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ergy, but simply as the security value
of a natural opportunity, or site for
production, we have as the grand to-
tal of steel trust property—produced
by human energy—only $476,291,-
000. All the remainder, $924,000,-
000, is the value of certain natural
wealth of the country—as truly com-
mon property as money in the pub-
lic treasury. Thus:

Unimproved values of real estate

estimated ag above............... $100,000,000
Iron and Bessemer ore properties 700,000,000
Coal and coke flelds................ 100,000,000
Natural gas flelds........ 000,000
Limestone properties .............. ,000

What power would the steel trust
have if these gifts of nature, made
valuable not by the owners but by
general social growth, could not be
monopolized by the trust, but were
available to all, upon equal terms,
for the common good?

At last the public is informed of
the result in the court-martial pro-
ceedings against Gen. Smith—Gen.
Jacob H. Smith, who was accused
of ordering his subordinates in Sa-
mar to devastate the island with fire
and to kill every person over ten
years of age. He was found guilty of
the charge. Mind that! By a court
of his own comrades he was
convicted of giving to his subordi-
nates—we quote from the secretary
of war’s summary of the court-mar-
tial proceedings — “the following
oral instructions”:

“I want no prisoners. I wish you
to kill and burn; the more you kill
and burn the better you will please
me,” and, further, that he wanted
all persons killed who were capable
of bearing arms and in actual hostili-
ties against the United States; and
did, in reply to a question by Maj.
Waller asking for an age limit, des-
ignate the age limit as ten years of
age.

Soit is established that an American
general did give the most bru-
tal order of which there is
any record in civilized warfare. He
did give an order which amply con-
firms the substance of the charges
of American atrocities in the Philip-
pines. But what does that court-
martial do with him—that court-
martial in which was reposed for the

time the safekeeping of “the honor
of the army”? How has it vindicated
“the honor of the army,” which by
its own verdict appears to have been
grossly outraged? It condemns the
murderous culprit to beadmonished!
And what does President Roosevelt
do, into whose keeping “the honor
of the army” next comes in connec-
tion with this case? How does he
vindicate that honor which Gen.
Smith has outraged? He gravely
“admonishes” the convicted defend-
ant and retires him from the army.
But not as a criminal does he retire
Gen. Smith. Not as a criminal, but
as an officer who has served beyond
the limit of his age—retires him as
he is waiting impatiently to retire
Gen. Miles!

Think of it, you worshipers of
shoulder straps who would condone
all the infamy of American military
exploits in the Philippines, in the
name of “the honor of the army.”
Think of it, if you dare think. Here
is & high military officer caught red-
handed. He is convicted of one of
the infamous crimes with which
the army in the Philippines stands
charged. A plain case is made out,
so plain that his own sympathetic
comrades cannot deny the facts. Not
only that, but his criminal order was
obeyed by Maj. Waller and Lieut.
Day to the extent of the murder of
11 men, at least eight of whom were
absolutely innocent, says Gen. Chaf-
fee in his endorsement of the Waller
and Day verdicts, even of a suspicion
of even a military offense, and “con-
tinued to the last to carry the arms
and ammunition of the men after
they were no longer able to bear
them, and to render in their impas-
sive way such services as deepens the
conviction that, without their assist-
ance, many of the marines who now
survive would also have perished.”
This general officer, so guilty and so
convicted, is “admonished,” “repri-
manded,” and honorably “retired.”
If, after this, “the honor of the army”
does not become a by-word, it will be
because the American people have

lost their sense of humor and not yet
gained a sense of justice.

The President and Mr. Root have
felt it necessary to explain the
leniency in Gen. Smith’s case. They
say that nobody but Waller and Day
obeyed the order, and only 11 natives
were killed pursuant to it. Why
didn’t they make the irony of the
comment complete by assurances
that these injured natives have made
no complaint? But their uncon-
scious irony aside, how are the Amer-
ican people to know that only 11 were
killed? Reports and rumors of atro-
cities from various sources are abund-
ant, but the secretary of war has as-
siduously suppressed all official in-
formation that did not actually ooze
out. The Smith case itself would
never have been heardof through the
war office had Waller yielded to the
suggestions of his superiors and
pleaded mental irresponsibility. But
he insisted upon defending himself
as having acted under Smith’s or-
ders, and so this one bloody cat got
out of the bag. How many other °
bloody cats are there in that bag?
With this one horrible instance re-
vealed, with the war department sup-
pressing official information about
other cases, with the Senate investi-
gating committee refusing to investi-
gate, is it not a reasonable presump-
tion that the numerous reports of
American atrocities are in the main
true, and: that the Smith case is only
one of & multitude more or less like
it?

One of the most encouraging
things about the army scandals in
the Philippines, and at the same time
one of the sanest suggestions regard-
ing the “honor of the army,” ap-
peared in City and State, of Phila-
delphia, in the issue of July 10. It
is an editorial which declares:

The work of gathering the essential
facts incident tc our Philippine con-
quest will go steadily on. It must be
done, so far as we can see, through
the energy and patience of a few men
—a few citizens who believe that the
real honor of the country can never be
maintained by base means, by cruelty
and suppression of truth, and who be-



228

The Public

lieve, even were it so, that thereisan
honor that must take precedence of
that of the army—to wit, the honor of
the country—and that demands jus-
tice and humanity under all circum-
stances. The army, unless it is to be-
come a dangerous menace to liberty,
as it did in the great world power of
ancient days after Rome had turned
from republic to empire, is but the
servant of the country. In a demoec-
racy proper, to which wars.of conquest
are alien, it should be but a police
force, a guardian against foreign in-
vasion. At all times it should be re-
sponsible to the country for its good
or evil deeds, and so always ready to
have the full light of publicity cast
on its actions. Especially is this true
when the army operates far from our
shores, in a foreign land, and away
from the wholesome restraints.of pub-
lic sentiment. Sober men may well
scent danger in the air if, when this
military steward is called to render
account of his stewardship, the just
and proper requirement is met by con-
cealment, by evasion, or by insolent
refusal to answer the master’s inqui-
ries. But the citizen, the master alike
of military and civil representatives,
will not be so put aside. He will rea-
son fairly: My servant would not so
act if he had done nothing to be
ashamed of. Having done wrong, he
doubtless argues that only can he sus-
tain himself in a false position by pre-
tending to an authority, a right that
is not his. If so, then the time has
come for me to bestir myself. The
master will call for his steward’s
books; he will go over them all; no
page shall be left unturned. How the
steward has spent his lord’s money,
and how he has represented or mis-
represented his lord’s honor and au-
thority, shall he know, completely;
and though evil acts have been done
in the darkness and fancied conceal-
ment of a far country and upon those
too weak to resist the wrong, they
shall all stand out in their ugly naked-
ness in the noontide at home.

A recent decision of the New York
court of appeals holds flatly that
there is no redress for the publica-
tion of a portrait, not libelous, of an-
other person without his consent,
even for the purpose of advertising
the goods of the publisher. The de-
cision was made in an injunction suit
brought by a young woman to pro-
hibit the use by a firm of flour man-
ufacturers of a copy of her photo-
graph as an advertisement. In the
lower court she had won the case,
that court having invented a new
right, which it called “the right of
privacy.” But the highest court of

the state not only denies that there
is such a right in the law, but holds
that if it were adopted as a general
principle it would logically lead to
absurd and oppressive litigation.
As presented, the case does involve
a hardship to the young woman. But
it is doubtless true as the upper court
decided that “the right of privacy,
once established as a legal doctrine,
cannot be confined to the restraint
of the publication of a likeness,” but
must necessarily embrace any unau-
thorized disturbance of personal
privacy even though not an assault
nor a libel. Such a “right” might
raise havoc with other and more im-
portant rights.

At the national meeting of the
turners society, which recently
closed, that body decided to unite
with other bodies throughout the
country in efforts to abolish tax ex-
emptions on church property. The
motion was strongly opposed by dele-
gates from the East, who tried in
vain to make the convention appre-
ciate the position with respect to
taxation of Eastern turners societies.
It seems that in some Eastern states
they, as well as churches, are ex-
empt. Therefore they didn’t want
the churches disturbed. How in-
tensely human! Whether exemp-
tions of churches are right or wrong
made no difference to those patriots,
so long as they also were exempt. It
is this same unrighteous shortsight-
ed spirit in the churches themselves
that makes the unfair exemption of
church property possible. A great
number of small congregations are
willing to support the system be-
cause they get a modicum of finan-
cial benefit out of it. In conse-
quence congregations of enormous
wealth are exempted and an extra
burden of taxation is shifted to
shoulders that ought not to bear it,
those of small and poor congrega-
tions included.

Rapid progress has been made in
the direction of establishing direct
legislation without waiting for legis-
lative action—the system, that is,

which has for some time been in use
in Winetka and which we fully de-
seribed in volume iv., at page 340.
The Detroit common council is one
of the bodies to adopt it. By a unan-
imous vote on the 17th of June that
hody did so by amending its rules.
It inserted the following clause:
Every ordinance granting, amending
or renewing a franchise for a public
utility, which may have passed its
third reading shall, before its final
passage, lie on the table thirty (30)
days from and after the date of said
reading, and, if within that time a
petition signed by 18 members of the
Common Council, or five per cent. of
the qualified voters of the city, as
shown by the last preceding registra-
tion, be filed with the city clerk asking
that such ordinance be submitted toa
vote of the qualified voters of the city,
it shall be so submitted at the next
regular election, and, if a majority of
votes cast at said election favors its
passage, it shall then be put upon its
final passage.
A similar amendment to the rules of
the Chicago common council was in-
troduced on the 8th and referred to
the committee on rules. This plan
has worked admirably in Winnetka.
The demand for direct legislation is
growing more insistent as its mer-
its become better known, and there
is no better way of making them
better known than by this Winnetka
plan, the essence of which is a pledg-
ing of candidates for legislative of-
fice that they will not vote for the
final passage of any kind of law speci-
fied in the pledge until it has been
referred to popular vote and been
approved by the people. The plan
has the advantage of educating the
public to an understanding of direct
legislation and of securing some of
its practical benefits while the proc-

ess of education goes on.

THE GLAMOUR AND THE TRUTE
OF HISTORY.

When Louis Napoleon—iwithwhat
a flare of trumpets!—was fighting
Austria in hehalf of Italian freedom
and unity, there was nothing on the
surface, until the astonishing peace
of Villafranca, to show that his part
in the war was’a sham. Evenat the
time of the peace only a few, like
Mazzini. saw through the causes of
the sudden cessation of hostilities,




