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‘The suggestion of Gen. Nelson

A. Miles as the Democratic candi-
date for President, a suggestion
which is now echoed from many
sources with more or less dis-
tinctness, is very far from being
the worst that might be made. In
fact, it seems at first blush to be
among the best, if indeed it is not
the very best.

Since William J. Bryan is polit-
ically dead, buried, epitaphed and
forgotten, there is something pusz-
zling about the consternation his
declaration of political policy has
created among the plutocratic pol-
iticians and newspapers of both
parties who have killed, buried,
epitaphed and forgotten him.
The fact of the consternation isin-
disputable. The plutocratic pa-
pers ring with evidences of it.
Just as the hungry Democratic
politicians and the grasping cap-
tains of industry were reorganiz-
ing the Democratic masses and
classes for another grand bunko

" fight for the DPresidency. com-
misariated with Wallstreet money
duly bargained for, Bryan “kicks
up a rumpus” by demanding the
re-adoption of the essential prin-
ciples of the Kansas City plat-
form. Now, how can a dead man
kick up a rumpus? Has Bryan's
ghost done it, as the ghost of
Hamlet’s father did, by exposing
the Denmarkian rottennes of
the reorganization? Or is Bryan,
after all, not dead, buried, epi-
taphed and forgotten, but still a
great power with the common
people? Either hypothesis would
explain the rumpus Bryan has
made. But could anythingelse?

The report of the trustees of

the Tuskegee Normal and Indus-
trial Institute, of which Booker T.
Washington is the head and per-
sonification, declares that the
chief need of the Negroes of
the South is “for teachers or lead-
ers who will not only teach in the
ordinary manner, but who will
cmphasize the dignity of labor,”
ete. But nothing is'said of the
need of emphasizing the fun-
damental rights of laberers,
namely their right to natural
opportunities and their right to
the full value of their produc-
tions. Dignity of labor and ex-
ploitation of laborers are incom-
patible things. So long as our
institutions allow laborers to be
exploited, just so long shall we
have to plead for a recognition of
the dignity of labor, and plead iy
vain. The very classes that are
most insistent verbally upon the
dignity of labor are least insistent
practically upon getting their
share of this dignity. Give them
the products of labor and they
care not who has its dignity. So
long as this is so, the Negroes of
the Sonth cannot be truly im-
pressed with the dignity of labor.
While they observe that it is not
the man who labors, but the one
who lives in luxury upon the labor
«of others, who is respected and
honored—and the greater his un-
earned income the greater the re-
spect and honor—how can they
really believe that there is dignity
in labor? With their native cour-
tesy they may reply, “Das so! I
reckon das so!” but in their hearts
they must feel like exclaiming,
“G’way, chile! G'way!”

Most of the talk about “the dig-
nity of labor” is mere mockery. It
is like that other phrase, now so
common in plutocratic circles.
about “liberty to work.” In truth,
labor is dignified, in the nature of
things: but it is not dignified in

the estimation of society. That

society does dignify it is the un-
truth to which our plutocracy
tries to give currency as truth.
They want a contented menial
class upon whose labor they may
luxuriously live, and this is one of
the little confidence games they
play upon the unsophisticated. In
truth, also, liberty to work is an
inherent right. But that is not
what the plutocrats and their par-
asites, clerical and lay, mean
when they talk of “liberty to
work.” All they mean is that
trade union rules must not be al-
lowed to obstruct liberty to work;
they do not object to the obstruc-
tions of monopolistic laws. It is
simply a case of whose ox is gored.
If it is “my ox,” then “liberty to
work” is an obvious right; but if
it is “your ox,” then the principle
of liberty to work raises very com-
plex questions which, though they
may be solved some ages hence,
“through much pain and suffer-
ing,” are only academic now!

The verdict of the coromer’s jury
on the Iroquois theater disaster
(p. 660) js remarkable both for its
findings and its failures to find. -
It holds several city officials re-
sponsible for the disaster, and in-
cludes Mayor Harrison because
“he has shown a lamentable lack
of force in his efforts to shirk re-
sponsibility,” and “following this
weak course has given Chicago in-
efficient service, which makes such
calamities as the Iroquois theater
horror a menace until the public
service is purified of incompe-
tents.” Accordingly the jury rec-
ommends that Mayor Harrison
“be held to the grand jury until
discharged by due course of law.”
The Mayor was arrested and held
in $5,000 bail; but,very properlyas
it seems upon the face of the mat-
ter, has been exonerated by Judge
Tuthill in habeas corpus pro-
ceedings.  Others recommend-

ed for grand jury action and



