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In his keynote speech at New
Haven on the 11th William J.
Bryan again touched the chord to
which the moral sense of the
American people is certain sooner
or later to respond. Evidences
of that response are even now
not lacking.

Both as sound political princi-
ple and good party tactics Mr.
Bryan lifts aloft the banmner of
elemental democracy, in renewed
challenge of plutocracy to that
world-wide and time-long struggle
between right and wrong, . of
which, as he truly says, questions
of taxation and finance and trusts
and labor are but phases. It is
good party tactics because it tends
to arouse a response that is irre-
sistible; it is sound in political
principle because it is morally
right.

To quote Mr. Bryan himself:
“It is good tactics to strike the en-
emy where he is weakest and tg
use the weapons that are most ef-
fective. The weak point of every
bad policy-is that it sacrifices hu-
man rights to selfish interests, and
to-day to prove its system evil we
only have to show that it violates
that sense of justice that is satis-
fled with nothing less than equal
rights to all and special privileges
to none. The only appeal that is
permanent in its effectiveness and
enduring in its usefulness is the
appeal to conscience; and, while it
may seem weakness to the brutal
and folly to the sordid, it arouses

.a response that is at least irresis-
tible.” So much for policy. As
for principle, we must view every
question, says Mr. Bryan, “from a
moral standpoint and arraign

every evil at the bar of the public
conscience.”

In this keynote speech Mr. Bry-
an has distinguished more clearly
than ever before between the two
great methods of social progress,
the economic and the moral, and
the two human forces out of whose
conflict progress is evolved—self-
ishness and righteousness. Of
the economic method—implied in
the inquiry, Does it pay?—Mr.
Bryan says that it “involves so
much of addition, subtraction,
multiplication and division that
many get lost in a maze of math-
ematics.” That is what makes the
method—good in itself and as true
as the other when accurately
worked out—the favorite one of
the forces’ of selfishness and
greed. It lends itself so easily to

the wiles of the fraudulent. Not |

so with the moral method. As
Mr. Bryan observes, “to say that
‘the wages of sin is death’is to give
an epitome of history thataccords
with each person’s experience.”
About this no one, not even the
simplest, can be long deceived.

Abstract moral principles do
not make appropriate political is-
sues,asarule. But that is because
abstract mocal principles are not
as a rule flouted or ignored. So
long as abstract moral principles
are sincerely recognized as stand-
ards for political conduct, politic-
al issues turn upon concrete de-
tails. But when these standards
are trampled upon, the supreme
political duty of the hour is to lift
them up again. Until they are
lifted up, the battle for righteous
political conduct is bafled by
labyrinthine mazes of commercial
mathematics. If the Amoritish
hosts of privilege are to be de-
stroyed, the sun of righteousness
must stay high over Gibeon while
the battle proceeds. Inraising the
standard of moral principle, there-

fore, as the test for all problems of
public policy, foreign and domes-
tic, Mr. Bryan has proved his su-
perior qualities of statesmanship
and leadership for his time. Your
Hamiltons, and Clays, and Web-
sters are types of great states-
men and leaders in the eras of
commercial mathematics; but
when commercial mathematics
have deadened the social con-
science and turned the language
of righteousness into by-words
and cynical puns, the statesman-
ship of your Hamiltons and
Clays and Websters loses its
virility, and true Jeaders of the
people, like Jefferson, and Lincoln,
and Bryan, come forward to re-
store the moral equilibrium.

We have said that evidences of
this restoration are even now not
lacking. The most notable of

' these signs appeared in the very
city in which Mr. Bryan spoke and
on the same day. Our allusion is
to the New Haven petition to the

"Senate on the subject of the Pana-
ma treaty. This petition is under
the signatures of Theodore S.
Woolsey, professor of interna-
tional law at Yale; Franklin Car-
ter, formerly president of Wil
liams: college; Henry Wade Rog-
ers, dean of the Yale law school;
Frank Sanders, dean of the Yale
divinity school; and Profs. Sumner
and Schwab, of the department of
political economy of Yale. In ad-
dition the signatures of several
prominent citizens of New Haven
are appended. Sanctioned by such
names, the petition is obviously
one of great weight for good or
evil according to the nature of its
request, and in that respect it is
full of encouragement. We quote
its substance as briefly reported
in the press dispatches:

After declaring that there is a rec-
ognized body of laws which ought to

govern the conduct of nations irrespec-
tive of their strength, the petition says

that a belief has arisen in the minds
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of many in this country and abroad

“that in our dealings with the state.

of Colombia we have violated and are
about to violate the rules of interna-
tional law, and that we are adopting
a line of conduct toward that country
which we would not have taken against
a stronger power.” The petition further
says that the fact of Colombia’s com-
parative weakness should make us the
more careful to avoid the suspicion
that we are making an unjust use of
our great power and that the mere ex-
istence of such a suspicion is injurious
to our honor and self-respect. It con-
cludes by saying: ‘We therefore re-
spectfully ask that before final ratifica-
tion of the Hay-Bunau-Varilla treaty
our action in Panama be carefully and
deliberately investigated, to the end not
only that the Republic may dono wrong,
but that its good reputation in-the world,
which ig dearer than any gain of lands
or trade, should suffer no loss.”

One report on the Iroquois thea-
ter fire in Chicago (p. 632) was
made on the 12th. It is the report
of a committee of experts—build-
ers and architects—appointed by
Mayor Harrison to answer the fol-
lowing quesions: (1) What was
the primary cause of the fire? (2)
Why did the fire extend? (3) Why
did it spread to the auditorium?

" (4) What caused the loss of life?
The inquiry by this committee has
been made with evident skill and
care, and the report appears to be
conscientious and candid. Yet
there is a plain minimization of
the fact, which can be proved by
abundant evidence, that the fire
was attended by an explosion 8o
tremendous that it rose in a pillar
of fire-flash through the stage sky-
light to a distance of 70 or 80 feet
above the stage roof. The experts’
report does, indeed, account for
the spread of the fire to the audi-
torium in part by “air pressure
producing friction against brick
wall, due to expansion of air or
gases resulting from burning of
scenery”; but it does not appear to
have considered whether this “ex-
pansion of air or gases”—of suf-
ficient force to break through the
skylight and rise high in the outer
air explosively—may not also have
flashed into the auditorium explo-
sively. Again, in assigning causes
for the deaths, no account appears
to have been taken in this report
of the apparently reasonable sus-

picion that the expanding gases
may possibly have been of such a
character as to suggest the ad-
visability of organizing a supple-
mentary expert committee eom-
posed of chemists. The causes of
death suggested by this report are
panic, asphyxiation, and burning;
and it is implied that these re-
sulted from flame, smoke, and gas
produced by the natural progress
of quick combustion in a confined
place. Yet there is reason for
grave suspicion, at least, that
many of the deaths were caused by
the fumes of an explosion pro-
duced by other causes. This is a
view of the catastrophe that ought
not to be neglected by the coro-
ner’s jury. The facts that give
rise to the suspicion may not lead
to important results, when consid-
ered by experts; but they are
facts, highly significant facts to
the non-technical mind, and their
significance or lack of it ought to
be clearly disclosed by competent
expert witnesses.

Great disasters to civilization
are predicted by the London Spec-
tator as the possible outcome of
the possible discovery that experi-
ments with radium may lead to
the transmutation of metals. As
quoted by a Canadian paper, it
ruminates in this wise:

If it became possible simply and ex-
peditiously to transmute lead and iron
into gold or silver, the basis of our civ-
ilization would disappear. Wealth in
kind would become the only form of
riches. The stores of bullion at the
banks would become simply heaps of
scrap-iron. The great fimancial centers
of the world, which owe their impor-
tance to their gold reserves, would lose
the basis of their preeminence. A sov-
ereign would become no more than a
dishonored bank note, representing, it
is true, a certain amount of labor or
produce, but incapable of realization in
any known value, because the basis of
values had fallen. Banking would come
to an end; reserves of capital would
cease to have any practical meaning;
all forms of investment would cease;
the gold-producing countries, like the
Tranevaal and West Australia, would
be bankrupted; and the elaborate sys-
tem of commerce which mankind has
built up during a thousand years would
crumble about our ears, for there would
be no standard, no little rod, by which
to measure prices.

One must hestitate to deal seri-

ously with that paragraph, it has
so suggestively the flavor of a sat-
ire upon the “gold bug” fanatics.
Yet it may be well, even at the
risk of falling a victim to a
subtle joke, to observe that so
long as there are men todo the
work that they themselves want
done, and no legal obstructions
are interposed between them and
the natural sources of supply nor
between them in their mutual
trading, they will manage to get
along very comfortably though
gold becomes as cheap as dirt.

New York’s genial and eccen-
tric district attorney, William
Travers Jerome, a man-about-
town - turned - reformer - of-other-
folks, who is so suggestive of a pa-
per-bound and slightly reedited
edition of Roosevelt, has blown
through Chicago with the mild cy-
clonic force of a Manhattan gale,
and like ‘a wandering comet bas
left behind him a dizzy dazzle in
the civic atmosphere. If this
rhetoric is lamboyant and mixed
and perhaps incoherent, it is for
that reason all the better adapted
for its descriptive purposes. For a
public character more flamboyant
and mixed and incoheremt than.
Mr. Jerome, it would be difficult to
find anywhere within the gener-
ous covers of “Who’s Who in
America.”

Mr. Jerome is a stickler for en-
fogcement of the law as it is, re-
gardless of whether it is right or
not. Indeed, he is rather con-
temptuous of the idea of rights,as
being youthfully academic. But
he holds that laws must be en:
forced, wherefore he devotes his
energies to the suppression of il-
legal gambling, illegal prostitu-
tion, illegal beer-drinking, etc,
which is all very proper and com-
mendable foranadministrativeof-
ficer as such. Not district attor-
neys, but legislatures, are respon-
sible for the wisdom of laws. Yet
Mr. Jerome, an administrative of-
ficer, confesses to encouraging the
police in brutal crimes against
persons charged with crime; and
this is at least as illegal as deal-
ing faro to men who want it dealt



