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The Public

into making a characteristic excursion
into the Negro question; but he came
back quickly to the real issue, and in
words which sounded the keynote of
his whole speech, all but the
discord which has been so magnified
by the press, he begged the imperial-
ists to put the “bloody shirt” back
again intoitsgrave. Saidhe:

But do not let us discuss these
questions. We want you to vindi-
cate before the people your policy
toward the Philippines, to exonerate
the American army from the stigma
now resting upon it, and we propose
to hold you to the issue. We will
discuss the South; we will discuss
the Negro; we will discuss carpet-
bag government; we will discuss
anything you want if you will bring
in a bill affecting those questions,
but we are not going to run off after
foxes just now. We are after this
Filipino coon, and we want his hide.

. I think that if Congress
had the authority, sustained by the
Supreme Court, to pass an act for-
bidding any member of either body
ever injecting into debate any dis-
cussion of the civil war or the re-
vival of any of those bitter feelings
of the past, it would be a blessing to
our country.

No decision has yet been made by
the President on the question of the
American breach of neutralityat New
Orleans, nor has any authentic report
of the investigation appeared. But
the general nature of the decision,
should thematter ever come out of the
pigeon hole in which it seems at pres-
ent to be resting, may be surmiced
from an article in the North Ameri-
can Review for May, from the pen of
an official of the etate department.
It is hardly probable that an officer
g0 closely related officially to the ques-
tion under advisement (or at rest)
would have been allowed to publish
an argument upon it in a popular
magazine unless his argument were
in harmony with the views of the
head of his department and the prob-
able decision of the President. Itis
interesting, therefore, to learn that
thie official concludes that the British
mule and horse station at New Or-
leans, and the operations in connec-
tion with it, do not amount to a breach
of American neutrality. Itisalsoin-

teresting to observe that he evades
the vital point at issue. This point
is not whether American citizens may
sell munitions of war to a belligerent,
“in the ordinary course of com-
merce,” which is the point upon which
the state department official places
his emphasis. No one disputes their
right to do that. Nordoesanyone dis-
pute the right of the British to buy
munitions of war in this country, “in
the ordinary course of commerce.”
The question is whether they may es-
tablish on American soil anarmy sup-
ply station for the reception and ship-
ment of munitions of war, not “in the
ordinary course of commerce;” and
whether they may enter an American
port with naval transports and anchor
there while theyload those war vessels
with munitions of war, “not in the
ordinary course of commerce.” On
that question the state department
official is silent. Will the state de-
partment, the law department, and
the President also be eilent on that
point? At any rate,thelegislatureof
Louisiana is not. A concurrent reso-
lution passed both houseson the13th,
fullysustaining Gov. Heard in his pro-
test to the President, and urging him
“to take any such furthersteps, con-
formable to law, as in his judgment
may be necessary to establish and
maintain in this state obedience to
the law of nations and respect for the
treatiee of the United States.” Here
is an earnest that, in at least onestate
of this Union, the merry dollar is not
the advance agent of that “Destiny
which determines Duty.”

The supreme court of the District
of Columbia, through Judge Bradley,
has made a group of gratifying deci-
sions on the subject of second-class
postal matter, a subject to which we
have heretofore had occasion to re-
fer at length in terms of criticism
(vol. iv., pp. 596, 628, 643) of the
postal law, the postal regulatione and
the post office department. Thecourt
has by these decisions restored to sec-
ond-class privileges some of the pub-
lications which the department had
excluded, and has issued injunctions

restraining the exclusion of others
which the department had threat-
ened. Judge Bradley bases the de-
cisions upon the ground that the post
office department cannot legislate un-
der the guise of making rulesand reg-
ulations. It cannot exclude publica-
tions bya ruling, which Congress does
not exclude by, law. This principleis
so simple, so sound and so obvious,
if government by law and not by bu-
reaus is to prevail, that it is incon-
ceivable that a public officer should
ever have questioned it. Yet it was
questioned, or else deliberately de-
fied, by the postmaster general whem
hemaderulings—now reversed by the

‘supreme court of the District — for

which his department had vainly
sought thesanctionof Congress. Con-
gress having refused to amend the
law as he desired, he proceeded to
amend it himself. This hasnow been
stopped by the interpretation of the
courts of the District.

The Postal Progress league, of
which James L. Cowles, of Farming-
ton, Conn., is secretary, proposes to
settle all questions regarding second-
class mail matter in the only fair way.
This league suggests two classes, and
only two classes of matter—letters
and parcels—to be carried on the
basis of cost. The second, or parcel
class, would include periodicals; and
‘as the charge would be based upon
cost of service, the only just arrange-
ment, there could be no discrimina-
tion euch as now prevails, nor any
danger of the censorship of new or
small papers which isnow threatened.
From the biggest daily to the small-
est weekly, every publication would
be equal before the postallaw. Ifthe
established rates would not pay, the
necessary increase would be assessed
pro rata, as it should be. Deficits
would not then be reduced by exclud-
ing from equal mailing rights papers
that were distasteful to the adminis-
tration.

Whenever the post office depart-
ment has given reasons forits crusade
againstunwelcome publications,it hae



