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after the election Mr. Warner

made this declaration:

As to recrganization of the Demo-
cratic party, it strikes me that what
is most needed is organization from
the voters up, in the good old demo-
cratic way. If that is had there would
not be left enough of the lately beaten
machine to obstruct it. If it is not,
there is not enough of that machine
to be worth repair. Personally 1 be-
lieve that the issue Democrats are best
agreed upon and can best make i that
of government of the people, by the
people and for the people, against gov-
ernment of trusts, by trusts and for
trusts, This means repeal of tariff
taxation and the adoption of & more
equable system; it means government
control, or rivalry, as fast as any neces-
sary of life becomes a private monop-
oly; it means, first of all, stopping pri-
vate railroad monopoly in inter-State
commerce; it means that just as gov-
ernment a century since assumed the
carriage of letters, it shall now take
control of its postal service, including
carriage, and so extend it as to pro-
vide for most of what is'now controlied
by private express monopoly.

One of the gratifving results of
the recent election is the evidence
it furnishes of progress in discrim-
inative voting. Whether the dis-
criminations were wise is not the
point; the fact that they were
made is the encouraging thing. In
the home of Tom L. Johnson, for
instance, although the county re-
turns a landslide plurality of
something like 34,000 against the
Democratic national ticket, it re-
elects Robert C. Wright as aud-
itor by a plurality of 2,508. Not
the least significant thing about
this result is the fact that Mr.
Wright is well known to be agin-
gle tax man. He is, in fact, one of
the ablest supporters of that idea
in the country; and for several
vears, both in office and out, he
has been at Johnson’s right hand
in promoting his movement for
radical revenue reform.

- While the discriminative vote

has not depended wholly upon
the true Australian ballot system,
its manifestations have been
most marked where that system is
established. In Masachusetts, for
instance, there is no “straight”
voting. Every candidate must be
voted for by putting the cross
against his name. Largely as a

consequence of this, although Mr.
Roosevelt carries Massachusetts
by 85,000, Mr. Douglas, the free
trade Democratic candidate for
governor, wins by 35,000. One of
the most urgent duties of
every honest legislature where
“straight” voting, this “bosses’”
device, is allowed, is to abolish it
at once. Not alone does it facil-
itate “straight” voting by those
who wish to. vote “straight,”
which is not objectionable; but it
deters discriminative voters from
“seratching,” lest they may make
their ballotq defective, which is
not only objectionable but highly
so. If any voter is to be facilitat-
ed in his voting, at the expense of
inconvenience to ofhers, it is the
discriminating voter who uses his
judgment and conscience, and not
the “straight” voter who is as a
rule the mere tool of a “boss.”

A nignificant news paragraph
from Syracuse, N. Y., has been ob-
scured by the more exciting news
of the elections. According to
this paragraph, which we take
from the Cleveland Plain Dealer
of the 8th, a tramp has been re-
warded in a remarkably indica-
tive manner, under the circum-
stances, for returning a consider-
able amount of lost property. We
quote:

As a reward for having saved the

New York Central $15,000 by picking up
valuable jewelry and personal effects
and turning them In after the Western
express had been wrecked at Lock Ber-
lin, near Lyons, on September 24,
Charles Casey, a “hobo,” then walking
the tracks, has been given a good job
as freight brakeman in the Central
yards at Dewitt,
That paragraph is significant for
several reasons, some of which we
shall state in interrogative form.
Is work so scarce that jobs at
freight-braking are given and ac-
cepted as rewards of merit for ex-
ceptional honesty? Has oppor-
tunity to earn a bare living at la-
borious and dangerous work be-
come 8o greataboon? Then where
is our boasted prosperity and why
do we rail at the tramps as idlers?
Think it over.

The independent newspaper is
a feature of the time., But there

are different breeds. The newspa-
per that stands for principle re-
gardless of party is independent;
s0 also is that paper *indepen-
dent” which holds out for the
heaviest or the most respectable
bribe.

THE MARRIAGE PROBLEM—MAR-
RIAGE.

In the series of editorials of
which this is the last, we have
thus far considered the general
subject with reference principally
1o its more notable problems.

In doing =0 we first distin-
guished marriage itself, or nai-
ural marriage, from the conven-
tionalsymbolsorcontract declara-
tory of the natural marriage re-
lation (p. 4035), concluding that all
marriage problems must be deter-
mined in the last analysis, not by
considerations respecting conven-
tional marriage, which are neces-
sarily superficial, but by consider-
ations respecting marriage itself
—a relationship so obviously an
institution of natural and not of
human law.

Next we paused to speculate
upon the probability of spiritual
elements in the marriage rela-
tion (p. 421) which might give an
eternal quality to marriages—a
gpeculation which can not be with-
out practical value to all who ac-
cept the idea of human immortal-
ity. :

Polygamy and “free love” were

then considered (p. 437), with refer-
ence to the principles of natural
law already disclosed.
. After that, the remarriage of a
party to a former marriage upon
the death of the other party (p.
452) was brought to the test of the
same principles of natural law,
and approved.

In preparation for a discussion
of the divorce problem, marriage
ceremonials (p. 468) or conven-
tional as distinguished from nat-
ural marriages, were then exam-
ined and. their importance af-
firmed.

The last but one of the ed-
itorials preceding the present, ap-
proved liberal divoree (p. 484) sim-
ply as a decree of nullification and
regardless of remarriage; and the
one immediately preceding this
final one advocated freedom of re-
marriage after divoree (p. 499,
on grounds of expediency with
reference to conventional mar-
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riage and of morality with refer-
ence to hatural marriage.

We have now to consider the
marriage relation apart from the
shadow of divoree possibilities.

Marriage itself, which is consti-
tuted by the harmoniouns union of
one man and one woman through
reciprocal love abiding in its na.

" ture, is a natural human relation-
ship. It is asnatural as mother-
hood and fatherhood, to which it
is Nature's condition precedent.

On the physical or animal plane
of human life, this is too obvious
to require elucidation. The inti-
mate physical union without
which procreation is impossible
furnishes its own demonstration
of its own indispensability to
fatherhood and motherhood. De-
scribe that relationship as only
the expression of a momentary
animal impulse if you will, yet the
fact remains that even then Na-
ture is seen to declare for monog-
amy, for unity, for reciprocity, for
affection, and in many ways to
suggest the idea of abidingness.

But man does not live upon the
physical or animal plane alone.
Though we brush aside all thought
of human immortality as an idle
speculation, we cannot escape the
obtrusive natural fact, a fact in
the domain of human nature, that
man possesses moral as well as
physical qualities.

You may say, if you will, that
moral qualities are nothing but
modes of the physical; as, for in-
stance, that the impulses of hu-
man marriages are only poetiza-
tions of animal matings, and that
the impulses of human mother-
hood are the same affections in
kind as those of the dam for her
cub. Nevertheless, none can
deny that human action is often
determined by disinterested love
of another than one’s self or one’s
own, and by devotion to ideal
standards of right and justice.
Nor does it make any difference if
such love and devotion be charac-
terized as impulses originating
in the physical, or as mere
phases of selfishness. We do not
ret away from the essential thing
!1_\' changing its name orsnrmising
its origin., The erucial facts them-
selves remain. Men and women
do act from motives of love for
others than their own. They do
have regard for equality of rights,
—even if temptations to be selfish

often pervert their conduct with
reference to the principle ofequal-
ity, even if temptations to falsely
appear unselfish often distort
their perceptions and their expres
sions of that principle. They do set
up and support moral ideals.
Where they get those ideals,
or whether the ideals are
perfect, is immaterial. The
determining  facts are thar
they set them up, and that
their tendencies are altruistic.
Everyone is conscious of moralim-
pulses to which he often yields,—
impulses to turn from selfish com-
forts and interests, even to the ex-
tent of sacrificing his own life, in
order to maintain humanitarian
standards. These facts prove, not
necessarily that human life has a
moral origin, to bé sure;but incon-
testably that it advances upon a
moral as well as upon a physical
plane, in response to unselfish as
well as seltish impulses, and with
reference to altruistic as well as
egoistic patural law.

Possibly some of the lower an:
imals have exhibited identical

traits. Let him who believes thiz

believe it; it does not affect the
question. If any of the lower ani-
mals do exhibit moral traits, then
those animals, too, live on a moral
as well as a physical plane. But
whether animals live upon a mor-
al plane is not to the point. The
point is that man indisputably
does live upon such a plane. Re
gardless of whether it may or may
not be so with any of the lower ani-
mals, man is clearly both a
phrsical and a moral being.

It is this moral quality that
transmutes what might otherwise
be the undiscriminating sexual
attractions of man's animalhood
into those indeseribably tender
and chaste affections, and those
subtle human harmonies, which
give to genuine marriage its dis-
tinetive character in the appre-
hension of all those multitudes
who experience its satisfactions
and foster its unities.

The secret of marital happiness
is only suggested or erudely sym-
bolized by that union of sexual op-
posites in which mere animal or
physical mating consists. Since
man is an animal, physical union
is indeed one of the conditions of
human marriage; but inasmuch as
he ig more than an animal, there
are otber and bigher and equally

indispensable conditions. XNot
only arec mankind masculine and
feminine physically in their bod-
ies, as are the lower animals, and
mentallyintheir modesof thought,
as also are the lower animals
though in lower degree; they are
also masculine and feminine mor-
ally in the modes of their altru-
istic affections. And just as sex-
ual duality physically may bring
together one man and one woman,
in obedience to procreative ani-
mal impulses, so may sexual dual-
ity on the mental and moral
planes, bring together that man
and that woman, complementa-
ries in moral and mentalchar-
acter as well as in physical
form, in obedience to mental
and moral procreative impulses.
1t is this complemental union
of sexual opposites on all the
planes of human life, mental
and moral as well as phys-
ical, that constitutes human mar-
riage and distinguishes it from
animal mating. Such unions are
centers of vigorous family life,
and out of them the race not only
multiplies but advances.

Procreation, however, is the
secondary and not the primary ob-

| ject of marriage. It isonly the re--

sult of a certain kind of life; it is
not that life itself. The essential
quality of the marriage relation
is companionship—the most inti-
mate companionship conceiva-
ble—physically, mentally, mor-
ally. It is a companionship which
can only exist between comple-
mentaries. Askey to lock, such is
the companionship of marriage.
If it exist on the animal plane
alone, it will be only bestial; but
if it flonrish also on the mental
and moral planes, it will be hu-
man, harmonious and sacred.

Are not these suggestions con-
firmed by psychological consider-
ations? It must be evident to all
who reflect upon their own experi-
ences and observations, that the
masculine mind is distinguished
for what is often colloquially
thongh not very appropriately
called judgment. We say of a
man that he acts with good judg-
ment or with bad judgment, mean-
ing that he is a wise man or an un-
wise man, as the case may be—and
this regardless of his learning.
Not so with the feminine mind.
That a woman’s reason is “be-
cause,” has passed into a good-na-
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tured joke. Very seldom do we
find ourselves weighing in women
what in men we call judgment.
We say of a woman that her per-
ceptions are keen or otherwise,
but not often that her judgment
is good or bad. Individual womeu
are usually thought of, not as hav-
ing good or bad judgment, nor as
being endowed primarily with wis-
dom. The distinctive feminine
quality, as usually observed, is
affection. Although women as
well as men are acknowledged to
possess intellectual qualities,
these appear to be subordinate to
their confiding affections; where-
as with men, although they as
well as women are seen to be en-
dowed with affectional qualities,
these appear subordinate to their
wisdom, or intellect—or, as it
would ordinarily be expressed, to
their judgment.

Nor are these ohservations mis-
taken. They are defective only in
that they are incomplete. Super-
ficially, the normal marriage rela-
tion may be described, not inaptly
even if metaphysically, as a union
of masculine intellect with fem.
inine affections, coupled with a
transverse upion of feminine in-
tellect with masculine affections,
wherein the masculine wisdom is
superior to the feminine and the
feminineaffections are superior to
the masculine. But that ig8 true
only superficially and with refer-
ence to what we curiously enough
call “practical” in contradistinc-
tion to “moral” concerns.

When observation goes beyond
the superficial, or purely “prac-
tical,” it discloses a reversal of
those relative superiorities. . At
times of great atress, especially
if the atress relate to the deeper
experiences which every mature
man and woman undergoes in
some degree and at some time, it
is not the masculine mind that
riges preeminent in wisdom and
judgment, nor the feminine that
seems superior in confiding affec-
tions. What man is there, forex-
ample, who, at some crisis of his
soul, in the presence of an over-
whelming temptation or in the
midst of a terrible experience re-
sulting from error of judgment or
crookedness of conscience, who
hags not beheld with wonder and
unwonted affection, a woman’s
judgment rise out of her affec-
tions and tower above his own
judgment, even as at such a crisis

his affections seem more alive than
hers? And when the crisis is
over, has he not with equal won-
der seen this unusual feminine
judgment collapse, and the usual
feminine affection resume its ac-
customed sway? That this is
true must be known to every man
with a record of soul-trying expe-
riences, which he has shared con-
fidingly with a good woman be-
tween whom and himself the nat-
ural union of genuine marriage
has subsisted.

It is hardly reasonable to think
of these unusudl manifestations
a8 abnormal. Is there not a bet-
ter explanation? May it not be

‘that in -the deeper, the more in-

tensely moral or more spiritual
concerns of life, the intellectual
qualities of the wife and the affec-
tional qualities of the husband ex-
change places of relative superi-
ority? Yet, if that be so, then
what more natural than the infer-
ence that perfect marriage would
consist ir,a complete equilibrium
of feminine affections and mascu-
line intellect with masculine affec-
tions and feminine intellect, each
individnalized yet all in harmoni-
ous union?

This idea of sexunal opposites
may be carried into the realm of
the spiritual, where it serves to
explain analogically the charac-
ter and motive of creation. In the
worts of a thoughtful theologian
(Charles H. Mann, in “Psychia-
sis”), “it is because God and man
are opposite to each other in their
attributes, and not because man
is inmostly divine, that their con-
junction is of such surpassing
sweetness.” In elaborating the
same subject this author writes:
“The very essence of divine love,
that whirh impelled God to cre-
ate, and that which thence consti-
tutes the very substance of all
genuinely heavenly love in what-
ever degree or form manifested,is
that it should love some one out
of self. To find one’s self inher-
ently sufficient unto himself, is to
the spiritual man death. To love
others, and thus to have the ends
and purposes of one’s life in the
neighbor, is the warp and woof of
every love that is heavenly. It is
the very end of creation. All true
spiritual blessedness consists in a
union in love with others. The dif-
ferences in the nature of those
who are the constituent parts of

such a union are the very ground
of the blessedness. This is illus.
trated in all forms of neighborly
charity, and is in its height shown:
in the ultimate form of human per-
sonality which is dualistic, mal>
and female; and whose very sum-
mit of blessedness is provided for-
in the heavenly union of these dif-
fering parts—that is, in marriage.
In his relation to God, therefore,
man realizes the blessedness of
hig own life, not by finding him-
self to be in his own self-suffi-
cieney God (God forbid!) but by
conjunction with Him; and God
at the same time realizes the end
of his love by union with man.”

Believers in the spiritual, what-
ever their church affiliations or
non-affiliations, cannot but recog-
nize theexalted sacredness of mar-
riage when thus considered as the
type in human society of God’s re-
lations of love to all human kind.
Not only does nature teach its
purity through the instincts of
those animals that suggest purity
to thé imagination; but its sacred-
ness is emphasized in its natural
svinbolism of God’s relation to
maan.

To recognize this exalted sa-
credness, however, is not neces-
sary for our present purpose. It
is enough to perceive that mar-
riage is a sexual conjunction, not
merely on the animal plane of life,
but also on the moral. To perceive
that, is to feel the human dig-
nity of the position of husband
and wife, and the consequent dig-
nity of fatherhood and mother-
hood. It is to distinguish the hu-
man mother from the animal dam.
It is to acknowledge the natural-
ness of monogamous marriage
and to realize the natural abiding-
ness of the marriage union. Itis
to understand that marriage is am
‘expression of a natural law which
ramifies the universe of matter
and morals, but finds higher ex-
pression nowhere else within mor-
tal ken. If that is not a sacred
thing, what can be sacred?

Whoever Jooks upon natural
marriage in that reverent wawv
can hardly fail to experience an
inereasing respect for its svmbol
—conventional marriage. For if
i by this symbol that the mar-
riage principle is made to appear
concrete, )

That there are those capahle of
appreciating abstract realities
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without the aid of symbols we do
not dispute. But most persons
appreciate abstract principles bet-
ter when they are concretely rep-
resented. Patriotism is a prinei-
ple; we represent it concretely
with a flag. Religion is a princi-
ple; -we represent it concretely
with church worship. Good will
is a principle; we represent it con-
cretely with terms and forms of
politeness. Natural marriage is
2 prineiple; we represent it con-
cretely with conventional mar-
riage.

All useful concretions may in-
deed be abused. Sentimental re-
gard for a flag may obseure the
patriotic principle; idolatrous re-
gard for church worship may
make a travesty of the religious
principle; and beneath polite
forms of courtesy hatred may
take the place of good will. 8o
with marriage. Devotion to con
ventional marriage may become
w0 idolatrous as to degrade nat-
ural marriage. But the possibili-
ties, or even the actualities, of
abuse of anything prove nothing
against the value of its uses.

Without attempting an exposi-
tion of the usefulness of conven-
tional marriage, let us refer toone
use which may possibly prove sug-
gestive of many others.  In the
natural order, marriage takes
place at an early age. If it be a
gennine marriage each party is in-
fluenced by the principle of mar-
riage love. Yet neither is mature
in thought, and bothare incapable
of analyzing or understanding
ihis prineiple. They only feel its
force. But by contemplating the
svmbel of conventionad marriage
they gradually grow into a full ap-
preciation of natural marriage.
The symbol is then of no more im-
portanee  than their wedding
clothes. But at the beginning it
was of tremendous importanee.
It ereated an appearance, a pro-
jeetion, a coneretion of the natur-
al marriage principle which was
mouldine their lives together into
a dual life unified, and so it gerved
1o prevent the possible death of
their marvinge love in its infaney.

For it i= no more in the natural
order that marriage love should
die in infanexy than that ehildren
should. When children die, we
know that some abnormality in
theirstrneture orenvironment has
cut them down prematurely, This
is true also of marriage love.

When it dies prematurely, pre-
ventable causes have killed it.
Some of these causes are in our
time prevented by means of con-
ventional marriage. I'ossibly all
of them might be if conventional
marriage were kept in its place as
a symbol and never allowed to
usurp the place of marriage itself.

Though there were no other rea-
son for conventional marriage,
this reason alone would justify it.
Think of the dangers peculiar to
the infancy of married life, and
say if conventional marriage has
not a useful function.

]

Some marriages may end for
the paradoxical reason that they
have never begun. There may
have been no marriage love to
start with, but only selfishness
allied with sexuality, or with fam-
ily pride, property interests, so-
licitude for economic support, or
something else either wholy alien
or only partly related to the mar-
riage principle. These are not
genuine marriages and no conven-
tional forms can make them so.
The sooner they end-in appear-
ance as well as in fact the better.
To perpetuate them in form is sac-
rilege in principle.

Other marriages may begin gen-
uinely but * end prematurely.
Though they have marriage love
tp start with, the marriage love
may die. For these marital dis-
asters there is in every case a
cause that may be discovered anil
possibly removed.

Idolatry of conventional mar-
riage is one cause. It tends to
make the symbols appear as
shackles. Tet conventional mar-
ringe grow irksome, and marital
love is assailed in its most vital
part.

Another cause is aufhoritative
dominion, usually on the part of
the husband. It hasa correlative
cause in jealousy, usnally on the
part of the wife. No marriage
love can long survive either
canse. The hushand who rules hiz
wife will soon kill their marriage
love not only in her but in himself.
The wife who allows jealousy to
enter her heart will not only lose
her husband’'s love for her, for
which she supposes she is solici-
tous, but she will lose her own for
him. .

Another and most subtle eause
of the premature death of mar-
riage love is diversity of interests.

Interests cannot grow apart and
the lives remain together. There
can be no mental and moral com-
panionship in mental and moral
separation. Marriage love cannot
flourish where the husband is de-
voted to his business or his club
and the wife to society and her
home. This is far from implying
that home is not the wife’'s sphere.
What is implied is that the home
must also be the husband’s
sphere, and that his business and
other interests must also be his
wife's, if their marriage love is to
live. Masculine and femimine
functions go hand in hand
through all departments of activ-
ity. It was once supposed that
women have at any rate no mili-
tary function; but now we know
the value of the feminine element
even there. There is no excep-
tion. In the home, in society, in
the club, in the atmosphere of
business, unless the masculine
and the feminine elements are in
them all, the wife tends to grow
into an old maid an< the husband
info an old bachelor—into per-
sons, that is, with the intellectual
and the affectional sides of their
nature unbalanced. For it is a nar-
rowed life and not the absence of
marriage ceremonies that makes
a man a bachelor or a woman an
old maid. TUnmarried persons
may in great degree avoid this in-
tellectual and affectional narrow-
ness, and so escape the old maid
and old bachelor state though
single; but married persons can
hardly escape it if their intellect-
nal and affectional interests flow
apart. The more perfect the as-
sociation of hushand and wife in
every sphere of the activity of
either, the more wholesome and
vigorous, in the very nature of
things, must their marriage love
hecome.

For the prevention of marital
dirasters, the elergrman who offi-
cintes at conventional marriage
ceremonies occupies a position of
tremendous inflnence. Here is the
point. rather than in making pa-
ganistic demands for strict di-
voree laws, where he can serve the
holy cause of marriage best.

When a couple ask him to per-
form this ceremony for then,
they do so either to be convention-
al or because they recognize more
or less vaguely a religious element
in marriage which they wish to ex-
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* press by religious symbols. In
either case his opportunity is the
same. He cannot forbid the mar-
riage if he thinks it false, but he
can advise regarding it. . He can
say to them in effect: “You alone
<can pass judgment on the legiti-
macy of this marriage, but I am
enoughindoubt to ask you to post-
pone the ceremony. If you be-
lieve you are indeed marital part-
nere, go to a civil magistrate and
declare yeur conventional mar-
riage. But I advise you to refleci
—for a day, a week, a month—
and then. return to me.” This
might not prevent unhappy mar-
riages, but it would elevate the
general regard for marriage, and
whatever does that tends to pre-
vent unhappiness in the mdrriage
relation. It would, moreover,
have a very strong tendency to
dignify the religious ceremony in
public estimation.

Or, and this might well be by
far the more usual thing, such a
clergyman upon performing a
marriage ceremony could give ad-
vice which if it were done with-
out cant would head off many a
cause for the premature death of
marriage love. He could, for in-
s#tance, advise the young man and
the young woman to sy to each
other, at least once or twice or
thrice every day. not only in the
honeymoon but throughout life,
and no matier what petty irrita-
bleness might intrude: “I love
you!”  This phrase could not
make-love where love was not.
That is true enough. Neither
could it resnseitate love where
love had died. But it would pre-
serve and stimulate the living
marriage love and thereby guard
the marriage from. the subtle
adyvances of indifference. some-
thing as deadly to marriage love
as diphtheria germs to hahes,
Indifference asphyxiates and kills
The daily reiteration of some such
phraseofendearment. wonld more-
over tend to ereate and foster that
spirit of cooperative equality the
absenee of which is to marriage
love an insidious enemy.

Marriage cannot be quite com-
plete while its environment is im-
perfect. 8o long as women are
not ecconomically independent,
other influences than marriage
love will create and regulate mar
riage nnions. It is only as women
are bread winners, that they can

enter into marriage free from all
considerations of the necessity of
being provided for, and simply
in response to the promptings of
marriage love. BSo long, also, as
men are in a struggle for a liveli-
hood—a struggle which seems to
be intensified rather than modi-
fied by the wonderful advances in
methods of producing supplies,
and which must therefore be due
to maladjustments in the appor-
tionment of results.—just so long
will other influences than mar-
riage love affeet their attitude
toward marriagé. The economic
factor is an important one in con
nection with marriage. But it
has far reaching problems of its
own and cannot be here discussed.
Let us simply observe that the
economic factor in the marriage
problem does not affect mar-
ringe among .the poor alone.

Given equality of economic op-
portunity for men and women,
each according to their natural
functions. masculine and fem-
inine—but according to those
functions naturally, and not by
standards that make washtubs
feminine and lead pencils mascu-
liné tools—and, whether among
rich or poor, marriage would ap-
proximate its ideal of partnersin
business, chums in amusements,
equal parents in the home, equal
citizens in the state, cooperative
companions everywhere and in
everything.

The whole subject of marriage
is embraced in the single phrase.
“cooperation in equality.” Where
this principle of the marriage re-
lation is observed on allits planes,
no marriage originally genuine
can lose its virtues, It will grow
onward toward perfection, and all
within its influence will feel its
beneficence and charm.

For cooperation in equality im-
plies the subjugation of self oui
of love for another; and subjuga-
tion of self by each marital part-
ner with reference to the other,
produees and maintains an equi-
librinm like that state of ideal
justice which would prevail in so-
ciety at large if each individual
were to cultivate a spirit of unself-
ish resrpeet for the rights of every
other. As we should then haveno
wars., no race animosities, no para-
sitical classes, no povertyv. no
crime, 8o in the domain of mar-
riage we should have no marriage

problems. \Whenever and wher-
ever selfishness is subdued, Na-
ture rules with a sensitive hand.

Very intimately related, too, is
the function of marriage in sub-
duing selfishness to the character
of society as a whole, As genuin2
marriage softens and subdues
the selfish spirit of marital part-
ners toward each other, so does it
intensify the purposes and broad-
en the field of the unselfish life.
True marriage is the kindergarten
of the regenerating soul. From it
proceeds all manner of unselfish
righteousness, and upon its moral
fruitions society depends for the
ultimate reign of justice and
peace.
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‘Week ending Thursday, Nov. 17.

Election returns (p. 503) are
still incomplete, and probably no
full reports will be available until
they appear in the political al-
manacs of the coming year.

The vote of Illinois (p. 503). un-
ofticially reported, is as follows
for the Republican and the Demo-
eratie candidates for President
and for Governor:

. Rep. Dem. Rep. pla.
President ...... R0, 068 332,408 207460
Governor...... 630,429 330,525 200,904

For purposes of comparison we
insert similar tables of the vote
of Illinois for 1896 and 1900:

1896, Rep. Dem. Rep. p'u,
President ... 607,130 464,523 11517
Governor .. 7.6 474,25 113,281

150, Dem. Rep. piu.
President ...... FOL06] 44,024
GOVernor ..., 5 D15, 965 61,232

In Pennsylvania the unofficially
reported vote for President, as
compared with that of 1900, is as
follows:

Ren. Tiem. Rep Pln
£ P PR E L] 4M.712
B TIZ, 665 424,232 £84.433

As the press reports from other
States give only estimated plural-
ities and not total votes, they are
of little more use for comparison
than the original telegraphic re-
ports.

The third party vote (p. 504) is
as yet hardly noticed in the re-
ports in any detail. In Massachu-
setts it was as follows for Presi-
dential candidates as compared
with the Presidential vote in the
same State in 1900

190, 100,
Sociallst ... 12 07% 0505
Sociallst Labor .cievinerinnin 2,639 2,599



