’ tails,
than of anything rational. Yet Judge
Grosscup may mean, what in one part
of his speech he seems to have said,
that the trust question is to be
solved by making the country’s “op-
portunities open alike to all.” That
is the true solution. If he meant it,

hrowever, he managed to mask his
meaning with even more than judi-
cial skill.

Professional economists and semi-
socialistic pulpiteers who glibly pro-
cleim the unwisdom of attempting to
return to individualism, would do
well to reflect a moment upon the
fact that never within historical
times have we had an era of individ-
ualism to return to. If we are ever
to have individualism it must be
after the plutocratic socialism of the
past and present, and the possibly
democratic socialism of the future,
have spent their force. Periods of
slavery, serfdom, and restricted com-
petition in trade, are not individual-
istic periods; and calling them so does
not make them so.

The Merchants’ Association of New
York has discovered that the trac-
tioncompanies are appropriating pub-
lic property, a fact which was recent-
ly known only to “anarchists,” “so-
cialists,” “calamity howlers,” “com-
mew-nists” and other wickedly en-
vious folks. The vehicles of the ele-
vated and surface Toads, says this as-
sociation through one of its commit-
tees in addresses to the public on the
indecency of overcrowding, “are pub-
lic property,” and the companies “pay
the city sums which are trivial in pro-
portion to the value of the privileges
enjoyed by them.” Those observa-
tions are close to “populism,” if the
Merchants’ Association did but
know it.

A wholesome verdict by a Michigan
jury at Jackson, on the 11th, ren-
dered under the influence of sound
legal instructions from the judge pre-
siding at the trial, emphasizes an al-
most forgotten but vital right of
American citizenship, the right,
namely, of exemption from arbitrary
arrest. The defendant had refused

submission to an arrest by officers
without a warrant, and in defending
himself against the lawless proceed-
ing had shot and killed one of the
arresting party. He wasconsequent-
ly indicted and tried for manslaugh-
ter. The judge charged the jury
that the defendant had a right to use
all necessary force to protect himself
from the unwarranted arrest, and
upon that explanation of the law the
jury acquitted the prisoner. It isto
be hoped that this just charge and
righteous verdict may serve as a salu-
tary lesson to disorderly policemen
everywhere.

Were starving working people te
make a raid upon bakeries and confis-
cate bread, they would be sent to jail
if few in numbers, or shot down by
the militia if an otherwise resistless
mob. This is not a guess; it is a
statement of historical fact. And
preachers, lawyers, bankers, and
other 'good people would commend
the arrests, and while deploring the
necessity would approve the slaugh-
ter. But when a mob led by preach-
ers and bankers in want of coal makes
a raid upon a train of coal cars and
confiscates the cargo, the leading Re-
publican paper of the West, the Chi-
cago Tribune, heretofore an organ
of “law and order,” makes this mild
comment: ’

When the leading men in a town—
its bankers, merchants, lawyers and
doctors—Ilay violent hands on coal
which does not belong to them it is
evident they are in sore need of coal.

. . The action of the good citi-
zens of Arcola was clearly illegal.
No one has a right to help himself
to the property of another without
obtaining the consent of the owner.
But “self-preservation is the first law
of nature.” If the state of affairs at
Arcola has been as bad as the dis-
patches report, it is not to be won-
dered at that the people should take
advantage of the opportune break-
down of a coal train.

Which goes far to show that a stern
enforcement of the lawis not for



642

The Public

“bankers, merchants, lawyers and
doctors” (nor even for- preachers),
who defy it when they are in “sore
need of coal;” but only for the “low-
er classes,” when they are in sore
enough need to forget that even
though “self-preservation is the first
law of nature,” “peace and order” is
the first law of society.”

There is a thing or two about this
Arcola incident, however, that should
be highly satisfactory to the much-
abused anarchist. In the first place,
a mob of respectable ‘“archists,”
as anarchists would call them, have
turned anarchists in the opprobrious
sense of that term. That is, they

have kicked over the laws of prop-,

erty just the same as if they drank
beer for alivingand carried dynamite
bombs for amusement. In the sec-
ond place, having set govern-
ment aside, they have done
precisely as professed anarchists
say men would naturally do if there
were no government. They proceed-
ed, that is to say, in a perfectly or-
derly and honest manner to do the
fairest thing under the circumstances.
A committee was appointed for the
emergency. The confiscated coal was
fairly distributed among those who
needed it. Accounts were kept, and
a fund was voluntarily raised to in-
demnify the owners. On the whole,
these Arcola anarchists show off to
much better advantage than do the
“law-abiding” Baers and Morgans
who have produced the terrible coal
famine from which the people of the
country are suffering. The strongest
indictment against them, perhaps, is
not that they became anarchists, but

" that they somewhat hypoeritically in-
sisted all the time that they were law-
abiding people.

It is altogether probable that
the rebate of the tariff on coal, to
continue a year, will have little or no
effect upon prices. When importers
must advance the duty before they
can get the rebate, and know that the
rebate will be allowed only for a few
months, they are not likely to make
great efforts to establish lines for

importing coal. The temporary na-
ture of the relief is a menace to every
business man who may think of im-
porting foreign coal to compete with
the trust.

And yet, this little measure of re-
lief may be immense in its effects.
The point of impact is often more
important with a blow than its force.
So a reduction of 67 cents a ton on
the cost of getting foreign coal into
the American market may break the
extortionate prices of the trust. It
is asked, for instance, how a tariff of
only 67 cents can keep foreign bitu-
minous coal out of the Chicago mar-
ket, when, as now, domestic bitu-
mihous, usually worth about three
dollars a ton, sells at six dollars or
more. The answer is that such a
tariff could not keep out the foreign
product if the domestic high prices
were more than a temporary spurt.
By a 67 cent tariff regular shipments
of foreign coal are shut out. Conse-
quently, if the domesticarticle is cor-
nered its price can be run up for a
time far above the tariff difference.
The conditions are not favorable to
a quick increase in importations of
foreign coal to compete, as they would
be if there were no tariff to prevent
the establishment of regular ship-
ments. If the present high prices
were to continue long enough to make
it reasonably certain that they would
not flatten out before foreign ship-
ments could be brought here, an in-
creasing stream of coal imports would
set in and not abate until prices had
been reduced to the point at which
the 67-cent tariff becomes prohibit-
ory. Itshould always beremembered
that natural trade laws are laws of
tendencies, and that a tariff whichdis-
turbs a trade tendency at all may dis-
turb it out of all proportion to the
amount of the tariff. As a pebble
dropped in a favorable place may di-
vert the course of what becomes a
great river, so a small tariff put on
or taken off at the advantageous point
may change the direction of vast vol-
umes of trade. It must not be for-
gotten, nevertheless, that the tariff
on coal'is a small matter as compared
with the tariffs imposed for similar

reasons and in the same general pe-
cuniary interests, by railroad com-
binations.

The message of the first single wax
governor, Garvin, of Rhode Island, is
attracting attention for the rational
view of public affairs which it pre
sents to the people of the Stateand
indeed of the country. While conser-
vative yet far-reaching methods for
redressing grievances are proposed.
the sentiment of the message is
pitched in a radical key. When Gor.
Garvin declares in this message, re-
ferring to popular discontent, that
it is due to “privations which-arear-
tificial and unnecessary,” the trutk
being that “the enormous amount of
wealth produced is unequally dis-
tributed—unequally because of in-
terference with the natural laws of
distribution by unwise and unjust
legislation,” he recognizes a fact that
most public officials prefer to blink,
and leaves no room for mistaking
either the nature of his convietions
or his courage regarding them
Among the specific facts to which he
invites the attention of the legisla-
ture is the importance of a consti-
tutional initiative under which a
reasonable number of voters may
at any election propose constitutional
amendments to be submitted directly
to popular vote.

Rhode Island has a source of in-
come resembling in principle that
which advocates of the single taxin-
sist is virtually the sole legitimate
source for all incomes. It is theoys-
ter planting rights in Narragansett
bay. Land under the waters of this
bay belongs to the State, and in 1864
the practice of ground renting it
for oyster culture began. The ground
rent for the year was $61. But
it has increased until in 1902 it
amounted to$35,000. As the expense
of surveying, administration, etc.
was only $8,000, the net income from
that source was, therefore, $27,000.
It is expected that in 1903 the pet
income will be as high as $42.000
This land under water might b
turned over to individuals as privs*




