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with strange contradictoriness to a
gentle disposition made savage by the
atmosphere of “military honor”
which he has breathed. Listen to
this message of his to that heartbrok-

en mother of his murdered school
mate:

It is in the deepest distress and sor-
row that I address myself to you, to
give you proof of my heartfelt sym-
pathy for the loss-you have sustained
through my action. Be assured thatl
did not act out of hatred or ill will
against your son. It wasmy hardduty
as a soldier. I was obliged to enforce
obedience; and to my bitter regret, fate
directed my steel in this unfortunate
manner. A word of forgiveness from
¥ou, honored madam, would be incom-
parable consolation, for if the mother
forgives no honorably minded person
can continue to bear a grudge.

There you have militarism in the
germ. It has turned a boy of gener-
ous instinets into what is worse than
savagery—a  remorseless  human
mechanism of death. This is what
itis to develop the strenuous military
life. This is what it means to Ameri-
can children, if we go on gathering
them a legacy of “military honor”
to displace the simple code of mor-
ality that was our own inheritance.
Is it not a pretty picture! If there
is anything divine about it, what
could you suggest as an example of
the satanic?

Mr. Bryan has again notified the
“reorganizers” of the Democratic
party that their room is preferable
to their company. His notification
makes good reading for at least two
reasona. Firsd, because it is true in
its summary of facts; second, be-
cause it is wise in political policy. It
was embodied in his speech at Kan-
sa3 City on the R20th, and as tele-
graphed was in these words:

We have had enough of Clevelandism
in the Democratic party. We had four
vears of Cleveland, and after his ad-
ministration was over we found our-
selres weaker than we had ever been
before, because we had been betrayed.
These so-called harmonizers, Cleve-
land and his followers, showed their
nearness to Bepublicanism by desert-
ing us in our hour of greatest need and
supporting the Republican party. The
Democratic party won a great victory
in 1892, which gave our party a great
opportunity; but Grover Cleveland be-
trayed the Democratic party, and as

the Democratic candidate to succeed
him I carried the burden of his admin-
istration through two national cam-
paigns. There was not a plank in'either
platform that was such a detriment to
me in those campaigns as that burden
was. (leveland had the best oppor-
tunity to redeem the Democratic party
ever offered to any man since the time
of Andrew Jackson, but instead of be-
ing true to his party he disgraced him-
self.

We may now expect to see many
editorials in the Republican and the
brevet-Republican papers, snarling
at Bryan as an “irreconcilable.” But
the expanding and improving demo-

cratic sentiment of the country will’

find in Bryan’s words an assurance
that the most effective individual
foree inthe Democraticparty to-dayis
not to be bought out, nor wheedled
over, nor scolded into the plutocratic
camp. Even the deluded followers of
suchleadersasClevelandand Hill will
begin to realize that the Democratic
label is not enough to make a Dem-
ocrat. Democracy means something
more and something different from
what it meant half a century ago.
The fact that a man was a Democrat
when the Democratic party wasa pro-
slavery party js no test of his de-
mocracy now. A new era began with
the campaign of 1896. And regard-
less of one’s economic opinionson the
money question, or his political at-
titude at that time, unless he is in
accord with the spirit of the revolt
then begun against plutocratic influ-
ences and power, he is no democrat
now, even: though he call himself a
Democrat. 1f he is not a democratic-

Democrat he is not wanted either to,

lead the party or to vote withit. His
affiliation with it frightens off dem-
ocratic-Republieans whose faces are
turning toward it from the cave of
bones in which leaders like Hanna
have buried the democratic princi-
ples of Lincoln. '

If Chauncey F. Black, a son of the
old Democratic leader in Pennsyl-
vania, Jeremiah Black, and former-
ly lieutenant governor of that State,
had written a letter bewailing the
“blight of Bryanism” and approving
“reorganization” of the Democratic

party, the Associated Press would
have exploited it, and every Repub-
lican-Democratic paper in the land
would have found room for it. But
as Gov. Black’s letter to the Crescent
Democratic club of Philadelphia at
the celebration of Jefferson’s birth-
day this week had a different story
to tell, it was not “newsy” enongh
for extended publication. Yet the
letter was important, for Gov.
Black is a democratic-Democrat; and
interesting, for he is a clear thinker
and forcible writer. This is his
word to the “reorganizers”:

We read a good deal in Republican
newspapers about a variety of
schemes for the “reorganization” of
the Democratic party. We never see
i connection with these remarkable
projects the names of any regular and
reliable Democrats. The engineers
are all well-known Reépublicans, who
helped, directly or indirectly, to beat
down the Democracy and put the
trusts in power in 1896, and to keep
them in in 1900, They are insignifi-.
cant in numpers. They describe them-
selves as “leaders,” but point to no
followers., Now it strikes me dhat
where a hundred Democrats disagree
in sentiment, and 99 are found on one
side and one only on the other side,
the 99 ought to have their way. But if
besides it appears that the one ob-
stinate fellow is not a Democrat at
all,butan interloping Republican, who
has come back simply to boss matters,
on the ground that at some remote
period he pretemded to be a Democrat,
but deserted at the pinch, the claim
of the 99 just Democrats to run their
own party, as against this self-suffi-
clent agent of the enemy, detailed to
regulate Democratic affairs for the
time being, would seem to be pretty
clear,

Venturing upon political prophecy
Gov. Black has this to say regarding
the action of the next Democratic
convention and its effect upon the
voters of the country:

The Democratic party on the na-
tional field is at present very well and
satisfactorily organized. The masses
who voted its tickets in 1896 and 1900,
are more than content with it, and
have no desire to have it Republican-
jzed or reorganized in ¢he interest of
the trusts. And the plans with that
object in view are pure wind. They
have no substance. There will be no
reorganization. The Democratic na-
tional convention will be Democratic;
it will nominate a Democrat. on a Dem-
ocratic plaiform. He will poll the
Democratic vote, with its naturel in-



36

The Public

e )

Sixth Year -

crease, possibly more, according to
circumstances then existing, and he
may be elected. But with any other
kind of platform or candidate, it is
hard to conceive how, with the most
efficient organization imaginable, and
any amount of money contributed by
special interests concerned, one-third
of the honest Democrats of the coun-
try could be brought to the polls.
Such an experiment would make &
wreck only. less complete and con-
temptible than that of the shameless
Republican side show—the Indianap-
olis sham gold “Democratic” affair of
1896. And that is precisely the result
the “reorganizers” propose to them-
selves and are expected by the Repub-
lican managers to accomplish.

A row in Republican politics in
New York State, between “Boss”
Platt and Gov. Odell, gives occasion
for the announcement of the Demo-
cratic candidacy of David B. Hill. It
is argued that he could carry New
York and would therefore win. But
what if he did win? So long as he
sits comfortably in the hands of the
trusts, a Democratic victory would
be a plutocratic triumph if he were
the candidate.

The Supreme Court of Indiana
has nullified an act of the legizlature
intended for the protection of
workingmen with reference to their
wages. What makes this decision
especially noteworthy is its incom-
patability with court decisions com-
mon everywhere which sustain other
statutes that are as plainly open to
the same objections.

The Indiana statute requires em-
ployers to pay wages weekly, and the'
Indiana court decides that this re-
quirement is destructive of the la-
borer’s freedom of contract. In the
course of the opinion the court says:

The statute places the wage-earners
of the State under quasi guardianship.
It classes them with minors and oth-
er persons under legal disability by
making their contracts void at the
pleasure of a public officer. It tends
to degrade them ae citizens by im-
peaching, their ability to take care of
themselves. It is paternalism. pure
and simple, and in violent conflict with
the liberty and equality theory of our

institutions. Labor is property; it is
exchangeable for food and raiment
and some comforts, and may be
bought and sold, and contracts made
in relation thereto, the same as con-
cerning any other property. The con-
tract prohibited affects employer and
employe alike. If the master can em-
ploy only upon terms of weekly pay-
ment, the workingman can find em-
ployment on no other terms.

Afl that has a fine sound, and would
be perfectly just if laborers were left
really free by our laws and institu-
tions to contract upon equal terms.
But when all necessary opportuni-
ties for the laborer are monopolized
by law, it is the veriest pretense and
twaddle to nullify statutes intended
for his protection, on the ground that
they interfere with his freedom of
contract. Especially is this so when
the same courts uphold usury laws,
which are as clearly obnoxious to the
objection of paternalism. Don’t they

place borrowers “under quasi-guard--

ianship?” Don’t they class borrow-
ers with “minors and other persons
under legal disability by making their
contracts void at the pleasure of a
public officer”? .Don’t they tend to
degrade borrowers as citizens “by
impeaching their ability to take care
of themselves”? Yet usury statutes
are held valid; while statutes to pro-
tect workingmen (whom thelawsfirst
cripple in their contracting power)
from having their pitiful wages
withheld for two weeks and even a
month, are invalidated. What makes
these labor-statute decisions peculiar-
ly contemptible is the hypocritical
complacency judges assume—and
Indiana judges are not alone in this
guilt—that the statutes are preju-
dicial to the laborer, when the obvi-
ous purpose and effect of the decision
is to protect the freedom not of the
helpless laborer to contract but of
greedy employers to oppress.

Flossie—Mamma, didn’t the preacher
say something last Bunday about not
caring what we eat or drink, or what
kind of clothes we wear?

Mamma—Did he? Perhaps I wasn't
paying attention to him.

Flossie—Well, I don't suppose any-
body’d pay much attention to him when
he says things like that!—Puck,

THE NEGRO PROBLEM IN THE
S80UTH.

In a previous editorial bearing
upon this subject (p. 1) we led up
to the conclusion that the Ameri-
can Negro problem can be perman-
ently solved (except by the extinc-
tion of one race or the other) in but
one way: by effective recognition of
equal legal rights, regardless of race
and irrespective of color. Itisonlyin
this democratic fashion that the race
war which now threatens can be
made to give way to race peace, the
race antagonism to race friendship,
the race hostility to mutuality of in-
terests between the races.

Not alone is this the only way in
which the problem can be solved, but
it is the just way of solving it. Let
one call his favorite philosophy utili-
tarian or idealistic, let it be empirical
or transcendental, yet is he forced
all the same to this conclusion. With
reference to the Negro problem, all
philosophic roads lead to this Rome.

But we are not insensible of the
difficulties which individuals in the
Southern states would encounter in
insisting upon so radical a solution,
We have a keen appreciation of the
tremendous obstacles that stand in
their way. Nor do we refer
to obstacles affecting their pe-
cuniary interests and person-
al comfort merely. Brave men never
allow such considerations to control
them. What we refer to is the fact
that a public opinion holds sway over
the whites of the South,which
individual Southerners cannot in-
stantly  overcome. Like pub-
lic opinion everywhere, upon any
subject, and at all times, it cannot
be altered by fiat. It cannot be
altered by the peremptory de-
mand of anyone. It cannot be al-
tered by argument. It is proof even
against superior intelligence. Noth-
ing can alter it but a change of heart
in the social consciousness of the
white inhabitants.

Those Southerners, therefore,
who believe in the democratic solu-
tion of the Negro problem are at a
great disadvantage. Livingin a com-
munity where public opinion is ex-
tremely hostile to it, they are demo-
crate where democracy suffers from
blight. We have much sympathy



