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Additional evidence of post-elec-
tion prosperity is furnished by the
record of Standard Oil trust stock.
The price jumped on the 22d from
$720 a share to $741. Andsince then
$800 has been vainly offered for 500
shares to be delivered in January.
Who says there is no prosperity?

The press of the country is now
publishing the statement that 13,000,-
000,000 hen’s eggs have been laid
during the year 1900. If the repub-
lican national committee had got hold
of this fact before the election there
is no telling what McKinley’s major-
ity might have been.

In an encyclical issued on the 1st,
Pope Leo is reported as saying that
“the world has heard enough of the
so-called ‘rights of man; let it hear
something of the ‘rights of God.””
But it is through acknowledging the
rights of man that men recognize the
rights of God. We are just to God
in so far as we are just to men. “Inas-
much as ye have done it unto one of
the least of these my brethren, ye have
done it unto me.”

By its vote of 19 to 10 in favor of
public as against private sessions of
the Cuban constitutional convention,
that body gives earnest of a de-
termination to avoid the snares that
are being laid to deprive Cuba of inde-
pendence. Since the proceedings of
the convention are to be open to con-
tinual public observation and eriti-
cism, trickery in the interest of “the
better classes” will not be so easy.
This decision of the convention gives
reason for hope that, in spite of all ef-
forts to prevent it, the constitution

to be framed will be submited for ap-
proval to the people of Cuba.

There is grim significance in the
news item from Manila that “the mil-
itary courtsare now returning numer-
ous death sentences upon natives.”
Though the item is so worded as to
make an impression that these sen-
tences are imposed for crimes, the fact
that “arson” and “murder” are speci-
fied, is suspicious. What in time of
peace is arson may in time of war be
an act of military necessity, while
murder in peace may be justifiable
homicide in war; and when our mili-
tary tribunals in the Philippines im-
pose numerous sentences of death for
arson and murder, one must not be
blamed for suspecting that these pro-
ceedings are possibly covers for pun-
ishing prisoners of war for acts of war.

By reference to the treasury sta-
tistics (for latest summary see page
522) it appears that this country,
since the foundation of the govern-
ment, has exported—merchandise,
gold and silver, all told—the
enormous sum, in excess of what it has

imported, of $5,206,153,753. And to

that fact protectionists point with
pride,calling theexcessour “favorable
balance of trade.” But why? How
can the outgo from a country, amount-
ing in a period of upwards of
a hundred years to over five bil-
lion dollars more than the income
during the same period—how can
that excess be regarded as favorable?
Are weliving in a looking glass, where
everything is reversed? '

"That Baptist clergyman who com-
plained at a ministers’ meeting in
Chicago that a large proportion of
church members care more for pleas-
ure than for the salvation of their own
souls, and that they go to church as
a matter of respectability rather than

for spiritual benefit, has ample basis
for his complaint. But this is not al-
togethet the fault of church mem-
bers. If the church, while assuming
to be an exponent of Christianity, has
really come to be little better than a
weekly social club, it is because the
Christian spirit has been corrupted
out of it. And the idea that the great
object in life for every man is to save
his own soul has had not a little to
do in promoting the corrupting proc-
ess. In the preaching of thisideal of .
sublimated selfishness the profound
truth that he who would save his soul
must lose it for his brother’s sake has
been ignored.

“Be not disturbed! There is no
danger from empire; there is no fear
for the republic.” These were the
soothing words with which President
McKinley, at the Union league ban-
quet in Philadelphia, where he was
the guest of honor, closed a speech in
which he advocated “a beneficent gov-
ernment” in the Philippines “under
American sovereignty.” It is re-
markable that in the selection of a
preposition Mr. McKinley implied
only that empire though at hand is
not dangerous. It was not dan;ger
“of” empire about which he reassured,
his audience, but danger “from” em-
pire. This, however, may well have
been a slip of speech; a significan slip,
but nevertheless only a verbal acci-
dent. But there was no slip in hisad-
vocacy of a government in the Philip-
pines “under American sovereignty.”
And that in itself would be empire.
When the American republic delib-
erately proceeds to the permanent
government of peoples who, though
under our sovereignty, are not and are
not allowed to be of our nation, this
republic becomes an empire, no matter
how beneficent the paternal govern-
ment it confers. That was the way
Rome became an empire. That is
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what makes Great Britain an empire.
That will make us an empire. These
soothing words of McKinley sound
like echoes from the speeches of “pa-
triotic” orators of the dead and'buried
republics of antiquity, at the period
- of transition from republicanism to
imperialism. They are the republic-
an sugar that coats the imperial pill.

The franchise-owning corporations
of Illinois were startled last week by
a court decision which the Chicago
public school teachers have procured
in the course of their crusade for the
enforcement of the state laiw for the
taxation of corporate franchise values.
Attention was called in these col-
umus last spring (No. 105, page 2)
to that crusade. The public authori-
ties of Chicago had announced earlier
in the year, that for lack of funds the
public schools must close early, and
the already low salaries of the teach-
ers must be cut. The teachers were
by this announcement brought to-
gether in an organization, and two of
their number, Miss Catharine Goggin
and Miss Margaret A. Haley, were
employed by them to find out why the
supply of money for school purposes
was inadequate, and to take measures
to remedy the restricted condition of
the public revenue if such measures
were possible. These ladies were not
long ‘in discovering that the law re-
garding the {axation of corporate
franchises and stock had been gross-
ly, persistently and shamelessly vio-
lated by the state board of equaliza-
tion, and they instituted legal pro-
ceedings to compel the board to do
its duty in that connection. In
this they have been so far successful
as to secure from the court of first
resort a decision against the board,
which, though not conclusive, has
frightened its members and greatly
excited the owners of street franchises
in Chicago.

The legal proceedingsin which this
decision was rendered were begun by
a mandamus petition praying that
the state board of equalization be
compelled to tax the value of corpora-

tion ‘franchises by taxing the differ-
ence between the assessed value of
their tangible property and the fair
cash value of their capital stock.
"This is required by the law, which di-
rects the board to adopt rules for as-
certaining the fair cash value of such
stock. In accordance with that direc-
tion a rule was adopted by the board
in 1873. By that rule the market
value of the shares of capital stock of
a corporation and the market value
of its indebtedness are to be added to-
gether, and from this sum the ‘as-
sessed value of its tangible stock is to
be deducted, the balance being taken
to be the taxable capital stock. But
this rule has never been observed; and
on the value of their franchises, as in-
dicated by the excess in market value

of their stock over the assessed value

of their tangible property, the cor-
porations have escaped taxation.

Withoutattempting fully toaccount
for this manifest delinquency of the
state board of equalization, it may
be suggested that the fact that mem-
bers of such boards enjoy railroad
favors and are not infrequently
retained as railroad lawyers—by
“general  retainer”—possibly has
something to do with it. But be
the explanation what it may, this
board has steadily mneglected to
obey the law regarding the taxation
of franchise values, and when the Chi-
cago school teachers began their
mandamus proceedings, it filed a de-
murrer to the petition, its principal
point being that the board is a judi-
cial body and cannot be coerced by the
courts. At first, the board and the
corporations, confident of the legal
soundness of this objection to the
mandamus proceedings, were inclined
to be cynical. But they were deeply
stirred when, on the 21st, the court
overruled their demurrer. That made
it necessary for them to come to an
issue upon the facts, which they have
now done by filing an answer to the
petition. The question of law hav-
ing been decided against them, and
there being no real dispute about the
facts, the corporations will have to

submit to taxation upon their fran-
chise values, as indicated by the mar-
ket value of their stock, unless at last
the supreme court of the state shall
reverse the principle of the decision
which has just been rendered. Thus
far the school teachers, who are now
targets for the venomous wit of rail-
road lawyers and the animadversions
of monopoly newspapers, have come
out ahead: Their public ‘spirit is
worthy of all commendation.

One of the Chicago papers attacks
the work of the school teachers in re-
markable fashion. While admit-
ting that the board of equalization has
been derelict regarding the taxation
of corporate franchises, it advances
the astonishing proposition that “the
fight to enforce on the members of
the board an adequate sense of their
duties belongs with those citizens who
pay taxes, not to the class who derive
their support from the tax payers.”
As if publie school teachers were tax
eaters and not tax payers! On the
contrary, these people give full value
in their work for their salaries. They
are not tax eaters. DBut they aretax
payers. The fact that they pay their
taxes indirectly in higher rents for
the houses they live in, and higher
prices for the goods they consume,
does not take them out of the tax-pay-
ingelass. Ifwewouldfindaclass that
pays no taxes, we should look not for
those who, like school teachers, are
commonly esteemed non-tax payers,
but for those who, like franchise own-
ers and land monopolists, deceptively
classify themselves as tax payers. The-
latter get from the public, without
rendering any equivalent, much more
than they pay in taxes. Instead of
being tax payers, they are in reality
tax collectors, who keep most of what.
they collect.

At the convention of the national
irrigation congress, held in Chicago
last week, resolutions asking congres-
sional appropriations for the irriga-
tion of arid lands were adopted, in
which the following clause appears:

That water of all streams should
forever remain subject to public con-
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trol, and the right to use water for
irrigation should inhere in the land
irrigated, and its beneficial use be the
basis, the measure, and the limit of
the. right.

Exactly what that means is not very
clear. It reads as if it were intended
- to pacify objectors who see in the agi-
tation for reclaiming arid lands a
grand scheme in‘aid of land monop-
" oly. But there is really no guarantee
in it against monopolization of the
benefits of irrigation through monop-
oly of land. If the right to the use of
water for irrigation is to “inhere in
the land irrigated,” the benefit will
certainly not go to the users. It will
go to the owners. Inrent or price the
grabbers of arid land will take from
users the pecuniary benefits of con-
gressional irrigation. Is this what
the irrigating congressintended?

Gov. Rooscvelt’s decision in the
New York ice trust case makes anoth-
er exhibition of this swashbuckling
demagogue in his true character. He
decides that there is no case against
the democratic mayor of New York,
and so dismisses the charges. Yet up-
on the stump, during the campaign,
he never lost an opportunity to imply
that Mayor Van Wyck’s connection
with the ice trust was in gross viola-
tion of official duty.

One of Mr. McKinley’s most ardent
supporters, Charles R. Flint, under-
stands the significance of the election
in one respect, and makes no secret of
his apinion. Ina paper which heread
at Mont Clair, N. J., on the 23d, Mr.
Flint assured his auditors that the
trusts have come to stay. He added:

That fact was settled in our recent
presidential election. The justice and
wisdom of combination in business, the
‘“trust,” was as distinct an issue as the
single standard, and it was as unflinch-
ingly ratified by the people.

Mr. Flint is clearly right in his as-
sumption that McKinley represented
the trust side of the trust issue. But
it remains to be seen whether Mr. Me-
Kinley and the coterie of trust finan-
ciers that surrounds him, can fasten
the trust system perpetually upon
this country. Issues like that are not
settled by one presidential election.

It is still part of the issue between
plutocracy and democracy, part of the
conflict between the plundering
classes, on one hand, whom Mr. Mc-
Kinley represents and of whom Flint
is a type, and “Bryanism” on the oth-
er. When the people open their eyes
ta the radical difference between com-
petitive enterprise, whether on a
small scale or a large one, and the
monopoly of natural resources and
highway rights, which constitutes the
basis of trusts, the Flints and the Mec-
Kinlevs may awake to a realizatior
of the fact that their beloved system
of trusts has not receiveda final popu-
lar indorsement.

If the McKinley republicans were
at all sensitive they would be ashamed
of the speeches their orators made in
the campaign about the New Yorkice
trust. This trust was thrust forward
repeatedly as evidence of the willing-
ness of democrats, despite their
clamor against trusts, to profit
by them. No weight should
have been given to that, for the ques-
tion was and is not who profits by
trusts, but whether trusts are wrong.
But the republicans thought it good
politics to divert attention from the
real question by this little side play.
Yet the facts now disclosed show that
the New York ice trust was, from top
to bottom, a republican affair. The
democratic mayor had nothing to do
with it as a trust. He had bought
stock in the ice company, and nothing
more. But the officers were repub-
licans. Some of them were leading
republicans. And the sole basis of the
organization as a trust—namely, its
dock monopoly—had been granted,
not by the present democratic admin-
istration of the city, but under the
administration of the republican
Mayor Strong.

At the National Good Roads con-
vention, which met in Chicago last
week, Mr. H. H. Gross, the road ex-
pert of the United States department
of agriculture, read a paper in which
he stated that—

the influence of hard roads wupon
farm property is to add five dollars

in value for every one dollar spent on
the roads.

Coming, as that statement does, from
a federal official, who may be sup-
posed to speak with a sense of responsi-
bility, it is highly suggestive of the
sources from which the expense of
road building should: be drawn. If
one dollar’s worth .of road building
adds five dollars to the value of adja-
cent property, then it is clear that the
adjacent property ought to bear the
entire expense. Five dollars for one
should be good enough profit for any-
body’s investment. Yet the conven-
tion before which that paper wasread
passed resolutions urging congress to
appropriate $150,000 for good roads
purposes. In other words, it asked
congress to spend $150,000 out of
a common treasury for the purpose of
adding $750,000 to the value of a cer-
tain class of private property!

By all means let us have good roads.
We cannot have too many, nor can
they be too good. Butlet usnot allow
this most excellent reform to be
turned into another method for en-
riching some property owners at the
expense of the general public. Good
roads, like good streets, do enhance
the value of neighboring landed prop-
erty. They enhance the value of
nothing else. They financially bene-
fit no one but the owners of this prop-
erty. Of course, they are a_.common
convenience. But those who enjoy
the convenience they offer pay for it
in indirect ways, and the pay ulti-
mately reaches the pockets of the ad-
jacent property owners. Let the
property owners, then, and not the
general public, pay for making and
maintaining the roads. This is de-
manded by every principle of common
honesty.

Gov. Thomas, of Colorado, has the
sympathy and should have the active
encouragement and support of all law-
abiding people in his efforts to bring
the lynching mob of Lincoln county
to justice. He has ordered the sheriff
of that county to arrest the men who
took the young negro from lawful cus-
tody and burned him at the stake, and
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has directed the attorney general to
assist in prosecuting them. The au-
thorities of Colorado have no easy job
before them in this attempt the gov-
ernor is making to vindicate the maj-
esty of the law against these fiendish
lynchers. A perverted public senti-
ment in the county where the lynch-
ing crime was committed may make it
exceedingly difficult if not impossi-
ble to secure convictions. For that
reason there should be such an unre-
strained expression of opinion against
the lynching, and against the people
of any community who will allow so
grave a crime to go unpunished, that
no jury in Lincoln county could be
found to acquit any of the lynchers
whose participation in the outrage is
legally proved. -Nothing could be
more wholesome in its bearing upon
the race problem than the conviction
and full punishment for murder of
some of the leaders in a negro lynch-
ing. It will be to the lasting honor of
Colorado to set the example.

The echo of a familiar sound comes
back to this country from London. A
distinguished member of parliament,
Sir Howard Vincent, who is also hon-
orary secretary of the United Empire
Trade league, proclaims the desire of
his league to compel American man-
ufacturers to contribute annually sev-
eral millions sterling to the British
exchequer, by means of a protective
tariff. “Preferential duties would
help us tremendously,” he says; “they
would make you Americans pay some-
thing for the use of our rich markets.
You charge us about 40 per cent. ad-
valorem for the privilege of selling
our goods in America, and we commit
an egregrious folly in admitting your
goods free of duty.”

Sir Howard’s words read like Me-
Kinleyism translated into British.
Here isall the familiar nonsense about
charging foreigners for the privilege
of markets. Foreigners do not pay
for market privileges. Those priv-
ileges, when there is a charge for them,
are paid for by the home buyers. By
imposing a tariff of 40 per cent. upon

British goods sold in Amgrica, we of
this country thereby increase the
price of those goods to American
buyers; for competition would com-
pel the English to sell them to our
people for less if it were not for the
tariff. Precisely so, if the English im-
pose a tariff upon American goods,
will English buyers of those goods
have to pay that tariff. There is some-
thing spectacular in the egregious

folly of full grown men who think-

that tax duties upon foreign goods are
borne by the foreign seller mstead of
the domestic consumer.

HENRY GEORGE, DEMOORAT.
L

“Whenever you call a man a dem-
ocrat,” once observed a shrewd Texan
negro, “you always want to specify
the brand; because there are more dif-
ferent klnds than of any other cattle,
and they don’t all herd.”

It was a wise bit of political philos-
ophy.
democracy all the way from the “hail
fellow” species at one extreme to the
exclusive order at the other, with a
great diversity of types between.

The exclusive species of democracy
is described by persons acquainted
with it as most delightful. It flourish-
es at its best in England. Within the
charmed sphere of the British aris-
tocracy the democratic spirit is said
to be all-pervasive. Wealth distine-

tion cuts no figure. Evenancient lin-

eage and superior titles are upon the
common level in this holy of holies,
where all who are considered fit to en-
ter at all are considered equally fit.
The ideal is equality of rights, regard-
less of every superficial distinction.
But to the British aristocracy, who-
ever is outside is “canaille,” having no
rights except such as the law happens
to secure.

Somewhat similar is the democ-
racy of our own southern states.
Purer democracy, as far as it goes, one
could hardly wish for or expect to
find. But its fraternal principles do
not extend to the negro race. Within
their own circles southern whites
cling to the equality doctrine of the
declaration of independence with a
devotion and apply it with a fidelity
that excite admiration until one dis-

Democrats vary in their.

covers how exclusive they are. Yet
thisexclusivenessisnot a consciousex-
ceptiontodemocratic principles. It is
an expression of a more or less sub-
conscious conviction—an inheritance
from the slavery regime—that the ne-
gro is not a man:

Within their narrow limits, exclu-
sive types of democracy are democrat-
ic to the core; but the “hail fellow”
variety, which is at the farther ex-
treme and is most common in the
northern states of this country, is
nothing but veneer—a wretched coun-
terfeit of democracy. Though its
devotees are condescending good fel-
lows with men who are regarded asin-
ferior, and bumptiously obtrusive
with those who are recognized as su-
perior, they are champions of no-
body’s rights as rights, not even of
their own. To the democratic prin-
ciple of equality of rights among
men, with its correlative duties, they
are utterly indifferent.

From these two extremes there is'a
gradation of variety in democracy
to that perfect type which acknowl-
edges as within the scope of its fra-
ternal principles the whole® human
race, regardless of all distinctions. Of
that order of democracy Henry
George stood preeminent as a rep-
resentative.-

Not that George alone adopted the
true democratic ideal. The roll is a
long one of the men who have done
that. But George did more. He not
only made this his ideal of democracy,
but he pointed out the way, the only
way, in which that ideal can be real-
ized. To the desire for democracy
he married the know-how. To that
intense love for justice, which is the
essence of democracy, he united that
political and economic wisdom where-
by alone justice can be secured.
Thereby he developed democracy
from a nebular sentiment into a so-
cial force. It is this that makes him
preeminent as a democrat.

1L

The story of the life of such a man
cannot fail to interest democrats of
cvery grade; especially in times like
these, when the nobler ideals of de-
mocracy are boldly challenged even
in countries where the democratic
movement has made its greatest ad-
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vances. And right well is that story
told by George’s son, upon whom has
fallen the congenial task of telling
it.*

In this biography there is no at-
tempt at philosophizing. George’s
place in history is left, without a plea,
to the critics who are yet to deal with
his work. There is nothing fulsome
where much in that way might be for-
given. Nor is there any affectation.
The story is told as unreservedly, as
simply and as candidly as if it had
come from the pen of a stranger, yet
with an evident warmth of affection
which testifies no less to the loyalty of
a devoted disciple than to the persqn-
al respect and love of a son and com-
panion. It comes up to the full
measure of the publishers’ estimate,
who describe the book as “a strong,
dignified and impressive record of one
of the most extraordinary men our
country has produced.”

So well has the younger George
performed the delicate task of writing
his eminent father’s biography, that
while his book, together with the
writings of George himself, furnishes
all the material future historians will
need to account for this great
democrat and to assign him his true
place in the intellectual development
of the race, it also lays before the
reader a biographical narrative of ex-
ceptional human interest and of pe-
culiarly American flavor.

III.

Henry George was horn in Phila-
delphia, of Scottish-American and
Anglo-American ancestry, on the 2nd
of September, 1839, when the aboli-
tion agitation was beginning to ex-
cite that rancorous discussion which
culminated in the civil war and the
extinction of chattel slavery.

Though his parents were in mod-
rately comfortable circumstances, his
school education was cut off early by
his own ambition to get out into the
world. At less than 14 years of age,
when he had been in the high school
only five months, he .induced his
father to let him go to work. Becom-
ing first an errand boy in a Philadel-
phia crockery house, he afterward ob-
tained a clerkship with a marine ad-
juster, and two years later, at the age

* The Life of Henry George, by his son,
Henry George, Jr. New York: Double-
day & McClure Company. Price $1.50.

of 16, went to sea, makinga voyage
around the world in a sailing vessel
before the mast. After 14 months of
a sailor’s life, he became a type-setter
in a Philadelphia printing office. But
that employment he soon abandoned
for a trip to Boston as able seaman
on a topsail schooner loaded with
coal; and after repeated failures he
secured sufficient influence to get him
a berth as ship’s steward on a United
States lighthouse steamer bound for
San Francisco, on which he sailed
through the Golden Gate in 1858, a
youth of 19, with but little means
and no prospect of employment.

At this time there was a gold dig-
ging craze in the Frazer river valley,
and George joined the procession of
gold seekers, working his way from
San Francisco as a sailor. But his
hopes of wealth were disappointed.
Within a few months he returned to
San Francisco “dead broke.”

Then followed a fluctuating experi-
ence.

Now he was a compositor in a
printing house, from which he was
driven for lack of work. Then he be-
came a weigher in a rice mill, which
soon after closed down. As a “hobo”
he tramped toward the California
gold diggings, but was unable to
reach them. Once more as a compos-
itor, at boys’ pay on a San Francisco
weekly, he rose to the foremanship.
Forced out of that by a change of
owners he formed a partnership with
some San Francisco printers for the
publication of an evening paper; but
the introduction into San Francisco
at that time of telegraphic news con-
trolled by a monopoly, deprived the
young paper of all possibility of
competition, and it went down.

At this crisis in his career, and with
but a single coin to his name, George
married a young woman no richer
than himself. They removed to Sac-
ramento, where he had obtained pre-
carious work as a “sub” compositor
on a daily paper, and there their eld-
est child, the author of the biography,
was born. An altercation with the
foreman of the composing room cul-
minated in George’s discharge, and
he returned with his little family to
San Francisco.

Here his hattle with poverty was
renewed, continuing until it reached

the extreme and drove him to the
verge of despair. He canvassed for
newspaper subscribers on commis-
sion. He tried to sell clothes
wringers from house to house.
He set type at odd intervals as
opportunity offered, sometimes fail-
ing to get his pay for work done. He
started a. job printing office with two
friends, which proved so profitless
that he had to abandon it. When
his poverty was at its worst, his
second child—Richard F. George,
the sculptor—waseborn.  So great
had the deprivations of the fam-
ily been that the boy came into
the world starving, and George des--
perately went upon the street deter-
mined to get money from the first
man whose appearance might indi-
cate that he had any to give. Fortun-
ately the first wayfarer of that de-
scription was a modern Samaritan
who believed George’s story, and,
feeling for his distress, gave him the
five dollars he demanded. Telling of
this experience years afterward, to il-
lustrate his belief that criminal ac-
tions are attributable rather to en-
vironment than to wicked natures,
George said that if this man had not
given him the money, he believed he
was desperate enough to have killed
him. ’

But brighter deys were at hand.

George got more profitable work at
his trade as a printer and bégan to
study and practice writing. Hisfirst -
serious attempt at gomposition, a bit
of personal introspection in the form
of an essay on the profitable employ-
ment of time, was prophetic of the
powers he subsequently developed as
a profound thinker, close reasoner
and forcible and charming writer.
That was in the sprihg of 1865, when
he was 26 years of age.

Soon afterward he wrote “A Plea
for the Supernatural,”” which was
published in the Californian, to
which Bret Harte and Mark Twain
were the star contributors, and was
republished in a Boston periodical.

Upon Lincoln’s assassination he
sent to the Alta Californian an in-
tensely dramatic essay on this great
murder, which appeared with the
announcement that it was from the
pen of one of the paper’s printers.
Upon the strength of that composi-
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tion the editor of the Alta Californian
brought George down from the com-
posing room to a reporter’s desk.
While working as a reporter
George wrote for his paper a “letter
to the editor” on Lincoln’s character,
which,. to liis surprise and gratifica-
tion, appeared the next day not as an
irresponsible communication, but as
the leading editorial. Although he
did some type-setting after that, his
career as a journalist had now begun.
In 1867 he became managing editor of
the San FranciscqTimes. In 1868 he
was for a short time managing editor
of the San Franciseo Chronicle, which
he left because De Young’s policy
was repugnant to him, going east
as the agent for an independent

news association. He was editor

of the Oakland Transcript in 1869
and of the Sacramento Reporter in
1870, leaving the latter because the
railroad interests bought it, and he
was given the option of quitting the
paper or ‘editorially supporting rail-
road monopoly.

At intervals meanwhile he had
contributed important articles to
other papers and magazines, includ-

"ing among the former the New York
Tribune. Under the managing ed-
itorship of John Russell Young, the
Tribune engaged him to write up the
new transcontinental railroad and
the country through which it passed,
but under the editorship of Whitelaw

. Reid his letters on this subject were
suppressed.

His most 1mportant production at
this period appedred in the October
number, 1868, of Bret Harte’s “Over-
land Monthly.” It was entitled
“What the Railroad Will Bring Us,”
and is especially remarkable now for
the accuracy of its prediction as to the
future of Califonnia.

George’s observations of the tele-
graphic monopoly of the east, and the
tendency to land concentration on
the Pacific coast, inspired him with a
desire to get into the legislature for
the purpose of trying to check these
evils. He had been a republican pro-
tectionist until a protection speech
he listened to made him a free trader,
after which he affiliated with the dem-
ocratic party. To this party, there-
fore, he applied for a legislative nom-
ination. But the party machine re-

fused because he would not pay an as-
sessment.

At a subsequent election he was
nominated but defeated, the railroad
interests, whith he had opposed even
at the risk of his livelihaod, making
himanespecialmark of their hostility.

. Several years afterward he was a
candidate for delegate to the Califor-
nia constitutional convention. The
candidacy was self-announced, his ob-
ject being to put himself in a position
to urge the land and tax reform which
he was then. developing and with
which his name is now irrevocably as-
sociated. Both the democratic party
and the workingmen’s party, under
the leadership of Denis Kearney,
nominated him after his announce-
ment; and he would certainly have
been elected but for his refusal to sub-
mit to Kearney’s dictation. Asked at
the workingmen’s ratification meet-
ing to subscribe to the party platform
and acknowledge Kearney’s leader-
ship, he replied that he would ac-
knowledge no man as leader to do his
thinking for him, and that, as there
were some planks in the platform to
which he did not agree, he would op-
pose them. His speech in which he
took this ground and declared that he
would receive the nomination as a
free man or not at all, was greeted
with hisses and the Kearney nomina-
tion was revoked. At the election,
having only the democratic nomina-
tion, he was defeated, though he led
the ticket.

Meanwhile, in 1872 he attended the
national democratic convention as a
delegate, and was the member from
California of the committee appoint-
ed to notify Horace Greeley of his
nomination for the presidency.

At that time George was the editor
and part proprietor of a new paper,

.the San Francisco Evening Post,

which, under his editorship, was an
aggressive and successful people’s
paper. Butin an evil hour the paper
borrowed money of Senator John P.
Jones for the purpose of enlarging its
plant. This was upon the generous
suggestion of Mr. Jones. In the
midst of the financial hurricane that
soon afterward struck the city and
caused the suspension of even the
Bank of California, Jones foreclosed
his debt. George might nevertheless

have remained in editorial charge.
Jones wished him to doso. But that
would have necessitated his support-
ingtherailwayring,andfor the second
time he decided to abandon his pri-
vate interests rather than conserve
them at the expense of what he re-
garded as his public duty. He ac-
cordingly walked penniless out of the
office of the paper he had after so
much labor succeeded in establishing.

Had it not been for the good will of
the governorofthestatehewould have
walked back into apparently hopeless
poverty. But Gov. Irwin appointed
him state inspector of gas meters.
The duties of this office, the only pub-
lic office George ever held, were not
onerous, and he found time for pub-
lic speaking, for writing occasion-
al articles on public questions, and es-
pecially for the creation of the book
that has made his fame national and
international and in all. probability
will long perpetuate it—“Progress
and Poverty.”

When this book had been com-
pleted George encountered great dif-
ficulty in securing a publisher. After
the eastern houses had rejected the
manuseript he published a small edi-
tion by subscription at San Francisco,
and it made a deep impression. But
still no eastern publishers would give
the work their imprint. Finally, how-
ever, Appleton, of New York, and
Keegan Paul, Trench & Co., of Lon-
don, took it,up. This wasin the early
eighties, when George had but slight-
ly passed his fortieth year and had
gone to New York to live. The book
soon obtained a large sale, though not
a profitable one to the author, and
its influence upon public thought be-
gan to tell.

Additional books from his pen fol-
lowed as the years went by, though his
time was well occupied with other
work. He went to Ireland and Eng-
land in 1881 as a newspaper corre-
spondent, incidentally taking a minor
part in the Irish agitation, and re-
turned to England in 1884, for a lec-
turing tour that made his name a
household word throughout England
and Scotland.

Among his magazine contributions
at this time was one on “Money and
Elections” in the North American Re-
view for March, 1883. It advocated
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the introduction of the Australian
ballot, and was the forerunner of the

agitation which culminated in the

general adoption in the United States
of that system of voting.

In 1886 Mr. George made his mem-
orable camrpaign for mayor of New
York. He ran as the labor candidate
on a platform which explicitly de-
manded what has since come to be
_ known as the single tax.

When the nomination was offered
him he shrank from trying to make
a third party, knowing that .such
movements, by the insignificant vote
they command, usually do their cause
more harm than good. But he agreed
. to accept the nomination provided a
petition signed by 30,000 voters were
obtained requesting him to do so. His
object was to secure a reasonable
guarantee of popular support. The
petition being promptly signed by
the required number George accepted
the nomination.

His adversaries' were Abram S.
Hewitt, who was elected, and Theo-
dore Roosevelt (now vice president-
elect), who came out third in the con-
test. Roosevelt was the regular re-
publican candidate. Hewitt was the
union candidate of the two machines
of the democratic party—the county
democracy and Tammany hall. Then
as now, Tammany hall was a stench
in the nostrils of all the “better ele-
ment” of New York; but no sooner
had George’s candidacy given signs of
extraordinary strength than the “bet-
ter element” welcomed affiliation
with Tammany hall to “save society”
from Georgeism.

George’s motive in making this
mayoralty campaign was not for the
sake of a possible office, but in the
hope of arousing the democratic mass-
es to a realization of the nature of the
economic and political evils from
which they suffer. An incident which
his biographer narrates illustrates
his purpose rather emphatically. At
a conversation between himself and
William M. Ivins, a politician who was
then the city chamberlain, and who
assumed that George’s ambition was
personal, Mr. Ivins assured George
that he could not be elected mayor, or,
if elected, could not be counted in,
and offered if he would withdraw to
procure him a congressional nomina-

tion that would be absolutely equiv-
alent to election. Qeorge asked:

“Why, if I cannot possibly get the
office, do you want me to withdraw?”

“You cannot be elected,” was the

reply, “but your running will raise
hell.”
" George’s answer ended the negotia-
tion. “You have relieved me of em-
barrassment,” he said; “I do not want
the responsibility and the'work of the
office of the mayor of New York, but
Ido want to raise hell.”

In the sense in which both men
meant it, George’s running did “raise
hell.” Never before had politicians
of both parties and all factions, and
plutocrats of every variety, been so
unpleasantly disturbed. Never be-
fore had they rushed so precipitately
into each other’s arms. Never before
had the “better element” and Tam-
many hall felt so much at home in
each other’s society. It seemed to
them as if the common people of New
York had risen in mass to drive the
money changers—both theé “better el-
ement” amorng them and the worse
element—out of the political temple.
And George’s vote of 68,100, nearly
8,000 more than Roosevelt’s and bare-
ly 25,000 less than Hewitt’s, afforded
startling testimony that the fears of
the privileged classes had not been
groundless.

Immediately after the mayoralty
campaign of 1886 George began the
publication at New York of a week-
ly paper, the Standard, which for
almost six years was the newspaper
representative of the ideas with refer-
ence to labor and land that he had
sought to popularize and for the dis-
semination of which all his energies,
from the time he began to write
“Progress and Poverty,” had with un-
divided purpose been devoted, as they
continued to be to the hour of his
death.

It was in furtherance of this pur-
pose that he came enthusiastically to
the support of Grover Cleveland in
1888 and 1892, when Mr. Cleveland
had raised the free trade issue, to the
agitation of which George looked for
the propagation of his own more rad-
ical views. His motive was the same’
when, a few years later, he accepted a
call to lead another mayoralty fight,

this time in Greater New York, to-
ward the end of which he died.

The opening words of his last
speech in that campaign, uttered to
an audience of workingmen on the
evening before he died, are the key
to his aspirations and character as an
agitator, and distinguish his quality
as a democrat. Flaving been intro-
duced by the chairman of the meeting
as “a great friend of labor” he began:

“I have never claimed to be a spe-
cial friend of labor. Let ushavedone
with this call for special - privileges
for labor. Labor does not want spe-
cial privileges. I have never advo-
cated nor asked for special rights or
special sympathy for workingmen.
What I stand for is the equal rights of
all men.” :

IV.

It was George’s experience in New
York in 1869, when he came east to
act as agent for the Pacific coast in-
dependent news association, that
gave final direction to his career and
made him at last the prophet of a new
crusade.

He had indeed seen poverty, and
had known poverty himself; but until
then he had never come face to face
with the shocking -contrasts between
poverty and luxury which the Ameri-
canmetropolis has long displayed. He
had never yet observed debasing
and hopeless want in the midst of
abounding wealth. When this dis-
eased condition had thrust itself upon
his attention, the thought of it would
not let- himrest. It forced him to ask
himself over and over again why pov-
erty persists when and where wealth
abounds. This was to him the prob-
lem. which the sphinx of fate puts to
modern society, and which not to an-
swer is to be destroyed.

He at once began a thorough
study of political economy. But
he accepted the dicta of mo
teacher. He demanded proof for
every proposition. Not that proof
which consists in collections of ob-
scure little facts and masses of dubi-
ous statistics, but that which consists
in the harmony of the large, deter-

mining and familiar facts of social
life.

‘'The answer to the riddle of the
sphinx did not come to him at once.

‘
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But when he did perceive it, it burst
upon him as a flash of light. While
editing the Oakland paper, when the
extension of the transcontinental rail-
way from Sacramento to Oakland was
still an unaccomplished but promis-
ing project, it was his custom to seek
recreation and exercise by taking long
horse back rides into the open coun-
try. One day, when upon one of these
rides, and far out into the foothills,
he met a teamster, whom he asked,
merely by way of passing the time of
day, what land was worth there.

“I don’t know, exactly,” replied
the teamster; “but thereisa mamnover
there who will sell land for a thou-
sand dollarsan acre.”

George had long before noticed
that with the expectation of increased
population to follow the extension of
the great railroad to Oakland, land in
Oakland had risen in value. But he
had connected the increase of land
value with the expected increase of
population only in a loose way, and
had not associated the two facts at
all with his vexatious problem. It
had never yet occurred to him that

"the universally familiar phenomenon
of increasing land values with expec-
tation of increasing population was
the key to the other common phe:
nomenon which had been forced up-
on his attention by its emphatic man-
ifestation in New York—the phenom-
enon of the persistence of poverty
with advancing wealth. But now,in
the light of this enormous increase in
the value of common pasture land to
$1,000 an acre in the expectation of
its being needed soon for building
lots, all these relationships were dis-
closed.

He saw that with the growth of
population land grows in value, and
the men who work it must pay for the
privilege. Ile saw more. Not only
does land value grow with popula-
tion; which, as all economists recog-
nize, increases productive power. It
grows also with the growth of any
other productive energy—Ilabor sav-
ing invention for example. Nor
does land value grow alone with
growth of population and growth of
invention, but it grows also with the
expectation of these, so that in pro-
gressive communities land value is
an exorhitant pecuniary premium up-
on the possibilities of improvement

in advance of the realization of im-
provement. Conseqilently the labor
that uses land (and no labor is pos-
sible without it), must directly or in-
directly—in higher rent or lower
wages—pay for the privilege a price
which keeps pace with, and often rises
farabovethevalue of the use. Thusin
the long run labor loses and land mo-
nopoly secures the pecuniary advan-
tages of material progress.

George turned back from his ride
with a new thought, aradical and rev-
olutionary thought. He had seen
Paul’s cross in the sky. :

It was now clear to Henry George
not only why poverty persists in spite
of industrial advance, but why de-
mocracy fails. And the more he
studied and observed and reflected,
the clearer he saw that the truth he
had brought back from that horse-
back ride harmonizes with every
other truth — material, political,
moral. '

Although reared at a time when
the epithet “abolitionist” was some-
what more offensive than “anarchist”
is to-day, and under influences that
were not hostile to the institution of
slavery, he was pevertheless even in
his youth instinctively an abolition-
ist. In obedience to a bent of mind
that always characterized him, he re-
fused to put policy before principle.
The slaves either had the same right
to freedom as other men, or they had
not. If they had, freedom was their
instant due. That was the principle,
and in his judgment the policy that
ran counter to it must of necessity be
bad policy. This characteristic devo-
tion to principle determined his fu-
ture from the instant that the ex-
planation of poverty in spite of prog-
ress flashed upon him.

Since the pecuniary benefits of ad-
vancing civilization are sucked away
from the industrious, ultimately by
land monopoly no matter how many
minor monopolies may intervene, the
question of right immediately arose.
Between nonproducing land monop-
oly and all-producing labor, the
claims of land monopoly could have
nostandingin theforum of conscience.

.Believing that all men have by nature

an cqual right to natural bounties, it
followed with him that in natural
justice no one can have a superior

right to the owner;hip ofland. Equal
rights to land, then, and therefore to

Jland valuee as distinguished from la-

bor values, became the objective of
the crusade upon which George was
about to enter.

The principle settled, nothing re-
mained but method. And this was
found in a system of taxation that
harmonizes with the best fiscal prin-
ciples—the abolition of all taxes up-
on industry, and the raising of com-
mon revenues from what in justice is
a common fund, namely, land values.
Not anly would government be there-
by supported without burdening pro-
duction, but speculative investments
in land would be so completely dis-
couraged that the monopolization of
vacant land in expectation of rising
values, now so universal, would cease.
Unused land would consequently be
thrown open to free use. The indus-
trious would thus be encouraged to
produce, with a guaranty of security
in the enjoyment of the full value of
their work; while leisure classes,
whether poor or rich, would find their
only possibility of sustenance in re-
sorting to honest work.

In such a state of society, and only
in such, can democracy flourish.

V.

In elaboration and illustration of
this political and economic philoso-
phy,Henry George wroteseveral books,
His first was “Our Land and Land
Policy,” a pamphlet published in
1871, and now out of print. Thenext
was his master book upon the subject,
“Progress and Poverty,” published in
1879, which has been translated into
every civilized tongue, and has had
an immense circulation. - After that
came “The Land Question,” originally
“The Irish Land Question;” and then
“Social Problems,” a series of brief
essays on social subjects of common
and perennial interest. The fifth
book was “Protection or Free Trade,”
in which George drove the principle
of free trade directly to its logical
conclusion, proposing to set trade
free not only from so-called protec-
tive tariff duties, but from all duties
and taxes which in any way or to any
degree hamper exchange. This book
was followed by “The Condition of
Labor,” an open letter to the pope in
reply to his encyclical. It deals ele-
mentarily with the general subject,
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and especially with its ethical aspects.
Next came “The Perplexed Philoso-
pher,” a outting criticism of Herbert
Spencer as a lost leader in the agi-
tation for equal rights to the use of
the earth. Finally, in “The Science
of Political Economy,” an unfinished
but powerful work, published after
the author’s death and just as he had
left the manuseript, the whole struc-
ture of economic teaching is over-
hauled and the foundations of a true
natural science of political economy,
as George saw it, are laid.
VI.

In all of George’s books the depth,
the purity, the universality and the
practicability of his democracy are
the notable qualities. In the story of
his life, also, they stand out in bold
relief. These qualities eminently dis-
tinguish the man, the thinker, the
writer, the agitator, the politician, the
orator and the statesman—for states-
man he was, and of a high order,

though he never held either a legisla-

tive or an executive office.

Democracy was to him not a label,
but a life. And as important to him
as the ideal was the rational method
of realizing it. He knew that political
democracy cannot flourish while
economic aristocracy remains; and
seeing that land monopoly—at all
times, under all circumstances, and
regardless of the disguises of chang-
ing industrial methods—is the funda-
mental cause of economic aristocracy,
he sought its destruction. He wasa
democrat who knew how, and how
alone, democracy can be firmly plant-
ed and effectively fostered; and this
knowledge, together with his work in
popularizing it and his example of de-
votion to ideals, is his bequest to man-
kind.

Henry George counld not found li-
braries, nor colleges, nor hospitals
with the earnings of other men’s toil.
But he did better. Ie planted in the
minds and hearts of his generation the
seed of a gloriously heneficent truth,
in the fruition of which all need for
paternal endowments will pass away.
He left to the race a legacy of practic-
able democracy.

Speaking of Platt and Croker, it
doesn’'t make the average voter fecl
any more comfortable to catch the
devil and the deep sea winking at each

other over his head.—Puck.

NEWS

President Kruger’s reception in
France was unexpectedly enthusias-
tic. He arrived at Marseilles on the
22d, on board the Dutch warship
Gelderland. There he was welcomed
by a-great outpouring of the people,
who made their sympathy unmistak-
ably manifest. Ataformal reception,
committees from hoth Paris and Mar-
seilles presented him with addresses.
Replying to these, he thanked the
people and the government of France,
and said that the English people, had
they been better informed, would
never have consented to the Trans-
vaal war. For himself, he assured
the committees and his immense au-
dience that ever since Jameson had
tried to seize the two South African

republics he had never ceased to de- |

mand a tribunal of arbitration. But
the British government had per-
sistently refused to joinin this peace-
able method of settlement. He then
charged the British government with
inhumanity, saying:

During my life I have had to fight
many times the savages of the tribes
of Africa, but the barbarians we have
to fight now are worse than the oth-
ers. They even urge the XKaffirs
against us. They burn the farms we
worked so hard to construct and they
drive out our women and children,
whose husbands and brothers they
have killed or taken prisoners, leaving
them unprotected and roofless and
often without bread to eat.

He declared, however, that whatever
the British might do, the Boers would
never surrender. “I assure®you,” he
said, “that if the Transvaal and_the
Orange Free State must lose their in-
dependence, it will be because all the
Boer people have been destroyed, with
their women and children.”

From Marseilles Kruger went di- "

rectly to Paris. At every stop of his
train great crowds gave him hearty
welcome. “The French presidential
and ministerial tours,” cables one cor-
respondent, “sink into absolute in-
significance when compared with the
triumphal march of President Kru-
ger”  The sentiment in favor of in-
tervention was so pronounced that
President Loubet forced the ministry,
against the inclinations of a majority,
which included the premier, to con-
sent to receive Kruger officially as a
foreign sovereign. This decision was
secured because Ingland had not no-
tified the powers of the annexation of
the Transvaal. Tt was therefore con-

sidered that Kruger could be recog-
nized officially by France without of-
fense to England.  Accordingly,
when Kruger arrived in Paris on the
24th, where for 12 hours the people .
who came to greet him thronged the
boulevards in a solid mass of hu-
manity for a space of three miles, and
overflowed into the side streets, he
was given military honors and con-
ducted in state to the Elysee palace
for a call upon the president of
France. The call was returned in
state by President Loubet within an
hour; when an appointment was made
for a diplomatic interview with the
French foreign minister with refer-
ence to the object of Kruger’s visit.
The interview took place on the 26th,
Dr. Leyds, representing the Trans-
vaal and submitting to the French
foreign minister, M. Delcasse, the
draft of a preliminary proposition pre-
pared under the direction of Kruger.

From South Africa the news that
escapes the British censor is exceed-
ingly disquieting in London. It is
now feared that Kitchener will have
to reconquer the Orange Free State
before he can begin the Weylerization
of the Transvaal. Botha and De Wet
appear to have joined forces near
Bloemfontein; and the British under
French have been pursued from Mid-
dleburg, which is on the Lorenzo
Marques railroad a few miles east of
Pretoria in the Transvaal, down as far -
as Standerton, which is on the Lady-
smithroad near the Orange Free State
border. Kitchener’s plan of opera-
tions is described by the Pietermaritz-

‘hurg correspondent of the London

Daily Mail, who says that the Trans-
vaal and the Orange Free State are
to be divided into circumseribed
areas, with a mobile British force ap-
portioned to each area, and that all
Boers and neutrals are to bq taken to
the coast and kept there until the
country is cleared. These plans are
now being carried out, and to facili-
tate Kitchener’s operations, he has
been recommended to the queen by
the British ministry for appointment
as lientenant general, an appointment
which will give him supreme com-
mand in South Africa as soon as Gen.
Roberts leaves the country.

Fighting in the Philippines contin-
ues without abatement. Numerous
small engagements have occurred
during the past week. The most im-
portant took place on the 22d, with-
in 35 miles of Manila, where 1,000
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Americans surrounded and captured
a stone fortress. Most of the Filipino
garrison escaped.  On the 25th an
American detachment was ambushed
near Malolos with the loss of three
wounded and two killed.

American casualties since July 1,
1898, inclusive of all current official
reports given out in detail at Wash-
ington to November 28, 1900, are as
follows:

Deaths to May 16, 1900 (see page
91) tuiriiniiiianeeeeaeeana.. 1,847
Killed reported from May 16, 1900,
to the date of the presidential
election, November 6, 1900..... 100
Deaths from wounds, disease and
. accident, same period.......... 468
Total deaths to presidential
election ............ veseesesed2,415
Killed reported since presidential
election .....eciiiiiiiiiiiiiaas 13
Deaths from wounds, disease and
accident, same period.......... 76
Total deaths .........ccc0vvee...2,504
Wounded since July 1, 1898..... ..2,362
Total casualties since July 1,
1898 [SP PN ...4,866
Total casualties to last week..4,858
Total deaths to last week......2,500

The first legislation by the Philip-
pine commission for the establishment
of provincial civil government under
American sovereignty was enacted on
the 23d. It was an act for the gov-
ernment of the province of Benguet,
a province in the western part of Lu-
zon near the Lingayen gulf. The
province is to have a governor; voters
must be 18 years of age and must have
taken the oath of allegiance to the
United States; ecclesiastics and sol-
diers are debarred from oflice; and,
after the manner of the Spanish
regime, delinquent tax payers are to
be required to work out their taxes
on the roads.

Over in China the foreign repre-
sentatives are now officially reported
by the American minister at Peking
to have reached an agreement. It
is one which is likely to force
the American government either
out of the concert of Kuropean
nations or decper into the European
scheme for the ultimate dismember-
ment of the Chinesc empire.  This
agreement does not appear to vary
much in terms from the joint
note unofficially reported two weeks

ago (page 505) to have been formu-
lated by the powers. In substance it
is as follows:

(1) Execution by Chinese govern-
ment of 11 designated princes and
other dignitaries. (2) Indemnity for
murder of missionaries and damages
to property of foreigners. (3) In-
demnity for military expenses of for-
eign governments. (4) Substitution
of a foreign minister for the tsung-
li-yamen. (5) Access by ministers
from other countries to the presence
of the emperor. (6) Razing of forts
at Taku and elsewhere on Chinese
coast, and prohibition of importation
of munitions of war. (7) Permanent
foreign legation guards and perma-
nent foreign guards from Peking to
Taku. (8) Erection of a monument to
Baron von Ketteler on the site of his
murder, and dispatch of a Chinese
prince to Berlin with a formal apol-
ogy. (9) Suppression ¢f wars by im-
perial proclamation, removal and pun-
ishment of all officials who in future
fail to protect foreigners, and sus-
pension of provincial civil service ex-
aminations for five years.

In agreeing to these terms the Amer-
ican minister is said to have disobeyed
his instructions, which were to the
effect that he should assent to such
demands only as it was reasonably
certain that the Chinese authorities
would accept and could comply with.
These terms are regarded as on the
part of China quite impossible.

NEWS NOTES.

—The national irrigation congress
closed a three days’ session on the
24th at Chicago.

—Sixto Lopez,the Filipino represent-
ativg, is in Boston, where he has cre-
ated a favorable impression among
thonghtful people.

—The American Secular and Free
Thought federation, better known as
“free thinkers,” closed the sessions of
its twenty-fourth annual convention
at Cincinnati on the 25th.

—Senator Cushman K. Davis, of Min-
nesota, chairman of the senate com-
mittee on foreign relations, died at his
home in St. Paul on the 27th. He was
62 years old.

—William J. Bryan will make his first
speech since the close of the campaign

Jacksonian club of Lincoln, Neb., on the
26th of December.

—A Zanzibar dispatch of the 26th tells
of the rising of the warlike tribe of
Somalis, 4,000 strong, in Jubaland, Brit-
jsh East Africa. The British commis-
sioner was slain during a night attack
on the 13th.

—Sir Arthur Sullivan, the great Eng-
lish composer and author of many pop-

ular and tuneful operas, including
“Pinafore” and “Mikado,” died at his
London home on the 22d from heart
failure. He was 58 years old.

—The official canvass of the vote of
the state of Illinois for president and
governor is reported as follows:

President, McKinley, republican..... 597,965
President, Bryan, democrat........... 503.97:;
President, Woolley, prohibitionist 7.835
President, Debs, social democrat 9,672
Governor, Yates, republican...... .nn)s
Governor, Alschuler, democrat 518,956
Governor, Barnes, prohibitionist 15,643

Governor, Perry, social democrat.... 8617

—Dowie’s English lacemakers, who
were detained by the immigration of-
ficials at Philadelphia for two weeks.
charged with violating the alien con-
tract labor law, were on the 26th grant-
ed permission by the United States
treasury department. to practice their
trade in this country, on the ground
that lacemaking, though carried on in
this country, is o insignificant in pro-
portions as to be classified properly as
a new industry.

—At the next regular banquet of
the Massachusetts Single Tax league,
to be given at the rooms of the fath-
olic union, 1682 Washington street,
Boston, the guests of honor are to
be a company of Catholic clergymen,
including Viear General .Byrne. The
Rev. Robert J. Johnson, rector of the
Gate of Heaven church, South Boston,
is to answer the question: “Is the
single tax theory condemned by the
Catholic church, or condemnable upon
ethical grounds?”

—Gov. Roosevelt on the 23d formally
declined to remove Mayor Van Wyck,of
New York, from office upon the charges
of official connection with the Ameri-
can Ice company, better known as the
“jce trust.” The governor decides that,
“while Mayor Van Wyck was undoubt-
edly a stockholder in the American Ice
company, still there was no proof that
he had wiltfully violated the law for-
bidding a public official to hold stock
in a company doing business with the
city.” Mayor Van Wyck had shown, in
his reply to the charges. that the dock
privileges upon which the “ice trust”
monopoly rested had been granted dur-
ing the term of his predecessor, the late
Mayor Strong.

—Owing to typographical errors in
the official canvass of the vote on No-
vember 6, 1900, in Cook county, 11l.. we
reproduce the figures as corrected from
official data: -

Plu-
Vote. rallty.

s . : Rep. Ki f ...208, 17,067
at a public banquet to be given by the ; ep. (McKinley, president)..208.7%0

Republican (Yates, governor).19,622  .....
Democratic (Bryan, president).186,183  .....

Dem. (Alschuler, governor)...198,18%  7.513
Pro. (Woolley, president)...... 3,490 .....
People's (Barker, president.. 211  .....
Social Dem. (Debs, president). 6,752  ...-.
Soc. Lab. (Maloney, president) 434 .....
United Chris (—. president). 184 .....
UIr:ion ]Retorm (Ellis, presid’'t) 160 .....
ocal:
Rep. (Deneen, state’s att'y)..205,700 26,013

Dem. (Goldzier, state’s att'y).179,696 .....
Pro. (Hawk, state's attorney). 65,236 .....
People's (Becker, state’s att’y

Soc. Dem. (Morgan, st’'satt’'y) 6227 .....
Single Tax (Cooling, st’s att'y 503
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MISCELLANY

We are grateful for the following
correction of reference. One of our
subscribers writes: * “In an article
(Public of November 17, page .509)
-entitled ‘The History of the “Consent”
Doctrine,’ reprinted from the Spring-
field Republican, a reference.is made
to Hooker’s ‘Ecclesiastical Polity,’
book 1, paragraph 4. On opening
Hooker I found paragraph 4 of book
1 devoted to the ‘Laws Which the
Angels Obey,” and it was only after
industrious search that we found the
paragraph you cite from Hooker. The
reference should be ‘book 1, para-
graph 10.”

HENRY GEORGE.
For The Public.
On reading the ‘‘Life of Henry George,”
written by his son, Henry George, Jr.

Again I hear his dauntless voice,

Again my heart with his {s one,
Again I hear great souls rejoice

At deathlegs work supremely done,
And see once more the millions stirred
At his incomparable word.

EDWARD ROBESON TAYLOR.
8an Francisco, Cal., Nov. 1, 1900.

THE BRITISH WAR-OF EXTERMINA-
. TION.

Verbatim copy from Johannesburg Ga-
zette, July 21, 1800.

By Order of the British Government.
V. R. means Victoria Regina (Queen).

V. R.
PUBLIC NOTICE.

It is hereby notified for information
“.that unles®s the men at present on com-
mando belonging to families in the
Town and District of Krugersdorp sur-
render themselves and hand in their
‘arms to the Imperial Authorities by the
20th July, the whole of their prop-
erties will be confiscated and their
families turned out destitute and
homeless.
By order,
G. H. M. RITCHIE, Capt. K. Horse,
Dist. Supt. Police.

Krugersdorp, 9th July, 1900.

GOD SAVE THE QUEEN.

A POPULISTIC ATTEMPT.
For The Public.

“Prisoner,” said the old-fashioned
judge to a dusky culprit at the bar,
“you stand charged with having stolen
Your neighbors’ chickens; what do you
say to the charge—guilty, or not
guilty?”

Recalling a familiar campaign cry of
the recent elections, the prisoner re-
plied:

“Sir, I condescend to respond neither
guilty nor not guilty. You must un-

derstand, sir, that stealing chickens
from my neighbors is one of my avoca-
tions, and I regard this proceeding on
their part as a populistic attempt to
array class against class.” P.
THE MENACE OF A LARGE STAND-
ING ARMY TO A GREAT NATION.

An extract from Gibbon's ““Decline and
Fall of the Roman Emplre.”” (New York:
G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1870, Chap. V, pp.
90, 91.)

The power of the sword is more sen-
sibly felt in an extensive monarchy
than in a small community. It has
been calculated by the ablest of politi-
cians, that no state, without being soon
exhausted, can miaintain above the
hundredth part of its members in arms
and idleness. But although thisrelative
proportion may be uniform the influ-
ence of the army on the rest of the so-
ciety will vary according to the degree
of its positive strength. The advan-
tages of military science and discipline
cannot be exerted, unless a proper num-
ber of soldiers are united into one body,
and actuated by one soul. With a hand-
ful of men, such a union would be in-
effective; with an unwieldy host it
would be impracticable; and the pow-
ers of the machine would be alike de-
stroyed by the extreme minuteness, or
the excessive weight, of its springs. To
illustrate this observation we need only
reflect that there is no superiority of
natural strength, artificial weapons
or acquired ski]l, which could enable
one man to keep in constant subjection
one hundred of his fellow creatures;
the tyrant of a single town, or a small
district, would soon discover that 100
armed followers were a weak defense
against 10,000 peasants or citizens; but
100,000 well disciplined soldiers will
command, with despotic sway, 10,000,
000 of subjects; and a body of 10,000 or
15,000 guards will strike terror into the
most numerous populace that ever
crowded the streets of an immense cap-
ital.

RENOUNCE THE RELIGIOUS PRO-
TECTORATE.

In the considerable fraction of the
earth with which our foreign poli-
cies have to do there are several other
sore spols besides the one in the
Philippines. One of them is in China
and concerns the results of mission-
ary labors. Our practice, and that of
other able-bodied missionary nations,
has been to compel China to receive
and protect their converts. When the
converts were ill-used their custom
has been to appeal for protection to
the missionaries, who appealed to the
nearest consul, who complained to
the American minister, who com-

lplained to the Chinese government,
which apologized and gave redress. The
upshot of all this was that the mission-
aries wielded a secular power in China
which conflicted with the power of the .
local Chinese authorities. That was
an evil. It got the missionaries dis-
liked by the Chinese, and it led to-
abuses, for there is abundant testimony
that a good many rapscallion Chinese
affected to be converted in order 1o
be protected by missionaries against
the justice of their own country. The
defects of the system are apparent not
only to the worldly-minded, but to
some of the missionaries, and to per-
sons sincerely interested in their work.
Lérd Salisbury in England called at-
tention to them, and they have been
fairly discussed by some of the church
papers in this country. President
Smyth, of Foochow college, in China.
says the system is a failure; that it
checks and stunts all missionary suc-
cess; that it fails to protect in times
of crises, and itself brings crises on.
He would withdraw all foreign protec-
tion. from Chinese converts and have
the western governments recounce the
religious protectorate altogether.. He
seems to have pretty sound ideas, but
the chance that they will prevail is not
so good as one could wish.—Editorial
in Life of Oct. 25.

MOTHERHOOD IN THE GUTTERS.

Mrs. Lizzie O’Neill, 111 Jefferson
street, arrested for drunkenness, was
yesterday saved from a sentence to
the workhouse by the earnest and
touching pleading of her little nine-
year-old daughter. The scene took
place in Justice Dooley’s court in the
Maxwell street police station.  Mrs.
O’Neill had been found the evening
before in a helpless condition and was
taken to the station, where she spent
the night.

It was learned that her husband had
died when her daughter Mary was but
two years old and that the mother had
since that time labored in downtown
restaurants in order to support her-
self and the little one. She became ad-
dicted to the drink habit, however. and
yesterday could give no good excuse
for her disorderly conduct. The jus-
tice was about to sentence her to the
workhouse when a small and neat-ap-
pearing girl pushed her way through
the motley crowd and asked if she
might say something.

“Who are you, my little one?" asked
the justice.

“I'm Mary and she’s my mother.”
answered the child as she clutched the
dress of Mrs. O'Neill. “And sheis aw-
ful good to me. If you let her go 1
know she will never drink again. She
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is the omnly friend I have,” cried the
child between sobs, “and if you send
her away I'll die.”

But the justice was obdurate and

- declared that the woman should re-
ceive light punishment. Mrs. O'Neill
begged frantically for release as the
judge set about entering an order for
punishment. Suddenly the child spoke
again.

“Mr. Judge.” she said, “ain’t you got
some children at home?”

The question was too much for tke
magistrate. He immediately stopped
writing. spoke kind words to the sob-
bing child and told her to take her

" mother home.—Chicago Chronicle of
Nev. 22. '

A GERMAN SATIRE ON AMERICAN
CHARACTER.

Under the title, “A Self-Made Mhn: A
Story for Good Little Boys,” appears in the
St. Petersburger Zeitung (a German paper
published in the Russian caplital) a satirical
little sketch written ostensibly “for the
American school reader,” and hitting off
American character as seen at that dis-
tance. The sketch runs in the main as be-
low, according to the translation made for
The Literary Digest, from which we take
also the above description of the sketch.

there was once a little boy, and his
name was Freddie. He did much for
the entertainment of the neighbor-
hood by fishing in other people’s pri-
vate ponds and picking other people’s
fruits. When he was scolded for it
he would proudly say: “I am a free
citizen of a free 'country.” The
neighbors wanted his father to whip
him. but the Tather said he would not
thus degrade a future president of
the United States. Such things could
be done only in enslaved Europe. And

- Freddie grew and prospered. He al-

ways attacked boys who were weaker
than himself, beat them, and took
away their pennies in the namerof
civilization and humanity. For, in
‘Freddie's veins ran strong and pure
the undiluted blood of the noble An-
alo-Saxon.

One day Freddie's father was told
that his son had swindled a friend of
the family with a bogus dollar, and
had gotten 85 cents change. And the
father was deeply moved, and said:
“I always knew Freddie would
some day be a great man.” Then he
turned Freddie’s pockets inside out
and transferved the 85 cents to his
own. After that Freddie was placed
with a wise merchant who taught him
that two and two make five. Freddie
was wiser than he, and learned how to
make two and two equal to nine. Then
his boss made him a partner. And
Freddie was worthy of the trust. He

managed to get hold of all the shares
and to give his old boss the bounce.
And all the people were loud, in their
praises of Freddie.

Then Freddie bought sugar and sold
it at a quarter of its value until he
had ruined all competition, when he
made good his losses tenfold by raising
the price enormously. And all the
people praised Freddie.

Freddie built a railroad to ruin the
road which ran through his city, and
he succeeded, and made the public
pay. He oiled the machinery of con-
gress and worked it so that tariffs
excluded everything he wished to sell
dear, and there was no competition.
And the people still more praised
Freddie. All the papers published vile
portraits of him; he was called the
man of the hour and the Napoleon of
Finance. Freddie had become a
great American. .

But Freddie was not proud. He
remained the same, humble, pious,
God-fearing  Freddie. He went dili-
gently to church, and when the pas-
tor spoke of the divine blessing which
is certain to be showerd upon hon-
est work, he would be moved to tears
and nod his head in approval.

Freddie still lives. He is busy “mak-
ing his fiftieth million. He makes it
honestly out of the profits of sales
of grain to the starving millions of
India. Freddie is the pride of his
fellow citizens, and the most shining
example of an American self-made
man in the most idealistic sense of the
word.

THE MENACE TO AMERICA.

Extract from a pamphlet with the
above title, by Rev. Joseph Henry Crook-
er. Published by the American Anti-Im-
pgrialist League of Chicago.

A political doctrine is now preached
in our midst that is the most alarming
evidence of moral decay that ever ap-
peared in American history. Its bale-
ful significance consists, not simply in
its moral hatefulness, but in the fact
that its advocates are so numerous and
so prominent.

It is this: A powerful nation, repre-
sentative of civilization, has the right,

for the general good of humanity, to

buy, conquer, subjugate, control and
govern feeble and backward races and
peoples, without reference to their
wishes or opinions.

This is preached from pulpits as the
Gospel of Christ. It is proclaimed in
executive documents as American
statesmanship. It isdefended in legis-
lative halls as the beginning of a more
glorious chapter in human history. It
is boastfully declaimed from the plat-
form as the first great act in the re-

generation of mankind. It is pub-
lished in innumerable editorials, red
with cries for blood and hot with lust
for gold, as the call of God to the Amer-
ican people.

But how came these men to know so
clearly the mind of the Almighty? Was
the cant of piety ever more infamous.’
ly used? Was selfishness ever more
wantonly arrayed in the vestments of
sanctity? Is this the modern chivalry
of the strong to the weak? Then let
us surrender all our fair ideals and ad--
mit that might alone makes right. Is
this the duty of great nations to small
peoples? Then morality is a fiction. Is
this the Gospel of Jesus? Then let us
repudiate the Golden Rule. Is this the
crowning lesson of America to the

world? Then let us renounce ' our
democracy.

This doctrine is the maxim .of
bigotry: “The end justifies the

means,” reshaped by the ambition of
reckless politicians and enforced by the
greed of selfish speculators. It is in-
finitely worse than the policy of the
old ecclesiastics, for they had in view
the salvation of others, while the advo-
cates of this seek the subjugation of
others. The colonial motive, now stir-
ring among us, is not love for others.
The mask is too thin and too black to
deceive even a savage Filipino.

A similar motive and policy piled the
fagots about every burning martyr. It
turned every thumbscrew that tor-
tured heretics. It laid on the lash that
drew blood from the back of every suf-
fering slave. This teaching unbars the
bottomless pit and lets loose upon the.
world every demon that ever vexed the
human race. It unchains every wild
passion that has lingered in man's
blood since it lowed upward from the’
brute. It prepares the path by which
the despot will reach his throne of

‘tyranny and it arms him with instru-

ments of oppression.

It was against this denial of both
God and humanity that the barons
hurled themselves at Runnymede. For
its overthrow Old Ironsides fought at
Naseby and Marston Moor. To banish
this theory of human affairs from the
new world Washington suffered at Val-
ley Forge and ¢ontended at Yorktown.
To destroy the last vestige of this hate-
ful policy, Grant conquered at Ap-
pomattox. This is not true American-
ism, but the contradiction of every
principle for which we have contended
and in which we have gloried for over
a century. This is not. the upward way
of civilization, but the backward de-
scent to barbarism.

If this be duty, let us recite no more
the Master’s creed of love. If this be
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destiny, let us proclaim no more the
rights of men. If this be patriotism,
let us sing no more “America.” We
must rewrite the “Star-Spangled Ban-
ner,” and make its theme the praise of
conquest and colonization. We must
erase the motto: “E Pluribus Unum,”
and inscribe instead: “One nation in
authority over many people.” We must
tearup the declaration of independence
and put in its place: “A Summary of
the Duties of Colonists to Their Mas-
ter.” But this is political atheism.

Something more than the welfare of
distant peoples is at stake. We con-
demn this teaching and policy, not
simply to secure justice for the brown
man, but to insure justice and freedom
for ourselves. The motive of our
protest is more than friendship for
him; it is devotion to principles
of liberty that are the necessary
conditions of universal human prog-
ress. The feelings of sympathy and
justice ought to rule us in these re-
lations. But every advocate of our
present national policy outrages these
sentiments whenever he makes his de-
fense. His words ring false. And yet,
the heart of the matter lies far deep-
er. The true glory of America is im-
periled. The happiness of our de-
scendants is assailed. The mission of
America as the representative and
guardian of liberty is in question. The
perpetuity of free institutions hange
in the balance.

“A HOLY WAR.”

Extracts from an article on “The Last
Days of Pretoria,” by Richard Harding
Davis, published In the October Scrib-
ner.

I left Pretoria with every reason
for regret. I had come to it a stran-
ger and had found friends among men
whom I had learned to like for them-
selves and for their cause. I had come
“prejudiced against ‘them, believing
them to be all the English press and
my English friends bad painted them
—semibarbarous, uncouth, money—lo_w
ing, and treacherous in warfare. I
found them simple to the limit of their
own disadvantage, magnanimous to
their enemies, independent and kindly.
I had heard much of the corruption of
their officials; and I saw daily their
chief minister of state, at a time when
every foreign resident was driving
through Pretoria in a carriage, pass-
ing to and from the government build-
ing in a-tram-car, their president liv-
ing in a whitewashed cottage, their
generals serving for months at the
front without pay and without hope
of medals or titles. Their jgnorance
of the usages and customs of the
great world outside of their own

mountains, for which the English held
them in such derision, harmed no one
so greatly as it harmed themselves.
Had they known the outside world,
had they been able to overcome their
distrust of the foreigner, had they un-
derstood in what way to make use of
him, how to manipulate the press of
the world to tell the truth in their
behalf as cleverly as the English had
used it to misrepresent them; had they
known how to make capital of the
gympathies of the French, the Ameri-
cans and the Germans, and to turn it
to their own account; had they known
which men to send abroad tq tell the
facts, to plead and to explain; had they
known which foreign adventurer was
the one to follow implicitly on the
battle-field and which to “vootsak” to
the border; had they been men of the
world instead of farmers in total ig-
norance of it, they might have brought
about intervention, or an honorable
peace. The very unworldliness of the
Boer, at which the Englishman sneers,
did much, I believe, to save Great Brit-
ain from greater humiliations, from
more frequent “reverses” and more
costly defeats.

I had entered Pretoria in the days
of her successes and I was deserting
at the moment of her fall. I do not
know when I had left a place with as
heavy a heart, and as the train at
last pulled free of the town and ran
parallel to the Middleburg highway,
each mounted Boer it passed seemed,
as he waved his sombrero, to beckon
us back again. The great veldt,
throbbing in the heat of the sun and
flashing with brilliant yellow lights
and purple shadows, seemed to re-
proach us. The hot, barren kopjes
with their stunted cacti, the splash-
ing waterfalls, and the twisting
white river that raced the train, all
filled me with regret. They had nev-
er looked more beautiful or more to
be desired, or more as the scene set
for a country men could choose to
call home. The sight of the men to
whom it really was home, who were
fighting for it, and who were to con-
tinue to fight for it, stirred me with
pride in them. I saw them for the
last time even as I was steaming
away from them to another conti-
nent, to other interests and other
friends. They were jogging patiently
through the high grass on our right,
and spreading out fan-wise over the
red kopjes that lay between them
and Irene, where the sultry air was
shaken with heavy vibrations of hot-
throated guns. They trotted forward
alone or in pairs, each an independent
fighting man with his rifle and blan-

ket swung across his shoulders and
his canvas water-bottle, rusty coffee-
pot_and bundle of green fodder dang-
ling from his saddle. I knew as the
train carried us away from the sight
of them that no soldier in pipe-clay,
gauntlets and gold lace would ever
again mean to me what these bur-
ghers meant — these long-bearded,
strong-eyed Boers with their droop-
ing cavalier hats, their bristling
bands of cartridges, their upright
seat in the saddle and the rifle rising
above them like the lance of the cru-
sader. They are the last of the cru-
saders. They rode out to fight for a
cause as old as the days of Pharaoh
and the children of Israel, against an
enemy ten times as mighty as was
Washington’s in his war for independ-
ence. As I see it, it has been a holy
war, this war of the burgher crusa-
der, and his motives are as fine as
any that ever called a “minute man”
from his farm or sent a knight of the
Cross to die for it in Palestine. Still,
in spite of his cause, the Boer is los-
ing, and in time his end may come, and
he may fall. But when he falls he
will not fall alone; with him will end
a great principle, the principle . for
which our forefathers fought—the
right of self-government, the princi-
ple of independence.

COOPERATIVE FACTORIES AND

MONOPOLIES.

Those who are in the habit of look-
ing a little below the surface of things
may cee more than at first appears
in a press item regarding the produc-
tion of glass in Indiana by establish-
ments owned and operated by the
workmen in cooperation. It is stated
that these establishments are pros-
perous and that they are on the in-
crease, and the significant point is
made that “It is not possible for any
trust to get a corner on the sand
from which glass is made, and con-
sequently there is no hindrance to the
cooperative plan being applied to this
industry.”

Some time ago when there was an
active labor trouble in the anthracite
coal regions of Pennsylvania, an old
miner recalled the day when an ex-
pert coal miner could go into the hills
with a few tools, and, working for
himself, make wages, at' taking out
coal, that would be considered fabu-
lous these days. But, said he, “All
the coal lands are now owned by the
coal companies. That part of these
lands [a very large part] which they
are not using for mining operations
they simply hold for the purpose of
preventing others from using it, and
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a man must now work for one of
these companies on its terms or not
at all.” And he might have added:
“Thus these companies pervent free
competition, in the coal market on
the one hand, and on the other are
able to make terms with the miners
which they could not come anywhere
near making with them if coal, like
the sand from which glass is made,
could not be cornered by a trust.”
It seems to us that the two instances
when contrasted are very illuminat-
ing, and that among other things
they may serve to show the essen-
tial difference between socalled trusts
and trusts.

A commercial organization which
has not, and perhaps cannot, control
the supply of its raw material, and
which cannot or does not, control or
monopolize in any way the means of
transportation either of raw mate-
rial or of finished product, must ob-
viously depend for its suceess upon
good management, i. e., upon its abil-
ity to supply the public with a de-
sirable article at a fair price, and
so long as it does that, and the condi-
tions are such that any others—work-
men. cooperating among themselves,
or capitalists cooperating among
themselves (in the form of joint
stoeck companies or otherwise), can
freely enter into the business and
compete for trade, we do not see how
any vreasonable complaint can be
brought against.them, no matter how
large they may be nor how many
separate manufacturing. establish-
ments they may own. There is, it
seems to us, entirely too much railing
against “capital” and “capitalism.”
. There is, in fact, scarcely any severer

competition than is to be found among

capitalists themselves. This competi-
tion is clearly shown in the bidding
for municipal and other interest--
bearing bonds which, when they are
sold, bring a premium that reduces
the net interest to the competitive
rate for returns on capital, and that
“ralte at the present time is somewhere
about two per cent. This must be
taken as the return which commer-
cial operations of all kinds show to
be about the average net interest re-
ceived on capital, deducting for losses
and for cost or value of supervision
+ and management. There is no mo-
nopoly of capital; the competitive bid-
ding for bonds and other forms ot
safe investments show clearly that
there is not, and workmen themselves
by their own building and loan asso-
ciation operations and by the use
that is made of their money by sav-

ings banks, may easily convince them-
selves that this is so.

On the other hand, capital may be
used to secure harmful monopolies,
but when this is the case it is the
monopoly, not the capital, that in-
jures others. In fact, many valuahle
monopolies, especially - franchise mo-
nopolies, have been practically with-
out the use of capital. They have
been “granted” or given away by
thoughtless or corrupt representatives
of the. people, and in such cases,
though it is a little more clearly seen
that it is monopoly and not capital
that is the offender, it is no more
true that it is so than in those cases

where capital has been used merely

to secure the monopoly.

When capital is used in such opera-
tions as cooperative glass making es-
tablishments, which establishments
sell their product in the market in
competition with other producers, it
is, of course, manifest that there is
no monopoly, no matter how much
capital may be invested in the enter-
prise, nor how large the factory may
be. But supposing it were possible to
monopolize the supply of sand for
glass making, and a portion of the
capital were used for that purpose.
and free competition of other estab-
lishments in that way prevented, it
ought to be quite clear that it would
not be capital that would be the op-
pressor, but the monopoly of sand,
and we beg to suggest that much of
the discussion of these subjects would
be far more effective for real good if
a little more discrimination were used.
It is nonsense, for instance, to class
a combination of tool building con-
cerns, buying its material in the open
markets and controlling no monop-
olies whatever, with the Standard Oil
company, or the anthracite coal trust,
both of which last mentioned con-
cerns are successful chiefly because of
having secured monopolies that pre-
vent competition on equal terms.—
American Machinist of Aug. 9.

MUNICIPAL TAXATION OF LAND
VALUES IN PRUSSIA.

Ten years have just elapsed since
William II. asked John Miquel, the ex-
communist and friend of Karl Marx.
to be his minister of finance, and with-
in these ten years that most versatile
statesman has revolutionized our whole
system of taxation. It is certainly a
somewhat unusual and eventful ca-
reer by which this man. beginning as
an avowed revolutionist, has risen
through the positions of bank director
and lord burgomaster of Frankfort to
ministerial honor at Berlin and to
the trusteeship of the ‘“Junker” par-

ty. But though his party denomina-
tion has changed, the man has
changed little. As a pillar of the
same throne which he was bent on
overthrowing in the year 1848, he
has shaped into facts his ideas of
taxation, -and especially of land tax-
ation, moderated, of course, by the
practical considerations which a
Prussian minister has to take into
account, but still in such a radical
form as would have been simply im-
possible if he had remained in the
ranks of the opposition. A land na-
tionalizer in principle, he has
into operation new taxation laws
which only, need to be extended and
generally applied in the future in
order entirely to tax away the *“un-
earned increment.” And another fea-
ture of his social legislation is that
he has intrusted the task of admin-
istering it not to the state but to the
municipalities.

The Prussian laws on the taxatiorn
of land and buildings date as far back
as 1861. They were bright examples
of the work of what we call the -
“Manchester school” of economic
thought, and they entirely handed
over the interests of the community
to the enterprising speculator. Ac-
cording to the act of 1861, taxes were
only levied from landed property
which yielded an immediate profit,
and the taxes were imposed on this
profit. Thus the most valuable build-
ing land inside and outside the cit-
ies was only taxed if potatoes or corn
was grown upon it, and the taxes
were imposed on the value of its ag-
ricultural yield (Ertrags-Steuer). The
actual value of land of this kind
might amount to thousands and tens
of thousands of pounds, but so long
as it lay vacant and yielded no agri-
cultural profit, or was not let, say,
as warehouse, yard, or otherwise, no
taxes whatever were paid on the
ground values, which grew incessant-
1y from year’ to year—nay, from day
to day—with the advent of every new-
born inhabitant of the city who re-
quired an abode upon this earth. The
same principles were applied to land-
ed property on which buildings had
been erected. They were taxed ac-
cording to their yield, not according
to their real value. :

The speculators, of course, were not
slow to take advantage of this sort
of legislation. They seized upon "the
whole of the prospective building area
round the growing cities, and declined
to sell a bit of it until the toiling
community was in such urgent need
of house-room for its ever-increasing
population as to be forced to pay the

put |
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demanded "price. You in England,
where happily the one-family house
_is still a national featufe, cannot im-
agine the gigantic dimensions of the
profits of the speculator in Berlin, in
Munich, in Frankfort, in Cologne, in
Dusseldorf, and other industrial cen-
ters, where one house generally shel-
ters 20 to 30 families, and where, con-
sequently, a piece of land can be ex-
ploited in a manner unknown to you.
A rood of land which was bought by,
. the speculator 12 to 15 years ago for
£35 is, in certain places, now sold
for not less than £1,050, but it often
fetches £1,400 in our city, which only
numbers 200,000 inhabitants. In and
around Berlin these profits are, of
course, on a more gigantic scale. The
speculators, mestly consolidated into
rings and trusts, were ea'sily able to
await their time, for legislation pro-
tected them from any trouble in the
shape of taxes. Their “losses™ of in-
terest, were made up a hundredfold by
the incessant increase of land values.
Now when Mr. Miquel came into pow-
er he touched the speculator in two
ways. First of all he introduced a
property tax in addition to the in-
come tax, based.like the latter.on a dec-
laration by the persontaxed. Every per-
son who is possessed of property worth
£300 and more is required, under a
heavy penalty, to make an annual dec-
laration of the actual value, and to
pay taxes on that value. Landed prop-
erty round the cities, even if left va-
cant or used for agricultural purposes,
must be “declared” according to the
speculative value as building land, if
it has such a value at all. But this
property tax, which is levied by the
state, is no great burden on the spec-
ulator; its amount is bnly one-half
per mille of the value. So the specu-

lator whose land is worth' £ 50,000 only

pays £25 a year.

But now the municipality steps in.
The Prussian state has, by the act of
1893, renounced the right of levying
land taxes, and has transferred it to
the municipalities. By the same act
the latter are empowered to levy land
taxes from the real or “common” value
(gemeiner Wert) of land and buildings,
and quite a number of our great cities
have recently complied with the re-
quest of Miquel to avail théemselves of
these powers. The corporation of our
city (Dusseldorf on Rhine) have re-
solved to levy a rate of two per cent.
of the real capital value of every build-
ing and of all the landed property
within the borders of the city. This
new mode of taxation of land values
has been introduced on the ground of
social justice. The general idea, it was

- German marks:

said whén this new mode of taxation
was recommended to the town coun-
cil, was not that the total amount of
<+he land tax should be enlarged—al-
though that has been the effect—Dbut
that individual taxpayers should be
more fairly treated. From the follow-
ing tables it will be seen how the new
tax is working. They are confined to
examples which our burgomaster
thought fit to publish before the intro-
duction of the tax. The big speculators
do not appear in the tables. The
amount of the tax is given in shillings,
which correspond exactly with the

TABLE A.
Agricultural land close to the building
area. [
Amount of taxes.
Formerly. Now.

. Tax 2p.c.of

on capital

yield. value.

i s. d. s,

Parcel A........ccvvvvennen. 2 1 ... 24 10
Parcel B.... 0 9 ...... 9 3
Parcel Co..oooovvviiiiani... 0 10 ...... 70
Parcel D...... 011 ... 65 b
Parcel E...... 110 ...... 4 8
Parcel F 0 0%...... 0 1
Parcel G...... 0 4 ...... 0 6
Parcel H 9 2 ... 34 5

TABLE B.
Speculative building land, mostly used
for agricultural purposes.

- Amount of taxes.
Formerly. Now.

Tax 2p.c.of

on capital

yield. value,
8. d. s, d.
Parcel A ... 28 9. ..314 6
Parcel B. .2 1. ..160 0
Parcel C.. <0 9. 650 0
Parcel D ... .6 1., ..368 0
Parcel E ..... .4 9........134 b
Parcel F........ .2 9 180 0
Parcel G.... .00 12 10
Parcel H.... L1002 240 0
Parcel T .... .0 4 30 0
Parcel K ........ .0 0 0 0
Parcel L.... .07 81 0
Parcel M........cc.oceeeeeen. 3 7 138 0

TABLE C.

Workmen’'s dwelling houses, mostly oc-
cupied by the poorest class.

Amount of taxes.

Formerly. Now.

Tax 2p.c.of

on capital

value.

s 8.

House A, 20 famlilles......... 109
House B, 14 families........1 72
House C, 16 familles.... 140
House D, 12 families.........280 157
House E, 15 families........ 153
House F, 20 families......... 150
House G, 13 families......... 60
House H, 17 families........ 166
House I, 10 families......... 157

TABLE D.
Houses of the better class, mostly oc-
cupled by one family.
Amount of taxes.
Formerly. Now.

Tax 2p.c.of
on capital
yield value.
s. 8.
House A.......cccvvvvvninnnen. 265 360
House B 900
House C....covvvrninnnnnnnnnn. 235 430
House D (Freemasons’ club-
house) ......ccvvvviiiiinnn.. 500
House E (clubhouse)........ 698 912
House F (a farmhouse, the
land and gardens of which
have become bulldings
sites) ....iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinne.. 40 1,200
TABLE E.
Factories.

Amount of taxes.
Formerly. Now.
Tax 2p.c.of

on capital

yield. value.

EX 8.
Premises A, engineering... 465 1,600
Premises B, engineering..: 746 2,200
Premises C, engineering...1,104 2,600
Premises D, engineering...1,238 2,267
Premises E, engineering... 919 2,000
Premises F, textile......... 294 1,000
Premises G, textile......... . 562 700

TABLE F.
Market gardens in the outskirts.

Amount of taxes.

Formerly. Now.
Tax' 2p.c.af

on capital

yield value.

Business A......... eeereraeas
Business B.. .
Business C..
Business D.. . N
Business E.............. reees 24

These tables hardly need comment.
They undoubtedly show that the tax-
ation of the actual value instead of
the yield is a step in the right direc-
tion. This mode of taxation works ad-
mirably. It relieves weak shoulders
and puts the burden on those who can
pay and ought to pay.—G. Stoffers, in
Manchester Guardian, Qctober 15, 1900.

*“I thought you said the war in the
Philippines was practically over.”

“Well2”

“Well, I see in the paper this morning
that our troops routed & detachment
of the enemy and killed 100 of them.”

“My boy, that makes it still more
practicaily over, doesn’t it ?”—Catholic
Standard and Times. ’

“Roberts says that the majority of
the burghers still at large are fighting
under compulsion.”

“Well, that isn’t fair! But. say! the
minority must be scrappers from away
back.”—Puck.

Our message to the heathen is that
salvation is free and cotton goods are
cheap.—Puck.

BOOK NOTICES.

In “The Monetary Revolution” (Chicago:
Charles H. Kerr & Co.) Andrew J. Os-
borne advocates a system of money based
upon an arbitrary labor unit, as that
‘‘six hours of labor on the surface of the
earth of any kind might be the minimum
equivalent of the dollar.” Mr. Osborne's
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views are.fundamentally affected by the
theory that interest, instead of being an
increment of labor-produced capital, is a
premium for the use of money.

The January number of the Quarterly
Economist (Cedar Rapids, Ia.: Frank
Vierth. Price 10 cents), contains several
articles of interest to investigators of the
single tax theory, besides a speclal article
on direct legislation.

Edward Atkinson has just published the
sixth and final number of his ‘“Anti-Im-
perialist” (Brookline, Mass.: Edward At-
kinson. Price, 10 cents), in which he shows
from official data the cost of the Mec-
Kinley war in the Philippines. Along
with the statistics Is a collection of valua-
ble documents pertinent to the subject.

A compsact and comprehensive presenta-
tion of the various phases of direct legisla-
tion by popular vote is made in “Direct
Leglislation’’ (Philadelphia: C. F. Taylor,
1520 Chestnut street. Price, 25 cents), by
Prof. Frank Parsons.

Willlam M. Salter's address on *“‘The
Ethical Elements in Socialism and Indi-
vidualism’” (Philadelphia: S. Burns Wes-
ton, 1305 Arch street. Price, § cents) does
not profess to be more than a very general
discussion of the subject, In which Mr.
Salter argues neither for soclalism nor
individualism, but merely suggests a mode
of approach or point of view. It seems
to us that he has not sufficiently empha-
sized the principle of competition, which
fundamentally distinguishes the two
schools. Individualism stands for free com-
petition; socialism would abolish all com-
petition. Had Mr. Salter given full value
to this distinction he could hardly have
premised that whereas sociallsm has never
been tried individualism has virtually had
the field down to the present time. It is
true that socialism has not been tried as
socialism, but restrictions upon competi-
tion have so completely ruled the roast
throughout historic times that individual-
ism has not been tried at all.

The edition of “The Public” this week is 6,000,

EMANCIPATION

I bave read ‘“ Kmancipation of the People.” or
the “distribution of wealth” problem and in my
humble oplnion the writer has correctly stated the
case. Labor is the Unit of Values. P.J.Devlin,
Editor on Western Newspaj er Unlon.
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J. B. Herboldshimer, Gibson, City Illinois.
LIVE AGENTS WANTED.

HENRY GEORGE ASSOGIATION.
LECTURES GIVEN AT
HANDEL HALIL,

40 East Randolph Street, 8econd Floor,

EVERY SUNDAY AFTERNOON

At 3 o’clock sharp.

Program for S8unday, December 2d:
Mr. Louis F. Post,
Editer Publie,
«LABOR FOR LABOR.”

This lecture. the third of a series of lectures on
the Single Tax.will be illustrated by colored charts.

ADMISSION FREE!
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Chicago.

CBA.BLEB A. BUTLER,
ATTORNEY AT LAW,
Buite 616, Ashland Block,
Telephone, Maln 2711

HABBIS F. WILLIAMS,

ATTORNEY AT LAW,

8056 Chamber of Commerce Building,
CHICAGO.

NELLIE CARLIN,

ATTORNEY AT LAW,

1202 Ashland Block, Chicago.

Telephone Central 825.

CHICAGO.

Housten.

WING & RING.
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS,

HOUSTON, TEXAS.
Presley K. Ewing. Henry F. Ring.

Certain things are possibily
ties,—fire, accident, disease.
Death is a -certainty. He’s a
poor reasoner who provides
against the uncertain and yet
neglects to insure his life. It
may be done at low cost.
Consult

HENRY C LIPPINCOTT,
Life Insurance Expert,
921 Chestnut Street,
Phlladalphia.

BOOK BARGAINS

Fneyclo, Britaniea, Seribner’s. Cost $150.. $40.00
Medical and Surgical History of War of Re-

beilion. 8 volames..................... 25.00
Hitchcock’s Bible Analysis, % Morocco.

Cost 97 50......... ........ccevvnnns . 2,50
Sidgewick's Political Economy. Cost $4.... 2.00
Cu .Ingham’s Theol gy. 4 vols. Cost $24.. 8.75
Stier's Words of Jesus. % vols., Cost $13. . 2.75
Book of M rmoun, Morocco. Lamont, 1874... 2.00
Life of Henry George, mew.................. 1.80

Plain talk In Psalm and Parable. Crosby. New 1,50

Prices include all charges. Condition guaranteed
or return at my expense. For any book on earth
write o H. H. TInRY, Book Hunter,
Catalog Free. CONNEAUT, OH10.

BIOGRAPHY
HENRY GEORGE

The life of Henry George, by his
son, Henry George, Jr., is now ready
for delivery. Orders taken by

MISS MAUDE DICKEY,
6450 Jackson Ave.,
CHICAGO.

Popular Edition, . $1.50
Library Edition, . 2.50
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