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The London Speaker naively re-
minds Lord Roberts that the war in
South Africa is [still] over.

The American counterpart of the
Philippines to the British in the
Transvaal, phrases our plight some-
what differently. Recent dispatches
from the Philippines assure the folks
at home that “the bottom of the in-
surrection is dropping out, but an
early reduction of the army would be
fatal”!

By releasing himself from his
street railroad responsibilities in De-
troit, ex-Congressman Tom L. John-
son makes afurther advance toward
the realization of his long-cherished
intention of wholly devoting his en-
ergies to undermining the fundamen-
tal causes of poverty in this era of
great productive power.

The treasury officials at Washing-
ton express their gratification over
the rapid refunding of the national
debt. They announce a saving of
interest in the refunding so far
made of $10,000,000. No boast is
offered of success in perpetuating the
debt. Yet that is the principal ob-
ject of the refunding policy, and its
success is promising.

Reluctant advocates of the theory
that women are inferior creatures will
be glad to learn that out of 62 appli-
cants for licenses as registered phar-
macists under the New York law,
Mrs. Marietta Harmon, of Syracuse,
one of the inferior creatures, has re-
ceived the highest rating. It is not

only higher than that of any of her
61 competitors, but the highest ever
given. The New York state board of
pharmacy rated her examination as
perfect.

One of the vice president elect’s
contributions to the gaiety of nations
at the close of the nineteenth century
was a remark, in his speech on “The
Prospects of Young Men in the Twen-
tieth Century,” to the young men of
the continet gathered at various Y.
M. C. A. halls. “Woe to us as a na-
tion,” he said, “if we ever follow the
lead of men who seek not to smother
but to inflame the wild-beast qualities
of the human heart.” Next tothe em-
peror of Germany, the man who in
our generation has done most to “in-
flame the wild beast qualities of the
human heart,” and been boastfully
proud of his inflammatory distine-
tion, is this same Theodore Roosevelt.

Maj. John R. Lynch, of Memphis,
who is said to enjoy the distinction of
being the only negro paymaster in the
army, is evidently a shrewd observer.

‘Having been in Cuba, he says that

nine-tenths of the people want inde-
pendence; and that nobody wants an-
nexation but the foreigners and a few
land-holding Cubans. Yet they hard-
ly dare express themselves, he con-
cludes, so overwhelming is the senti-
ment the other way. Maj. Lynch re-
gards this as ungrateful on the part of

the Cubans. He thinks apparently

that as “the United States drove out
the Spanish tyrants,” it ought te be
welcomed in their place.” It does not
occur to him that independence is a
sentiment which possiblyother people
than black and white Americans may
cherish. And he forgets that when
the United States drove out the Span-
ish it did so under a pledge to recog-
nize Cuban independence. By the

way, there is significance in the fact
that Cuban landowners want annexa-

tion. When we remember the sim- °

ple, not to say obvious, truth, that
landowners benefit at the expense of
land users, much as slave owners ben-
efit at the expense of slaves, it is pos-
sible to infer that the Cuban land-
owners expect the United States tobe
less particular about the rights of
land users than the privileges of land-
owners. \

Since ex-President Cleveland has
emerged from his political hiberna-
tion upon hearing of Bryan’s second
defeat, he has kept the linotype ma-
chines active. One piece of advice he
gives has reference to the length of
the presidential term. He would ex-
tend it. In support of this proposi-
tion he advances two arguments. In
the first place, business and other im-
portant interests would be less fre-
quently “disturbed and disquieted by
the turmoil and heat of a presidential
election;” and in the second, “a sub-
stantial extension of the executive
tenure would pave the way for estab-

.

lishing the ineligibility of an incum-

bent to succeed himself.” What
length of tenure he would personally
prefer, Mr. Cleveland does not say;
but that which would best meet his
expressed objections to the four-year
term would be a tenure for life. Short
of the abolition of popular elections
altogether, that would be most ef-
fective in lessening the frequency of
“the turmoil and heat of a presiden-
tial election;” and it would complete-
ly establish “the ineligibility of anin-
cumbent to succeed himself.”

Great Britain begins the new cen-
tury with an exasperating and ap-
parently irrepressible war upon her
hands, in which the outlook is
gloomier to her than it wasa yearago.
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This war is in a double sense one of
her own making. She forced it upon
the Boers in the first place, by press-
ing forward a policy that was obvious-
ly intended to culminate in the ab-
rogation of Boer independence in
South Africa. And when she had
achieved a victory, she forced the
Boers into the adoption of guerrilla
tactics by the relentless terms of peace
she demanded. The Boers offered to
negotiate. Lord Salisbury refused
to listen. He demanded uncondition-
al swrrender, and clearly indicated
his purpose of totally wiping out,
Boer independence. The Boers ap-
pealed to other nations to intercede
- for peace. The United States gin-
gerly transmitted the appeal to Lord
Salisbury, and he responded with a
curt refusal to tolerate intercession
of any sort. Annexationand nothing
short of that would satisfy British
honor. So annexation was pro-
claimed. A British military govern-
ment was set up. And naturally
enough the Boers began a system of
guerrillawarfare. It wastheir only re-
course. The British commanders re-
taliated by making war upon women
and children. They imitated the re-
concentrado policy of Weyler, and
even outdid Weyler’s cruelty by burn-
ing farm houses over large districts.
So indefensible was their policy in
this respect, that after the world be-
gan to learn of it, when it had been
in operation for half a year, Lord Rob-
erts himself was obliged to order its
modification. But the modification
came too late. Every possible dispo-
sition to submit had been beaten out
of the Boers; death had become
preferable to submission. And now,
spurred on by Lord Salisbury’s re-
lentless policy of subjugation and
Kitchener’s merciless policy of de-
struction, they have not only revived
the war, but have carried the seat of
active operations over the Orange
river and far down into British terri-
tory. Nor have they abandoned the
fight at home. Over a field 500 miles
long from south to north, and from
50 to 200 from east to west, they are
making the British respect their valor

as soldiers and their devotion to the
cause of their independence. This
revival of their war in South Africa
is the penalty the British people have
to suffer for Salisbury’s arro-
gance. Whatever may have been the
merits of the war originally, there is
no room to deny that its destructive
revival has been forced by Salisbury’s
policy of unconditional submission
and unqualified subjugation.

Arthur Saiter, the son of a well-
known citizen of Vincennes, Ind.,
who has just returned from military
scenes in the Philippines, bringing
back an honorable discharge and one
leg, gives a report of the situation in
the Philippines which does credit to
the good sense of himself and his
comrades. He declares that the sol-
diers who have seen active service are
generally of one opinion. They re-
gard it as a waste of time, labor, mon-

‘| ey and lives to hold Luzon. They be-

lieve that we shall not get back
one-tenth of what we spend on
Luzon if we keep the island a thou-
sand years. But they are sure that
the only way to “quiet the insurrec-
tion is either to exterminate the na-
tives or withdraw the troops.” But
Mr. Saiter and his comrades have evi-

dently not given full weight to the:

possibilities of that rich Luzon mine
a mile high, the report of which so
profoundly impressed Mr. McKinley;
nor to the chances for lumber specu-
lation in Luzon, in which the chair-
man of the house military committee
is so deeply interested.

Among the new century greetings
to the Red Cross society in response
to its invitations, were four mes-
sages which we should like to see pre-
served for the enlightenment of pos-
terity. One was in these words:

I bring you the stately matron
named Christendom, returning Dbe-
draggled, besmirched and dishonored
from pirate raids in Kiao-Chou., Man-
churia, South Africa and the Philip-
pines, with her soul full of meanness,

her pocket full of boodle and her
mouth full of pious hypocrisies. Give

her soap and towel, but hide the look-
ing glass.

In this generation that message will
be recognized as the work of Mark
Twain. It could have come from no
other pen. Let it serve to remind fu-
ture generations of the greatest hu-
morist of his time, whose humor sel-
dom failed to rise above mere fun
into the realms of Christian philos-
ophy. The three other messagesare
as follows:

During this century we have on a
whole moved upward; I hope we shall
continue so to move, but whether we
do or not will ultimately depend upon
whether on the average the individual
man shows courage, honesty, common

sense and a knowledge of duty alike
to himself and to others.

I send cordial greetings to the
American National Red Cross on its
auspicious entrance upon the enlarged
fields of usefulness with the new cen-
tury.

During the century just closing the
Red Cross society has done much to
alleviate the sufferings of the battle-
field. Let us greet the twentieth cen-
tury with the hope that a higher re-
gard for the inalienable rights of man
and a broader recognition of the peo
ple as the source of power will hasten
the coming of the day when natjons
will have war no more.

The first two would not be worth pre-
serving but for the important official
stations of their authors. One i
commonplace, and the only principle
it suggests is that principle out
of which all tyrannies grow—the
principle of courage in the perform-
ance of self-assumed duties toward
one’s self and others without refer-
ence to the rights of either. Itsau-
thor needs to learn that duties and
rights are correlative. The second
is a pompous piece nothingness.
Need it be explained that Vice Presi-
dent-elect Roosevelt wrote the first
and President McKinley the second?
The third is worth preserving forits
own sake. Relating °rights and
duties reciprocally, it makes an
eloquent call to the higher lev-
els of patriotism. Its author i
a simple citizen, but one whose
fame this message alone should pre-
serve long after the men who wrote
the other two are remembered only
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because the offices that honor them
survive. It is a contribution to the
democracy of the new century from
William J. Bryan.

We have no disposition to criticize
either the motives or the methods of
people who, seeing want and suffer-
ing all around them, try to relieve it.
But there is something extremely of-
fensive about some of the ‘“wood-
yard” methods of charity. Lying be-
fore us as we write is an appeal from
one of these charities—the “Chicago
Relief and Aid Society Wood Yard.”
It is an appeal for patronage. One
of the points it makes against encour-
aging beggary touches the core of the
matter—but, oh, in such pharisaical
spirit! To aid beggars at one’s home,
it says, “does each man a great injury
by showing him the possibility of liv-
ing without work.” That is doubt-
less true. It would be true, rather,
had not each man already seen “the
- possibility of living without work.”
He has seen it by observing the very
classes who support wood yard tests
for him. They themselves, in their
lives of ease and unearned comfort
and luxury, exemplify “the pos-
sibility of living without work.” The
beggar knows this; and if he is in-
telligent he relates, more or less
vaguely in his mind, the success in
doing that, which they achieve, to
the circumstances that have driven
him to beggary. If, also, there is
any spirit of manhood in him, he will
decline the wood yard test. Not be-
cause it is honest work, but because
it is make believe work. When legit-
imate wood yards make a demand for
men to saw wood, it will be time to
condemn beggars who refuse the job.
To refuse to saw wood for which
there is no legitimate demand, as a
test to demonstrate one’s worthiness
to get a breakfast, is no test of indus-
try. An hour on the treadmill would
be as fair.

Yet it is to set up a sort of tread-
mill test that this Chicago wood yard
charity seems to exist. Onits letter-

head is the full-length picture of a
spiritless fellow with a bucksaw in his
hand. He has not unnaturally the
air of a fresh convict. Thesaw stands
out like a badge of useless servitude
instead of an emblem of honorable
labor. And opposite the picture isa
statement of the objects of the wood
yard. Each man who applies for a
night’s lodging is given it after he
has earned it by sawing wood; each
must perform a given stint for every
meal, and the “rule of the yard is the
apostolic maxim: ‘If any man shall
not work,neither shall he eat.”” But,
we do not condemn this charity. It
undoubtedly gives individual relief.
We do not condemn its treadmill test.
Circumstances make tests necessary
when degrading charity has a place
in our social life. 'We should have
more confidence, though, in the intel-
ligence and sincerity of the promoters
of the charity if theyshowed any dis-
position to extend their favorite apos-
tolic maxim beyond the confines of
their wood yard.

(]

It is so much easier to be chari-
table than to be just. It is easier
even to wish to be charitable than
to wish to be just. A cor-
roborative instance is furnished
in a recent speech by Abram
S. Hewitt, once mayor of New
York. Asserting that our national
wealth since 1840 has increased five
times as fast as our population, he re-
minded his audience that the condi-
tions which have brought this in-
creased wealth have made it impossi-
ble for some people to live decent
lives. That sounds like saying that
an increase in the supply of water has
made it unfavorable for some people
to quench their thirst. Yet Mr. Hew-
itt seemed to be quite oblivious to
the manifest fact that this impover-
ishment must be due not to the great
increase of wealth, but to the spolia-
tion by some classes of the share of
others. Throughout his speech there
was not one note of justice. Its
theme was simply charity, paternal,
patronizing charity. The rich seem
to him to fail in their duty not be-

cause they are indifferent to the sys-
tematic spoliation of which they are
beneficiaries, but because they “are
not giving” as much as he thinks they
ought to. Charity! charity! With
all the injustice that has raised up a
class of idle rich growing richer, and'
produced a class of working poor
growing poorer, this perpetual ery
of charity on the part of the benefi-
ciaries of that awful injustice makes
the brain weary and the heart sick.

Bishop Potter is another pleader
for amelioration. ‘He not merely ig-
nores considerations of justice; he
casts them aside with contempt. The
bishop wishes that “a company of
men and women of regognized social
leadership” would “bind themselves
together” for the purpose among
other things of discouraging lavish
expenditures and excessive accumula-
tions and of promoting donations.
None of his suggested pur-
poses have to do with reforming the
social structure. He simply encores
the same old farce of charitable sclf-
sacrifice. What a lame and im-
potent reform it is that he proposes.
A band of social leaders to discourage
lavish expenditures and excessive ac-
cumulation! One that will give! give!
give! Let him try to gét a
band of social leaders to agree to
spend only what they earn. Then he
will have turned his face in the right
direction, though he fail utterly in
getting recruits for that band, as he '
will for the one he does propose.

We are in receipt of a letter of
friendly criticism upon our approval
of the Crumpacker bill, from L. W.
Washington, president of the Wait-
ers’ Royal Benefit Progressive league,
of Chicago. Writing from what he
regards as the proper point of view of
his race, Mr. Washington complains
that this bill “sanctions an open vio-
lation of the constitution” in the
southern states that disfranchise ne-
groes under cover of an educational
qualification, “and places the power
of the majority in the hands of the
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minority.” “What the negroes
want,” hesays, “is not a penaltyin the
way of reduced congressional repre-
sentation for the states that disfran-
chise negroes, but “the right to live
as American citizens in any part of
the union.” And he asks congress “to
advise the president, by a good major-
ity, to carry out his pledges to uphold
and defend the constitution by en-
forcing the laws thdt make effective
the thirteenth, fourteenth and fif-
teenth amendments.” With: Mr.
Washington’s sentiment weare in
hearty accord. We believe that the
constitutional provisions as to citi-
zenship should be enforced. But un-
fortunately for that view, there is no
way of enforcing them against any
state legislation which the supreme
courtholdsto be constitutional. Con-
sequently the Crumpacker bill pro-
poses the only method of reaching
the case. Its enactment would at
least show a disposition on the part of
congress and the president to enforce
the constitutional guarantees. It
would, moreover, produce a good
local effect, by admonishing states
that they cannot disfranchise citizens
without losing congressional repre-
gentation in consequence.  This
would have a greater tendency than
might be supposed in the direction of
discouraging disfranchisement.

In an article in the December Cen-
tury, Mr. Jerome Dowd, a southerner,
makes some “practical suggestions”
regarding the negro. He declares,
as most southerners do, when discuss-
ing this question, that “the south-
ern people understand the negro.”
This assumption we venture, with all
good feeling and respect for those
who adopt it, to most seriously doubt.
Both upon the general principles of
human association and from personal
observation, we are quite sure that
the southern people’ do not under-
stand the negro. This is not to say
that the northern people understand
him. They do not. Though their
understanding of him differs essen-
tially from that of the southern peo-
ple, there is no real understanding in

either case. In the nature of things
there cannot be. No man can under-
standanother, no race can understand
another, unless they associate upon
termsof perfect equality. Rich north-
erners for example, do not un-
derstand the workin’g classes of
theirown color and race, among whom
they live and from whose ranks many
of them have sprung. How much
less, then, should the southern peo-
ple understand the negro. That
they understand him as masters un-
derstand slaves, is doubtless true.
That they understand him as su-
periors understand inferiors is also
true. That they understand him as
people of one caste understand those
of another is likewise true. But they
do not understand him as a man.
They do not understand him as mem-
bers of his own race do. They do not
understand him as they understand
their own white associates.

We could ask for no better proof of
this than the Century article by Mr.
Dowd, an article which is both intelli-
gent and generous. Mr. Dowd com-
plains of the negro’s clan spirit, and
seems to regard this as evidence of
race inferiority. It is a familiar
ground of complaint in the south.
Yet in the very next paragraph Mr.
Dowd ingenuously recognizes that
spirit as eminently human—as hu-
man, at least, for white men; or, at
any rate, for southern white men.
For he says: “It should be well un-
derstood by this time that no foreign
race inhabiting this country and act-
ing together politically can dominate
the native whites.” What is that if
not an exhibition of clan spirit? Can
it be doubted that the negro’s clan-
nishness has its root in the same hu-
man nature that develops the doctrine
of white supremacy? Yet southerners
whose views agree with Mr. Dowd’s,
claim to understand the mnegro.
All through his article Mr. Dowd re-
veals the conviction he holds in com-
mon with his sectional compatriots,
and which prevails also in the north,
that the negro’s characteristics are
those of an inferior race. Yet he

shows as clearly, and all unconscious-
ly,ashe describes the negro’s environ-
ment, that those characteristies are
due not to inferior race qualities but
to inferior social opportunities. One
illustration will serve. Mr. Dowd
points out in allusion to the negro
that “all their tastes lie in the realm
of the objective and the concrete.”
They cannot generalize. Their enjoy-
ment is in the spectacular. So much
so that “factories employing negroes
generally find it necessary to suspend
operations on “circus day!” But this
does not describe a race of necessarily
inferior intellectual qualities. The
inability, as white men suppose, of
wild races to think except in the ob-
jective and concrete, is fully account-
ed for by the fact that their environ-
ment is too primitive to stimulate ab-
stract thought. It does not prove in-
herent lack of capacity. And when
so-called inferior races living in civ-
ilized surroundings also exhibit de-
fective powers of abstract redsoning,
the all-sufficient explanation is that
they are held down to lower intellec-
tual levels by the spirit of caste.
Though they come in contact with the
advanced race, it is only casually and
in-a subordinate manner. Their
thought life is lived in their own
primitive and repressive environ-
ment. Though they are admitted
up at the house, it is only to serve;
their real life is among their absolute
equals. What Mr. Dowd attributes
to inferior race capacity, are plainly
only the phenomena of hardened dis-
tinction of caste.

The same results would follow the
same conditions of caste if the negro
were white and Anglo-Saxon. De
Tocqueville gives us a simple il-
lustration of the principle in his “De-
mocracy in America” (vol. 2, page 66,
third edition), where he says:

In France very few pleasures are
exclusively reserved for the higher
classes; the poor are admitted wher-
ever the rich are received; and
they consequently behave with pro-
priety, and respect whatever contrr'lb-
utes to the enjoyments in which
they themselves participate. In Eng-
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land, where wealth has @ monopoly
of amusement as well as of power,
complaints are made that whenever
the poor happen to steal into the in-
closures which are reserved for the
pleasures of the rich they commit
acts of wanton mischief.

No doubt the wealthy English found
an explanation of this rudeness in
a theory of hereditary inferiority;
whereas it was truly, as De Tocque-
ville implies, an outgrowth of caste.
Where caste exists, no theories of
racial or hereditary inferiority are
admissible. Where caste exists, the
superior caste can make no well-
founded claims to knowledge of the
inferior. They may know their ex-
ternal peculiarities, but nothing
more. An inferior caste never reveals
itself, its real self, to the superior.
That the little white children of the
south understand the little black
children as well as they wun-
derstand one another, we have
no manner of doubt. But from the
"day that each discovers the impas-
sable social barrier, from that moment
their lives diverge. Thereafter each
may know the other as master and
slave do, as high caste and low caste
do; but no longer as friend knows
friend.

The annual convention of the
American  Feonomic association,
which is serio-comic to the last degree
of pathetic humor, closed its sessions
at Detroit last week. Most of the
members take themselves and one an-
other seriously, which is part of the
humor. But the seriousnuess of
Prof. Veblen of Chicago, is open to
doubt, as well in his performances in
this association as in his admirable
book on the leisure classes. Back of
his intense seriousness there seems to
be a good-natured disposition to
make solemn fun of his solemn asso-
ciates. It was not so, however, with
Prof. Frank A. Fetter, of the Leland
Stanford Junior university, who read
a paper at Detroit on the same day
that Prof. Veblen did. Prof. Fetter
was genuinely solemn when he led his
audience through the mazes of the
mystification theory of political econ-

omy. It is little wonder that univer-
sity students of political econ-
omy reason about the sub-
ject as if its phenomena be-
longed to some fourth dimension
of space, when they have to work
their way through such woolly-edge
analyses and tanglefoot logic as pro-
fessors of the Fetter type spread out
before them in the name of “science.”
The .old monkish gymnastics in mys-
tical theology were models of good
sense and sound reasoning, by com-
parison. It is due to Prof. Fetter to
say, however, that the muddle which
he gives out, he has taken on faith
from other muddlers. Since eco-
nomics,” the abstruse science of for-
tune getting by individuals, has been
substituted inouruniversitiesfor“po-
litical economy,” thesimple science of
wealth getting and wealth sharing by
communalaggregates—an idea some-
what roughly indicated by Adam
Smith when he called his great book
“The Wealth of Nations,”—one can
hardly tell whether to be indignant
at the fraud whereby predatory eco-
nomic institutions are thus sought to
be justified, or amused at the absurd-
ity of the performance and the child-
ish solemnity of the performers. Per-
haps the better course for some pur-
poses is the cynically good-humored
one that Prof. Veblen seems to have
adopted. '

THE NEW OENTURY.

I

The Monday that ended the nine-
teenth century and the Tuesday that
began the twentieth were not separat-
ed by any natural boundary different
from what has distinguished Tues-
days from Mondays since those names
first came into use. Just as all Tues-
days differ from all Mondays, so and
only so did last Tuesday differ from
last Monday. Everybody knows this.
Yet special significance is attached
very generally to the meeting of these
two days, because it marked the death
of one century and the birth of an-
other.

So subject are men to superstition
that great phenomena are often re-

lated to that point in time, as effect to
cause. It seems as if there were in
some sort a cloging and balancing of

the books of Fate with the outgoing -

century, and an opening of a new set
as its successor appears. We think of
the old century as of something dead
and gone, dying it may be in social
convulsions which its own dissolution
produces, and of the new one asanin-
fant coming peacefully among us to
live its life and die amid similar con-
vulsions in regular turn. We think
of it much as we thought of old years
and new years, but with the circum-
stances immensely magnified. The
French “fin de siecle” was vital with
that superstition.

But it requires only the thought of
a moment to comprehend that when
we speak of old centuries and new,
we are naming no point of change in
Time’s monotonous whirl, but only a
point in our own arbitrary devices for
measuring his movement by relating
events to events. The beginning of a
new century, the beginning of a new
year, the beginning of a new week, the
beginning of a new day, are but the
passing of the midnight hour we have
marked upon our clocks and calen-
dars.

Yet there is that about the passage
of time over one of our points of great-
er measurement which reminds us of
the imperfections of so much of life
as has gone before and admonishes us
of the possibilities of what is to come.
This is a familiar idea in connection
with the passing years of individual
lives. The first day of the new year
is traditionally an individual locus
penitentiase—a place for regrets over
the past and for good resolutions for
the future. Then why not make the
early days of the new century a locus
penitentiae for the race?

II.

Since the nineteenth century is
dead. let it have the benefit as far as
possible of the maxim that nothing
may be said of the dead but good. But
let nobody carry that rule so far as to
ignore such of its faults as may be
useful monitors to its successor. One
may be more generous to the dead by
recalling the evils they have done, if
for the purpose of guarding against
repetitions of such evils, than by flat-
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tering their memories with indiserim-
inate praise.

And though the faults of the nine-
teenth century be recalled, this need
not be for lack of opportunities to
praise its record. In most directions
the old century has left a legacy of
progress, and to that progress in one
of its phases attention may be direct-
ed here. It has been most proudly
and eloquently discussed elsewhere.
We refer to the progress that must
ever precede and always underlie
progressof every other kind—to prog-
ress in the arts that tend to diminish
the difficulties of satisfying material
wants. ’

Man’s life is first of all that of the
animal. His primary wants are ani-
mal wants. He must be fed and
clothed and housed before his nobler
qualities can develop. As his soul
has material embodiment, so his
soul’s aspirations and growth must,
while that embodiment continues,
spring out of and be nurtured
through material satisfactions. The
plane of material progress, therefore,
is to man the plane of primary consid-
eration; and: the century that pro-
gresses far upon it is one to which fu-
ture generations will turn with grat-
itude. Such a century was the nine-
teenth. It was more distinetly than
any other of historical times the cen-
tury of material development—the
century of progress in wealth pro-
duction. ’

Only with an effort is it possible
now to realize how comparatively im-
potent as wealth producers were our
fathers who lived when the nine-
teenth century came in.

,By wealth we mean, of course,
those tangible things which human
art fashions for human consumption.
We do not mean money; that is a trad-
ing convenience, not an object of con-
sumption. We do not mean bonds,
nor mortagages, nor corporation
stocks, nor book accounts, nor deeds
to land, nor public franchises, nor
any other mere evidence of title or
token of power. The production of
those things, also, was vastly facili-
tated during the nineteenth century;
but they are not matters of primary
consideration. What we do refer to
is food and clothing and shelter, in
the infinite variety of forms—from

that of the simplest utility to those
that excel in convenience, luxury and
beauty—which these three neces-
saries of life assume. The ability to
produce such things is so much great-
er to-day, both as to abundance and
perfection, than a hundred years ago,
that one may wonder how life at the
beginning of the now departed cen-
tury could have been tolerable.

Labor saving invention, consisting
partly in more minute subdivision
and partly in more comprehensive
association of labor, has inf a myriad
ways enhanced the power of the
human muscle and widened the field
of the human brain. Whether we
turn to agriculture or to mechanics,
we find men now not only producing
in marvelous quantities what then
could be produced only in a small way,
but producing also what then could
not be produced at all. Attempts to
enumerate the differences in produc-
tive methods and effects can hardly
result in anything more interesting
than a catalogue of industrial innova-
tions. But this whole drama of prog-
ress pictures itself to the imagination
when, reflecting upon the part that
steam and electricity play in modern
industry, we remember that at the be-
ginning of the nineteenth century
the known uses of steam were the
most primitive possible, while elec-
tricity had not got beyond the stage
of a curious scientific plaything. In
consequence of the enormous strides
of the century in productive power,
it would be easily possible now, were
productive energies devoted to pro-
viding necessaries of life, to furnish
forth food and clothing and shelter
in superfluous quantity and finest
quality, for every living person.

So far, then, as concerns produc-
tion,thenineteenth ranks as the prod-
igy of the centuries. Though much
in the way of productive possibilities
remains still to be discovered, and
much in the way of those possibilities
which have been discovered is not yet
realized, the progress has been truly
prodigious.

III.

With reference to the sharing of
products, however, there has been no
progress at all. Despite its wonderful
contributions to the improvement of
wealth production, the nineteenth

century has contributed nothing to
the improvement of wealth distribu-
tion. The products of human labor
are shared more inequitably, more un-
righteously, more unjustly now than
they were before steam and‘electricity
had multiplied labor power.

The abolition of slavery, one of the
great events of the century, may be
cited to the contrary. But the cita-
tion is inapplicable. The abolition of
slavery has not improved wealth dis-
tribution. Those apologists for
slavery who say that the southern
field hand was better off in the slavery
regime than now, are not far wrong.
The field hand’s share of annual
wealth preduction is little if any
greater now as an absolute quantity
—and it is distinctly smaller as a pro-
portion of product—than that of the
nineteenth century slave.

Splendid philanthropy is another
great fact which may be urged against
the idea that the nineteenth century
contributed nothing to the reform of
wealth distribution. But this objec-
tion also fails. Philanthropic dis-
tribution is not just distribution. In
fact, large benefactions are possible
only when and where distribution is
unjust. If philanthropists had to
produce the wealth they give away,
they would have but little to give.
And if they had but little to give
there would be few to need their gifts;
for philanthropy and unjust wealth
distribution are closely related as
parts of one system. The rec-
tification of the latter would abol-
ish not only the possibility of the for-
mer but all occasion for it. So far,
then, from testifying to progress in
equitable wealth distribution, ex-
traordinary charities indicate rather
that equity in wealth distribution has
receded. Nor is munificent philan-
thropy peculiar to the nineteenth
century. The people of ancient Rome
were so familiar with the ostentatious,
generosity of the privileged classes,
and came so well to understand its
malign significance, that their phrase,
“bread and the circus,” grew into 8
term of reproach. Modern philan-
thropy is only a modern form of
“bread and the circus.”

We have also seen trades unionism
rise through the century from the
status of criminal conspiracy to that
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of a well-nigh recognized industrial
institution. But to reform in wealth
distribution trade unionism contrib-
utes nothing. At best it is only a
class organization for defensive pur-
poses. It does not, and in the nature
of things cannot, include within its
protection more than a small fraction
of labor interests. Hired men alone
come within its scheme. That great
mass of struggling business men in a
small way, many of whom work hard-
er and get less than many union-pro-
tected hired men, are of necessity ex-
cluded from such benefits as trades
unionism has to offer. Itis,therefore,
only as the proportion of hired labor-
ers increases relatively to the laborers
in the aggregate—in other words,
only as injustice in distribution in-
tensifies—that tradeS unionism be-
comes effective. And even within its
.limited sphere it is exceedingly inef-
ficient. It can keep wages in the pro-
tected employments only slightly
above the point to which jug-handle
. competition in the labor market de-
presses them. Whenever that point
falls, the slightly higher point of
union wages must fall also.
Cooperative societies have sprung
up here and there, usually to live out
a brief and fitful existence. But co-
operative societies, though they
may promote just distribution
between their own members, and
might serve as object lessons if they
were ever notably successsful, do not
promote just distribution in general.
They are essentially nothing but part-
nerships. And, like individuals, part-
nerships either benefit or suffer from
unjust distribution so long as it pre-
vails in the community at large.
Many economic reforms were agi-

tated during the nineteenth century.
Some of them have secured the pub-
lic ear and made genuine progress.
But even the most successful are still
in the agitation stage. No reform has
so far crystallized that the nineteenth
century may be credited with initiat-
ing a system of just wealth distribu-
tion.

The influences that determine dis-
tribution are the same as before. The
same principle of indirect taxation,
for example, which commended itself
to the courtiers of the eighteenth cen-
tury because it enabled their royal

masters so to pluck the tax-paying,
geese as-to get the most feathers with
the least squawking, has been handed
down to the twentieth century not
only unimpaired but perfected in its
pernicious power. In spite of the
warning of Pitt that indirect taxation
enables governments to take the last
rag from the back and the last morsel
from the mouth of the poor without
their knowing what impoverishes
them, nineteenth century statesmen
of the American republic have held it
up for the adoration of the deluded
masses, who worship it now as the fe-
tich of protectionism. Prevailing
throughout the world, protection is
one of the great agencies whereby the
producer’s share of wealth is dimin-
ished in order to enlarge that of the
privileged leisure and exploiting
classes. It tends not only to create
those classes, but to fortify them.

Nor is that the whole indictment
againstthe nineteenth century. With
reference to land tenures, it has drift-
ed farther away than the century pre-
ceding, from the theory that private
possession of land is a privilege condi-
tioned upon comtinuing obliga-
tions to the public. That was the
germ of justice in the feudal system.
Unjust as that system was in many,
ways, and crude as were its methods
even in this respect, it did embody
the great econmomic principle of
social justice that possessors of
land must bear the public bur-
dens. For this beneficent principle
the older allodial doctrine of ab-
solute and irresponsible ownership
has been revived and substituted.
Thus the right of the people to that
increment of value which attaches to
land with the advance in productive
power of the community as a whole,
hasbeenso placed that in the forum of
the public conscience it may be the
more plausibly questioned. By con-
tributing to that consummation, the
nineteenth century obstructed the
way of fundamental reform in wealth
distribution.

In these circumstances the wonder-
ful productive advances for which.
mankind is indebted to the nine-
teenth century have done nothing to
benefit those people whose Ila-
bor is essential to all production. The
worthy poor are still with us, though

productive power is great enough to
abolish all poverty. And the poverty
of the worthy poor is the more appall-
ing for the piles of heaped up wealth
in the midst of which poverty festers.

We do not mean by this that those
who work do not share in products
which even the wealthy could not en-
joy when the nineteenth century was
young. He must be very poor in-
deed, who to-day cannot possess, for
illustration, that luxury of the rich
of a hundred years ago—a watch.
What we do mean is that relatively to
the greater product which their la-
bor yields, all workers are worse off
in point of wealth at the opening of
this new century than at the opening
of the last. We mean, furthermore,
that there is now a large and growing
class whose members are often not
only relatively but absolutely poorer
in point of wealth than were the poor-
est, outside the jail or almshouse, a
century ago. There was then no
great unemployed class, no class
constituting a never dwindling army
of men vainly seeking opportunities
towork. Buttoday,solargeandhope-
less is that army; so constant, though
its units are always changing; and so
pertinacious are its efforts to shove
its own desperate members into the
places of the men who have employ-
ment which most of them hold by a
fragile tenure—so extreme are these
conditions that no other possible ca-
lamity haunts the average man like
the ever-present danger of losing his
job. ’

Splendid, then, as is the legacy of
productive progress to which we ac-
knowledge indebtedness to the nine-
teenth century, its legacy of unjust
distributive processes imposes a heavy
burden of moral responsibility upon
the new century into which we have
entered.

Iv.

By indirect taxation the producer
is made to bear the heavy end of pub-
lic expenditures. Upon indirect tax-
ation a predatory system of so-called
protection, nominally for the pro-
ducer but in the last analysis for the
owners of land of peculiar qualities,
such, for instance, as ore mines, has
been built up. Underlying all, a sys-
tem of land tenure has been perfected
which gives to land owners through
advancing land values the pecuniary,
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* benefits of improved productive pro-
cesses. This in turn has so encour-
aged speculation in land that for
every square foot that is well used
hundreds of thousands of square feet,
held snugly in private ownership,
are either only slightly used or not
used at all, though every idle man is
indirectly a bidder for the privilege of
using them to the full.

Thus not only is distribution made
unjust, but the fundamental caunse of
that injustice produces a condition
which checks the application of in-
creased productive power. The use of
machinery and the production of ma-
chinery, the erection of buildings, the
bringing together of industrial forces
in the improved modes with which
the inventive genius of the nine-
teenth century has made us familiar,
and the production thereby of abund-
ant wealth for all, are discouraged by
land monopoly. Productive power,
however marvelous, is impotent with-
out appropriate land; and land made
abnormally difficult of access or ex-
pensive to usé is in that degree, for the
purposes of production, equivalent to
land destroyed.

By such means has the nineteenth
century passed down to the twentieth
the problem of poverty. Notofpover-
ty where the poor are theidle and use-
less. Not of poverty where produc-
tive power is weak. Butof povertyin
the midst of wealth, and when wealth
producing processes are suggestive of
omnipotent possibilities. Of poverty
where the workers and not the idlers,
the useful and not the useless, are the
poor. Of poverty under circumstan-
ces which to all observers distinguish
poor men as members of the working
class. Of poverty which not only
pinches and degrades the victims who
fall into its grip, but with distracting
fears harasses millions upon millions
of those whom it threatens with its
visitations.

—_—

TUpon the threshold of this new cen-
tury, is the hope too optimistie, the
propheey too rash, that when the cen-
tury closes it will have contributed to
succceding centuries as much of jus-
tice to the processes of distribution as
the nineteenth contributed of po-

tency to the processes of wealth pro-
duction?

NEWS

The beginning of the twentieth
century was with but little formality
celebrated throughout the world.
Most marked of all the celebrations
was that of the Red Cross society,
which received messages from people
‘of prominence in various departments
of nineteenth century life; the em-
perer of Germany, however, refusing
to respond because he had celebrated
the beginning of the new century at
the opening of the year 1900. The
Young Men’s Christian associations
of the United States and Canada lis-
tened to an address by the vice presi-
dent-elect of the TUnited States,
Theodore Roosevelt. He delivered
it in person at Carnegie hall, New
York city, on the 30th. It was read
simultaneously at the other associa-
tion gatherings—some 1,500 in all.
Steps were taken at New York for
the inauguration of “a Gospel cam-
paign.” In the same city at a din-
ner in Arlington hall a meeting of
400 reformers of various shades, from
Bishop Potter to John Swinton, saw
the old century out and the new one
in. Ernest Crosby presided and
Edwin Markham read an origi-
nal poem. In the city hall square
100,000 people were massed to sce
a display of fireworks and hear the
bands play; and from Trinity steeple
a musical programme was rung out
by the bells. In Chicago, as in New
York, the more formal celebrations
were supplemented at midnight with
voluntary discords upon fish horns
in the streets, and an occasional sue-
cession of pistol shots. Public meet-
ings and church exercises were held
all over the land. Similar demon-
strations were made in Europe, and
in Australia the birth of the new
commonwealth was celebrated with
great display.

We mentioned last week (page 601)
the appointment of W. J. Lyne as
first prime minister of the Austra-
lian commonwealth. But now it ap-
pears that either a false report was
cabled to this country or that Mr.
Lyne must have declined the appoint-
ment. The prime minister who has
formed a cabinet is Edmund Bar-
ton, an eminent protectionist.
He will have charge of the depart-
ment of foreign affairs. His asso-
ciate ministers are Alfred Deakin,
attorney general; W. J. Lyne, home
office; Sir George Turner, treasurer;

Sir John Forrest, postmaster general,
and John Dickson, minister of de-
fense. The inauguration of the new
government took place, as mnoted
above, at the opening of the new cen-
tury. The earl of Hopetoun was
then sworn in at Sydney, New South
Wales, as governor general of the fed-
cral commonwéalth. Preceding the
administration of his oath of office
a message to him from the British co-
lonial secretary was read, as follows:

The queen commands me to express
through you to the people of Aus
tralia her majesty’s heartfelt interest
in the inauguration of the common-
wealth and her earnest wish that un-
der divine providence it may insure
increased prosperity and well-being
to her loyal and beloved subjects in
Australia.

And after the oath had been admin-
istered the governor general read the
following message from the British
ministry:

Her majesty’'s government sends
cordial greeting to the commonwealth
of Australia. They welcome her to
her place among the nations united
under her majesty’s sovereignty, and
confidently anticipate for the new
federation a future of ever-increasing
prosperity and influence. They rec-
ognize in the long desired consumma-
tion of the hopes of patriotic Aus
tralians a further step in the direc
tion of permanent unity of the Brit
ish empire, and they are satisfied that
the wider powers and responsibilities
henceforth secured to Australia will
give a fresh opportunity for a display
of that generous loyalty and devotion
to the throne of the empire which has
characterized the action in the past
of its several states.

The ceremonial display attending the
inauguration excceded in grandeur
any ever bhefore exhibited in Austra-
lia.

Display of a different kind cele-
brated the close of the old century
at Peking, where the allied powers
caused the execution on the 31st of
a Chinese soldier charged with the
assassination of the German minister,
Von Ketteler. This soldier had been
stationed by his superior officers at
a point on a street with orders to
shoot any foreigner who tried to pass.
In obedience to thesc orders, he killfed
the German minister. It is admit-
ted by the present German minister
at Peking, that no European soldier
in a European country would have
heen punished for a similar act. But,
at the instance of the European pow-
ers, this man was on the 31st hehead-
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ed in the street, on the spot where he

,had shot Von Ketteler. The execu-
tion took place in the presence of a
great multitude. After the victim
had been made to kneel in the street
in position for beheading, he was
kept half an hour in that position
awaiting the arrival of German offi-
cers who wished to see the brutal
spectacle that followed their appear-
ance.

The -only other news of the week
from China relates to the “irrevoca-
ble conditions” of negotiation, pro-
posed by the allied forces to China
and printed at page 600 last week.
It comes in a dizpatch of the 30th
from Peking, stating that on that day
Li Hung Chang and Prince Ching,
the Chinese commissioners, notified
the Spanish minister, who is dean of
the diplomatic corps at Peking, that
the Chinese government had agreed
to the conditions. But later reports
indicate that this acceptance was
coupled with & request that the allies
particularize in respect of some of the
conditions a little moré definitely, a
request that is suspected to have for
its object a purpose to get the alliesto
wrangling among themselves.

Under an agreement with China,
Russia has assumed a protectorate
over the province eof: Manchuria.
This is independently of the diplo-
matic maneuvers of the allies. Rus-
sia insists that the allies have no con-
cern with Manchuria.

From the Philippines news is scan-

ty. Gen. MacArthur, as governor
general, celebrated the incoming of
the new century with a somewhat
pompous display. The president’s
commission has completed a tariff bill
and sent it to Washington for ap-
proval. Ard there are brief stories
of futile military activity.

The American casualties since July
1, 1898, inclusive of the current of-
ficial reports given out in detail at
Washington January 2, 1901, are as
follows:
Deaths to May 16, 1900 (see page

91
Killed reported from May 16, 1900,

to the date of the presidential

election, November 6, 1900......
Deaths from wounds. disease and

accident, same period

100

Total deaths to presidential

-of C. R. Baird & Co., one of the heav-

election

Killed reported since presidential

election ......ccoviiiiiiiiienan, 17
Deaths from wounds, disease and

accident, same period.......... 102

Total deaths .......cocevvenenn 2,535
Wounded since July 1, 1898...... 2,373

Total casualties sinte July, '98...4,908
Total casualties to last week....4,881
Total deaths to last week........ 2,508

The close of the last year of the
outgoing century was not marked
with even the mild business prosper-
ity of which much was made at its
beginning. On the contrary it left
disturbing indications of a dismal
business future. Dun’s Review for
the last week of the year showed a
large increase of failures and liabili-
ties over the opening of the previous
year. The press dispatches of the
1st told of a reduction of wages in
all the blast furnaces of the Ma-
honing and Shenango valleys. Those
of the 29th reported a ¥4 per cent.
reduction in wages in the Quinsag-
mond works of the steel and wire
trust at Worcester, Mass., the cut
about equaling the increase in the
same works made about a year ago.
More destitution is reported in Cleve-
land by the clerk of the infirmary
than has been observed there for
years. Irom Baltimore there come
reports of a financial flurry cdused
by the suspension of a savings insti-
tution, the Economy savings bank,
and two banks, the American nation-
al and the Old Town. These were
the first bank failures in Baltimore
for 63 vears. They were accompanied
in the-reports by news of the failure

iest iron dealers of Philadelphia,
with liabilities mounting up to $1.-
500,000 and assets aggregating $100,-
000. Even more pronounced rum-
blings of ill-omen were felt across the
Atlantic. The Deutsche Grunschild
bank of Berlin suspended its interest
payments on the 29th, but the most
startling occurrence was the failure
of the London and Globe finance cor-
poration, of which Tord Dufferin was
at the head. It suspended payment
on the 29th, and the failure of 13
brokerage firms in London followed.
The finance company had dealt heav-
ily in West Australian mining shares,
and owing to a fall in their value was
unable to settle its clearing house
balances. Tts failure evoked from the
Investors’ Review (London) a confes-
sion that—

The symptoms are ominous in many
directions. Trade is shrinking and be-

ginning there with the collapse of vai-
ues, not only for the stock exchange,
but. for coal, iron and textiles. The
effect must be to seriously impugn
banking credit. The government is
steadily pulling away our means and is
still unable to cope with its liabilities.
The burden of increased war taxation
begins to press severely upon the com-
munity, whose incomes already have
been curtailed by the derangement of
business which the fighting has caused.
The position looks decidedly danger-
ous.

The fighting referred to in the
foregoing extract is that between
Britons and Boers in South Africa.
Conditions there, notwithstanding
the supposed subjugation of the
Boers months ago, are so bad that the
Cape Town correspondent of the
London Times says of them that “the
aspect of affairs is scarcely less
gloomy than at the beginuing of
1900.” Exactly how bad the condi-
tionsare cannotyetbe told. The Brit-
ish censorship is strictly enforeed,
and the only news that reaches the
outside world comes through Lord
Kitchener’s official dispatches. As
these tell only of Boer success, with
the exception of a few trifling affairs,
the situation is probably worse rather
than better than it appears to be.
The Boer invasion of Cape Colony
has penetrated farther south than
any organized military body of Boers
has heretofore advanced; and no suc-
cessindriving it back has been report-
ed. On the contrary, the Boers have
managed to cut Kimberley off from
communication. They break up into
small hodies and carry on sporadic
guerrilla warfare. To repel them
the colonial government has called
the loyalists of 27 Cape Colony dis-
tricts to arms. It is helieved that
Gen. De Wet is trying to force his
way down from Thabanchte to the
Orange river, but of his whereabouts
there really is no certainty. From
the north of the Transvaal a Boer
victory is reported by Lord Kitchen-
er. It was won on the 31st at Hel-
vetia, a few miles south of Iyden-
burg and 500 miles or more from the
scene of the Cape Colony invasion.
Helvetia was occupied by a British
@arrison, and was regarded by Lord
Kitchener as one of his strongest
posts; but the Boers under Gen.
Botha captured it after a short bat-
tle in which the British lost in killed
15 and in wounded 22.

At las tthe full official returns from -

the presidential election are avail-
able. As given by the New York
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Times they are as follows, the vote for
the two leading candidates being giv-
en in the first table, and that for the
principal minor partiesin the second:

LEADING CAXNDIDATES.

Elec- 4 l_:’i

toral = <

Votes. i _‘1 =1

~- VQ ~~

2y 7 7

ROES) . B

SRS : o

T8 = o7 :
Ala ...... .. 11 53,669 96,368
Ark ...... .. 8 44,800 81,142
Cal ....... 9 .. 164,755 124,985
Col ..v.o.. .. 93,072 122,733
Conn ..... 6 .. 102,572 74,014
Del ...... 3 .. 22,560 18,363
Fla ...... .. 4 7,499 28,007
Ga ....... .. 13 35,036 81,700
Idaho . 3 27,198 20,414
m ....... 24 . 597,950 503,061
Ind ...... 15 .. 336,063 309,584
Ia ........ 13 . 307,508  209.265
Kan ...... 10 .. 185,955 162,601
Ky ....... .. 13 226801 234,899
La ..... e e 8 14,233 53,671
Me ....:.. 6 .. 65,435 36,823
Md ....... 8 .. 136.212 122,271
Mass .. 15 .. 239147 157,016
Mich ..... 14 .. 316,269 211,685
Minn ..... 9 .. 190.461 112,901
Miss ..... .9 5,753 51,706
Mo ee .. 17 314093 351,913
Mont . 3 25,373 37,146
Neb ...... . 121,835 114,013
Nev ...... . 3 3,849 6,347
N.H...... 4 54,798 35,489
NJoo... 100, 221,707 164,808
N.Y...... 36 821,992 675,386
N.Coeeevw .. 11 133,081 157,752
N.D...... 3 .. 35,891 20,519
Ohio ..... 23 .. 543918 474,852
Ore ...... 4 .. 46,526 33,385
Pa ..... .. 32 . 712,665 424,232
R I...... 4 33,784 19,812
S. C..... e el 9 3,525 47,283
S.D...... 4 .. 54,530 39,544
Tepn ..... .. 12 123,008 145,250
Tex ...... .. 15 130,641 267.432
Utah ..... 3 .. 47,089 44,949
Vt ..... R S 42,569 12,849
Va ....... .. 12 115,865 146,680
Wash .... 4 .. 57,436 44,833
W. Va.... 6 .. 119,851 98,791
Wis ...... 12 .. 2065866 159,285
Wyo .oee.. 3 .. 14,482 10,164

Total...292

155 7,217,677 6,357,853
PRINCIPAL MINOR PARTIES.
-t
7S Fx ¥F %%
o5 &2 19 &5
FEo2T g 2
e e, & E‘ N
R z = c
Ala ..... 1407 3797 .eeer .
Atk ... BSE 0 9T2 ... ui..
Cal ..o, 5024 .evev. 7,572 .

Wobl. Bark. Debs. Mal.
Col ...... 3,790 389 684 " T14
Conn .... 1617 ...... 1029 908
Del ...... 546 ....... 57T eeenn
Fla ..... 2,239 1,09 603 ......
Ga ...... 1,396 4,584 ...... ..e...
Idaho ... 83T 213 ......
m ...... 17,626 1,141 9,687 1,373
Ind ..... 13,718 1,438 2,374 663
Ia ... 9,502 613 2.742 259
Kan ..... 3,605 ...... 1,605 ......
Ky ...... 2429 2,017 760 289
Me ...... 2,585 ..., 878 ......
Md .... 4,582 R 908 391
Mass .... 6,208 ...... 9716 2,610
Mich .... 11,859 837 2,826 903
Minn .... 8,555 . 3,065 1,329
Miss .ovvvennhe. 1,644 ... ...,
Mo...... 5963 4,244 6,128 1,294
Mont .... 298 ...... 708 116
Neb ..... 3,686 1,104 8§23 cese
Nev coeiiiennnnn . beeeee eesees
N. H.... 1.271 e 790 .
N. J...... 7.183 669  4.609 2,074
N.Y.. 22,043 Loe.e 12,869 12,622
N. C..... 1,009 830 .iiih ceeenn
N.D..... 731 110 518 ......
Ohio .... 10,203 251 4,847 1,688
Ore ..... 2,536 273 1.494 ......
Pa ...... 27,908 638 4,831 2,936
R.I...... 1,320 oo.o0 aeeeee 1,423
S TR O eeree eeeeee
S. D...... 1542 339 169 ......
Tenn .... 3,900 1,368 410 ......
Tex ..... 2,644 20,981 1,846 162
Utah .. 2035 e ko 106
Vt oo, 383 367 ciiieh eieeen
Va ...... 2,150 ...... e
Wash . 2,345 ...... 1,906 1,066
W. Va... 1,386 279 286 ...0.
Wis ..... 10,124 ...... 7,095 524
Wyo oovennnnn 2 ... N
Total ..207,368 50,192 94,552 33,450

A scattering vote was cast for the
national union reform, united Chris-

tian, and national parties as follows,

as reported by the Times:

Ellis, Union reform: Arkansas. 341;
Illinois, 672; Indiana. 254; Maryland,
147, and Ohio, 4,284; total, 5.698.

Leonard, United Christian: Illinois,
352; Towa, 166; total, 518.

Emerson, National: Massachusetts.
469.

Total vote cast, including 6,685 scat-
tering, 13.967.777.

McKinley’s plurality, 859,824; McKin-
ley’s majority, 468.056.

Vote in 1896: McKinley (rep.). 7.104,-
779; Bryan (dem.), 6,502.925; Palmer
(national dem.). 133,424; TLevering
(pro.). 132,007; Matchett (soc. labor).
36.274; Bentley (national),13,969; total.
13.923.378: McKinley's plurality, 601,-
854; McKinley’'s majority. 286,180,

NEWS NOTES.

—Reports from Constantinople indi-
cate that the census of the Turkish
empire for 1900 will show a population
of 53,000,000.

—The American Economic and His-

torical associations met in Ann Arbor
on the 28th under the auspices of the
University of Michigan. '

—The United States has made a
definite offer to Denmark of $3,200,000
for the Danish West India islands, the
most important of which is the island
St. Thomas. '

—London reports of . the 2d an-
nounce that the native rebellion in
Ashanti, on the African west coast,
referred to in these columns on page
233, is finally quelled.

—Hiram S. Maxim, the American-
born inventor of the famous Maxim
rapid-fire gun, and but recently be-
come a British subject, was honored
with the order of knighthood by Queen
Victoria in the annual New Year
awards.

—Lord William Armstrong, the in-
ventor of the famous Armstrong gun,
and the founder of the Armstrong gun
and shipbuilding firm at Elswick, Eng-
land, died at his home at Craigside on
the 27th, aged 90 years.

—At thebiennial meeting ofthe Union
of Orthodox Hebrew Congregations
in New York on the 30th resolutions
were adopted petitioning the adminis-
tration to provide Jewish chaplainsin
the army and navy, for the soldiersand
sailors of their faith.

—The Illinois Teachers’ association,
in convention at Springfield on the
2Sth, adopted resolutions in.support of
the franchise tax fight made by the
Chicago Teachers’ federation, uncer
the leadership of Miss Margaret Hale},
against the franchise corporations of
the state.

—Lord Roberts arrived in England
on the 2d, disembarking at Cowes,
where he was accorded an interview
with Queen Victoria, who created him
an earl and Knight of the Garter.
He entered London on the 3d and was
enthusiastically received.

—On the 29th there was launched at
the South Chicago yards of the Chicago
Shipbuilding company the Northwest-
ern, the first of four sister ships in-
tended for lake and ocean traffic di-
rect between Chicago and Europe. The .
ships have a length of 242 feet. draught
of 14 feet, and tonnagé capacity of
3,200 tons each.

—Ignatius Donnelly, a conspicuous
figure in political and literary circles
for the past generation, died suddenly
in Minneapolis on the 2d from an at-
tack of heart failure, aged 70 years.
Mr. Donnelly’s most famous works
were ‘“Atlantis,” “Ragnarok” and an
attempt in “The Great Cryptogram”
to prove Francis Bacon the author of
Shakespeare’s plays. He had held sev-
eral public offices, including that of
lieutenant governor of Minnesota and
congressman from that state, and was
the vice presidential candidate of the
“middle-of-the-road” populist party at
the late presidential election.
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MISCELLANY

By an oversight we stated Dec. 22nd
that the admirable poem enfitled
“The Question,” by Townsend Allen,
was written for The Public. As a
matter of fact it had already ap-
peared in the Boston Coprier of Au-
gust 18. We apologize to the Courier
and the author.

A CENTURY POEM.

The following poem was read by Edwin
Markham at a dinner given on the evening
of December 31, 1900, at Arlington hall, New
York city, under the auspices of the work-
ingmen of New York, as “Labor’s Greeting
to the Twentieth Century.” Ernest H.
Crosby was toastmaster. The other speak-
ers were John S8winton, A. J. Boulton, Bish-
op Potter, George E. McNeill, Henry
George, Jr., R. Fulton Cutting, John Ford,
Joseph Barondess, Bird S. Coler and M. A.
Fitzgerald. Mr. Markham's poem closed
the exercises.

‘We stand here at the end of mighty years,

And a great wonder rushes on the heart.

While cities rose and blossomed into dust,

‘While shadowy lines of kings were blown
to air— :

What was the purpose brooding on the
world,

Through the large leisure of the centurles?

And what the end—failure or victory?

Lo, man has laid his scepter on the stars

And sent his spell upon the continents.

The heavens confess their secrets and the
stones,

Silent as God, publish their mystery.

Man calls the lightnings from their secret
place .

To crumble up the spaces of the world

And snatch the jewels from the flying
hours.

The wild, white smoking horses of the sea

Are startled by hls thunders. The world
powers

Crowd round to be the lackeys of the king.

‘His hand has torn the veil of the great law,

The law that was made before the worlds
—before

That far first whisper on the ancient déep;

The law that swings Arcturus on the
north *

And hurls the soul of man upon the way.

But what avail, O bullders of the world,
Uniless ye build a safety for the soul?
Man has put harness on leviathan

And hooks in his incorrigible jaws,

And yet the perils of the street remain.
Out of the whirlwind of the citles rise
Lean Hunger and the Worm of Misery,
The heartbreak and the cry of mortal tears.

But hark, the bugles blowing on the peaks;

And ‘hark, a murmur as of many feet,

The cry of captains, the divine alarm;

Look, the last son of Time comes hurrying
on,

The strong young Titan of democracy;

‘With swinging step he takes the open road,

In love with the winds that beat his hairy
breast,

Baring his sunburnt strength to all the
world,

He casts his eyes around with Jovian
glance—

8earches the tracks of old tradition; scans

‘With rebel heart the books of pedigree;

Peers Into the face of Privilege and cries,

‘““Why are you halting in the path of man? l CURRENT POLITICS IN AUSTRALIA.

Is it your shoulder bears the human load?

Do you draw down the rains of the sweet
heaven

And keep the green things growing? Back
to hell!”

‘We know at last the future is secure;

God is .descending from eternity,

And all things, good and evil, build the road.

Yes, down in the thick of things, the men
of greed

Are thumping the inhospitable clay.

By wondrous toils the men without the
dream,

Led onward by a something unawares,

Are laying the foundation of the dream,

The kingdom of fraternity foretold.

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY MUST

REMAIN RADICAL.

To say nothing of the absurdity of
two great parties, both doing homage
to the God-of-Things-as-They-Are, it
must be evident that the only reason
for the existence of a democratic party
at this time is the urgent necessity for
an organized movement that shall
sweep away the outworn wrongs and
abuses that, in the very nature of
things, attach to the continuance un-
der any system or laws for more than
30 years. Note that I say “laws,” not
political administrations. It is true
that since 1860 we have had eight years
of an alleged democratic president, and
democratic fourth-class postmasters,
but the web and woof of our institu-
tions have been republican.

In his “Physics and Politics” Walter
Bagehot points out the inevitable ten-
dency of human society to form a
crust of conventional forms, opinions,
codes, laws and systems, which stifles
healthy growth, and prevents the free
development of social activities into a
complete and harmonious whole. And
it is to this conflict between the ever-
growing, ever-changing spirit of prog-
ress and advancement, and the reac-
tionary forces that ask only to be let
alone, now that society has been mold-
ed into forms that work for their ag-
grandizement at the expense of theless
favored, that the democratic party
owes its vital force to-day.

Mr. Bryan’s statement of the central
issue of the recent campaign, made in
a speech delivered a few days before
the election: “We assert that the work-
ers who produce the wealth of this
country do not get their fair share
of the wealth they create, and that
some men who do no work get an.un-
fair share of the wealth produted by
the workers,” is an absolute and un-
questionable truth. Under this sign
the democracy can conquer.—Whidden
Graham, in St. Louis Mirror.

Jimmy—What time do yer have ter
get ter work?

Johnny—Oh, any time I like as long
as I ain’t later than seven o’clock.—
Harper’s Bazar.

For The Public.

In this colony of South Australia
we have just succeeded in getting
through the legislative council (cor-
responding to your senate or the Eng-
lish house of lords) a bill, which has
been blocked by a single vote for
three years, which gives municipali-
ties the power to levy all rates from
unimproved land values. The meas-
ure has yet to receive the sanction of
the lower house, but it has passed
there again and again, and is perfectly
safe in their hands.

This means a great victory for us.

We have also beaten an attempt
made by the Westinghouse. com-
pany to get control of our street
tramways. The single taxers stood
practically alone, against all the mu-
nicipal authorities and great, pow-
erful vested interests. They stirred
up the people, held meetings in the
leading suburbs, filled the Adelaide
town hall to overflowing by a great
enthusiastic meeting, and compelled
attention from the political trimmers.
That the government will now na-
tionalize the lines is practically as-
sured. i

The issue of our first federal elec-
tions, which occur about March next,
turns upon the tariff. In America you
can hardly credit the strength of the
free trade movement in Australia, and
the weakness of protection. The Rt.
Hon. G. H. Reid, former premier of

New South Wales, delivered a mag-

nificent address in Melbourne (the
stronghold of protectionism) last
week, and worked up his audierce to
such a pitch of enthusiasm that only
two hands were held up in favor of
protection.

He also spoke here in Adelaide. The
town hall was packed and the great-
est enthusiasm prevailed. Of course
we shall have to fight, but the vie-
tory is, I think, absolutely beyond
question for free trade. We will send
in a majority of free trade represent-
atives; so will New South Wales, Tas-
mania and West Australia. Queens-
land is doubtful, but the labor party
are mostly with us there. Victoria
is said to be strongly protectionist.
Calculating on these lines, we have
a substantial majority for free trade.
Of course it isn’t real free trade; but
it isn’t protection, and we can knock
out the revenue tariff afterwards.

Reid, of course, is a democrat, and
favors a mild dose of .and value taxa-
tion. Barton, the leader of the pro-
tectionists, is an admitted conserva-
tive. Barton will probably be sent. for
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to form the first government, but
Reid will prcbably oust him when the
tariff comes up for final adjustment.

Adelaide, S. A., Nov. 8, 1900.
CRAWFORD VAUGHAN.

WHAT WAS NXOT SETTLED AT THE
LAST ELECTION.

You cannot vote down the Decalogue.
No moral question was ever settled un-
til it was settled right. None ever will
be. That is the only way to kill it off
as an issue. Every man in America
might vote that two and two make five;
but the multiplication table would out-
last them all, and be just the same as
though they bad never lived. For the
truth is eternal, whereas man is a
snippy and ephemeral little ex-monkey
who has done as many wrong and fool-
ish things as he could, by himself. His
only salvation is that having nothing
else to tie to, and being much more
“wobbly” than any other animal, he
finally drifts to the umvarying truth.

Men who are still young can remem-
when the United States voted over-
whelmingly to maintain human slav-
ery. Men who are only middle-aged
can remember when the few Americans
who stood up for the abolition of slav-
ery were alone and despised and even
mobbed. But even the election of Bu-
chanan did not prove slavery right, nor
yet “‘settle the question” in politics.
The very next campaign brought Abra-
ham Lincoln and the downfall of slav-
ery. The election of 50 Buchanans
would not have made slavery right—it
would not even have proved that the
American people deemed it right. Al
men that God has made have con-
science; the Americans, we trust, as
much as the next. That is the reason
why whoopings-up, and torch-light
processions, and tir badges and full
dinner pails never settle a question. An
American votes for president one min-
ute in four years; but his mind and his
conscience he has to sit up with all the
time. Not only that. Truth never
fails of sons; and the sons of truth
never say die. Every real cause begets
men to fight for it; and they always
win. It was only a few men, at first,
who overcame the colonial tories and
defied the king. Only a schoolboy
thinks that even in 1776 the colomies
were unanimous. And ’76 was the out-
come of a long.uphill campaign. Only a
few men were they who, in time, over-
turned the slave-holding south and
the slave consenting north. But they
were right. And it was then, as it
shall still be. that *One man on God’s
side is a majority.” It seems incred-
ible to us to-day that Americans ever
cringed under the brutal rule of

George III.—but they did. We can
hardly realize that for more than
four-score years this nation defended
and practiced human slavery. Even
to the elderly men who used to own
500 “niggers” in the United States, it
seems a dream. But it was no dream.
And men now living will see the time
when our present comparable policy
of subject races will seem as unreal.
I myself, who am no chicken, expect
to see this bad dream forgotten in our
waking.—Chas. F. Lummis, in Land
of Sunshine.

THE LONDON TIMES UP AGAINST
AMERICAN HUMOR.

An editorial note in the number for No-
vember 17 of Literature, published weekly
by the London Times, runs as follows:

The popularization of history can, of
course, be carried to excess. Chicago
university is gaining a reputation for
“fads,” and this seems to be one of
them. Here is a literal report of part
of a lecture by Prof. Thatcher on
Charles I.:

Charles was a good many different kinds
of a chump. Hecouldn’t playasquaregame,
and made ducks and drakes of everything
he got his hooks on. He had a first-class
show at the king business, but he slipped
his trolley every time he undertook to
touch the democratic bosses. He tried a
lot of monkey business with parliament,
but it landed him in the soup; and when
he tried to tackle old Pym, who was a
tough proposition, he found himself up
against it to beat the band. Pym took a
fall out of him every round. He had no
more chance to win out than a pair of
deuces against a straight flush, and though
he put up a first-class bluff it didn't go.
It took him a good while to drop to it that
the old gag of divine right was well
enough when playing to the gallery, but
that the orchestra and boxes were on to
it, and that it was played out anyway.
Cromwell and Ireton were too fly to be
scooped by any such tommyrot. Charles
had always been a high roller, and when
his gang got scrapping with the Round-
heads he was dead broke and had to pull
the leg of all the dead-easy tenderfeet
in the kingdom. The ante was too much
for him. Cromwell finally sized him up
and got the district attorney to press the
indictment of his royal nibs for every-
thing that was out. Charles worked his
pull for all it was worth, but he got the
razzle-dazzle just where the chicken got
the ax. They waltzed him off to the bone-
vard p. 4. q.,, and Cromwell had the inn-
ings. See?

The professor’s study of the Amer-
ican language and its resources would
seem to be more profound than his
study of English history.

In Literature of December 15 appeared
the following editorial note, supplementary
to the first:

We seem to have done some injustice
to Prof. Thatcher, of Chicago, in a
note which we recently published ona
lecture he was supposed to have deliv-

ered on Charles I. Mr. Edward Osgood
Brown, counsellor-at-law, writes to us
from Chicago to assure us that the
professor’s ‘“‘worst offense in the way
of ‘slang’ was an instance or two of
colloquial expressions, in his teaching
work, which would have passed entire-
ly unnoticed if uttered from any chair
in England, but which the ‘priggish-
ness,’ so to speak, of certain of his fe-
male auditors made a subject of criti-
cism which accidentally reached the
newspapers.” The quotation which
we gave was, as Mr. Brown supposes,
“taken from some American newspa-
per, where it was jocosely credited to
Prof. Thatcher.” This, says our cor-
respondent, is “a very common form of
American humor.” The jocosity of the
newspaper which gave the extracthad,
we fully admit, escaped us. For usin
the old country the true inwardness
of the Chicago humorist is somewhat
subtle; we have hardly yet risen to
what may be called “the higher jocos-
ity.” But we are much obliged toMr.
Brown; and the more so because he
assures us that “those of us in Amer-
ica who have most attachment to the
‘old home’ and its people are often
obliged' to defend your fellow-country-
men from the charge that they haves
very poor sense of humor, and find it
difficult to take a joke.”

THE POWER OF THE TAFT (0¥

MISSION IN THE PHILIPPINES.

For The Public.

We are told by the news dispatches
that the Philippine commission has
enacted legislation for the establish-
ment of provincial civil government
under American sovereignty in the
Philippines. I find, also, upon refer-
ence to the report of the secretary of
war for 1900, page 83, that a decree
of the commission assumes to be &
civil enactment. It begins with these
words: “By authority of the presi-
dent of the United States, be it en-
acted by the United States Philippine
commission, that—" etec.

Now, I do not understand how that
commission can legislate, i. e., make
laws as a civil power.. It is merely 8
branch of the military rule enforced
by the president. The executive or-
der appointing it instructed it to re-
port to the secretary of war.

As the good McKinley has frequent-
ly told us, we all know that until con-
gress acts, the military arm of the
government is supreme in the archi-
pelago. Congress has not acted, be-
cause the Spooner bill, which was to
authorize a civil authority, was with-
drawn by the administration for fear
that its enactment would make more
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trouble in the middle west, like that
which the Puerto Rican act had
aroused. When the commission was
appointed, its members were prom-
ised that their authority would be
supplied by the Spooner bill, which
was withdrawn while they were on
their way to Manila. The censor
permitted us to know from the Ma-
nila dispatches how the chairman of
the commission anxiously asked on
arriving at Manila: ‘“Has the Spoon-
er bill passed?” We have learned
many things in the past two years of
what a president may do in defiance
of the law and his official oath, but I
do not think he can legislate either
directly or vicariously. He no doubt
may try to do so, and his deputies
may go through all the motions. If
necessary to accomplish his ends, he
would probably also assume to have,
and would try to exercise, judicial
powers, but the validity of his judg-
ments would be asdoubtful as is, in my
opinion, the legality of his legisla~
tion through the commission. As
commander in chief of the army he is
the ruler of the Philippines, and can
delegate his military power to Gen.
MacArthur or anyone else. And
it this commission has any authority,
it seems to me it is only as a part of
the president’s military authority.

The president announced when hte
appointed the commission that be-
ginning with September 1 they should
have authority to establish a civil
government in the Philippines. We
had understood that Gen. MacArthur
was the commanding officer in the
Philippines. The authority given to
the commission may mean that so
much of the government of the archi-
pelago is taken from the hands of
the commanding officer; or it possibly
means that the commissioners are his
staff or advisers on civil matters, and
very good advisers on such matters
they no doubt are; but when they ad-
vise him or his superior officers, this
cannot accurately be called legisla-
tion, nor, I submit, is any civil law
enacted when their advice is taken
and promulgated.

The measures which the commis-
sioners adopt or suggest for enforce-
ment by the military power, which
is the only American power in that
unhappy land, are, when approved by
the commanding officer and shorn of
the McKinley verbiage, merely mili-
tary edicts or decrees. I suppose
these orders should appear in that
officer’s official record and report as
“General Order No. —.” On the
other hand, if the commanding offi-

cer has nothing to do with the mat-
ters which are delegated by his chief

to the commissioners, then, notwith-

standing the McKinleyesque use of
misleading terms importing civil au-
thority, the alleged laws enacted by
the commission are, I submit, none
the less merely military edicts or
decrees.

If I am wrong about all this I should
be glad to be informed. My error, if
one, arises from some old-time notions
as to the nature of our system of gov-
ernment, and I am not unprepared to
hear that these primitive ideas of
mine are obsolete.

CHARLES B. WILBY.
Cincinnati, Dec. 22, 1900.

THE SCHOOLS DO NOT TEACH OF
SOCIAL RELATIONS. :

An extract from a paper on ‘‘The Duty of

the Schools to Society,” read by Prof.

Charles Lischer, of New Athens, Ill., be-

fore the meeting of the St. Clair County

Teachers’ Institute at Belleville, Ill., Dec. 8.

It is important that teachers should
inquire whether the schools are in
any degree responsible for the [pres-
ent] unfortunate [social] conditions.
I am compelled to acknowledge that
I think they are, though other agen-
cies are also responsible. The respon-
sibility of the schools is not a blame-
worthy responsibility, for the forces
of no other agency have been guided
with purer motives. Hence, there is
no room for condemnation. The re-
lation of the schools to society, how-
ever, is so intimate, and their influ-
ences are so potent in their fdrmative
effects, that it would be folly to claim
that they are entirely free from re-
sponsibility in this grave matter,
Even if the schools have not contrib-
uted directly or purposely to it, they
have not studied how to prevent it.
They have cultivated, unintentionally,
of course, those characteristics which
have produced it, and have failed: to
cultivate, except incidentally, those
better characteristics which must cor-
rect it. ‘Lhroughout the whole course
of the development of our public
schools, their relation to the child
as an individual with personal ends
in life to be attained has been an all-
determining factor, while their rela-
tion to the child as a member of so-
ciety has never been sufficiently em-
phasized. The effort, therefore, on the
part of the schools has uniformly been
to enable the child, when grown to
manhood, to successfully guard his
personal interests and secure his per-
sonal ends. There is no general or
continued effort to so train and de-
velop him that he will contribute to

the welfare of society. Why has the
child been taught to read. to write,
to cipher? Primarily, because a
knowledge of these has seemed to be
absolutely essential in securing his
so-called rights among his fellows.
His ethical side is now demanding
cultivation more loudly than ever.
So far as education is purely intellec-
tual, it only traing him for a fiercer
part in the great struggle for person-
al ends, and tends to diminish the se-
verity of thdt struggle in such degree
only as purely intellectual culture in-
directly contributes to the ethical,
through attention to subjects related
to the ethical.

Back of all social discontent, and
back of all forms in which it appears,
we find the primary cause of social
disorders in the presence of erroneous
ideas among men, particularly the
presence of erroneous notions con-
cerning the relations which exist
among men. There are certain fun-
damental ideas upon which the so-
cial edifice is built. In each of these
a thousand others germinate, and the
thousand are wrong if the ome is
wrong. Thus, in treating of the nat-
ural rights and duties of the individ-
ual, we should impress the ethical
relations between individuals which
arise from the fact of birth. All are
in the world through no fault or mer-
it of their own, hence no blame or
credit attaches to the fact of being
here in any case. No man brought
anything with him which every other
man did not bring; hence, all are by
nature endowed with equal rights and
equal opportunities. This opens up
an immense field of thought in the
direction of modifying the existing
conditions of unequal rights and un-
equal opportunities, which all stu-
dents of social questions recognize
with serious misgivings.

Nothing is more important for our
children and youth to wunderstand
than the nature and character of hu-
man relations; but these are ignored
as if there were no such relations,
lest the existing abnormal ones be
disturbed. Here, in my judgment, is
the most serious defect of our schools,
and not in the lack of proper corre-
lation of studies.

To correct it we must form more
comprehensive standards of patriot-
ism, call it patriotism, religion, sym-
pathy, the enthusiasm for humanity
or the love of God—give it what name
you will; there is yet a force in hu-
man nature which may overcome the
powers of darkness; a chemical force.
if you please, which melts. and fuses

|
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and overwhelms; to which nothing
seems impossible. )

For a hundred years Bunker Hill has
been presented to the schools as a type
of patriotism in the conerete. We were
taught that a patriot is a man who
loves his country and is ready to die
for it—Lincoln and Grant in the north,
and. with precisely the same senti-
ment, Lee and Jackson in the south.
Since the civil war new names have
been added to the list. All our patri-
otic literature has the same ring:
America is a sweet land of liberty, land
where our fathers died; Columbia’s
heroes’ fought and bled in freedom’s
cause; in the rocket’s red glare, and
with bombs bursting in air, the star-
spangled banner waves o’er the land
of the free and the home of the brave.
As a stimulus to this emotion, we have
put the flag over our schoolhouses,
and have taught children to salute it.
Not content with chanting the praises
of the country’s heroes, men and wom-
en everywhere are glorying in descent
from them. The Sons and Daughters
of the Revolution form an exclusive and
select society.

What does it mean, and what is to
be the outcome of it all, is the ques-
tion for us to consider. Thissentiment
has the weakness of the old theology
which aimed to teach men how to die.
Shall the patriotism of the twentieth
century explode itself in after-dinner
speeches 'on battle, anniversaries, in
building monuments to patriots of the
past? Shall it pride itself chiefly in
a patriotic ancestry, or shall its energy
be transmuted into useful work? We
surely see that a great and independ-
ent nation like ours ‘will not have to
fight over the old battles or to meet
again the old foes. Our work, there-
fore, in the education of the young for
citizenship, will be threefold. We
shall need, first, to get beneath the
manifestations of patriotic emotions in
the past to the essential, underlying
principle; from the deeds to the spirit.
Next, we shall need to show what are
the peculiar perils of our country to-
day; to discover the real enemies. And
third. we must teach how these ene-
mies are to be met and conquered; in
other words, how the old spirit must
manifest itself under the new condi-
tions.

We know too well, and it will be our
business to teach, that our foes are of
our own household; dangers not to be
met by cruisers and torpedo boats, nor
by coast fortifications, nor by a stand-
ing army. And we may show that in
comparison with these enemies, the
bombardment of a city by a foreign
fleet would be a light affliction. Are

we teachers willing to sink partisan
prejudice and to unite in an alliance,
offensive .and defensive, arming our-
selves with twentieth century weapons,
for twentieth century conflict?
Then may we sing with Frances
Brown: )
The days of the nation bear no trace
Of all the sunshine so far foretold;
The cannon speaks in the teacher’s place—
The age is weary with work and gold;
And high hopes wither, and memories
wane;
On hearths and altars the fires are dead;
But that brave faith hath not lived in vain—
And this is all that our watcher said.

THE BEST METHOD OF TAXATION
AND ASSESSMENT IN MU-
NICIPALITIES.

An abridgement of a paper read by Law-
son Purdy, secretary of the New York
Tax Reform association, before the con-
vention of the League of American Munici-
palities in session at Charleston, 8. C., De-
cember 14.

Although the subject under discus-
sion is city taxation, it is impossible
to consider the city apart from its
relation to state government. It would
not be gdifficult to devise a system of
city taxation if the city stood alone,
but unfortunately our cities are bound
by constitutional limitations and sys-
tems of taxation which require uni-
formity throughout the state in which
the cities are situated. It would be
useless, therefore, to suggest reforms
in city taxation without pointing out
the obstacles that must be removed
before the reforms can be adopted.

The most serious obstacle to re-
form is to be found in the constitu-
tions of the states, which, as a rule,
require the uniform and equal taxa-
tion of all property save such as is
specifically exempted by the constitu-
tion itself. Such a provision exists
in the constitutions of 25 states, and
strange as it may seem those consti-
tutions which most offend against
the true standard of constitution
building are those which have been
most recently adopted. The constitu-
tions of eight states omnly are at all
satisfactory in respect to the pro-
visions regarding taxation, and with
one exception these states are among
the original 13. Those who framed
these constitutions did not deem it
necessary to bind their legislatures
and subsequent generations to an in-
flexible system, but permitted their
sons to increase in wisdom as in
wealth and change their methods of
taxation as conditions changed and
learning grew. These eight states de-
serve to be placed on record to fur-
nish an example for the rest of the
union. They are as follows: Ala-

bama, Connecticut, Delaware, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York,
Rhode Island, Vermont.

I think it is too obvious to require
argument that the legislatures of our
states should be as free to adopt new
methods of taxation as that manufac-
turers should be free to adopt new
machinery. Constitutions in which
are embodied a mass of statute law
are as bad an example of the exer-
cise of despotic power as the edict of
an emperor or the ukase of the czar.
Emerson, or some other great man,
has said that “There is no law to
prevent a man from growing wise,”
but the constitutions of 37 states de-
cree that the voters of those states
shall remain in primitive ignorance.
To achieve improvement we must have
power to change, and the first step
which must be made in these 37 states
is to remove the constitutional re
strictions upon the power of the legis-
lature to adopt improved methods of
taxation.

The second obstacle which must be
removed before we can amend mu-
nicipal taxation is the method at
present in vogue in the great major-
ity of the states for raising state
revenue. Assessment and taxation
are uniform throughout these states,
and a tax is levied for state purposes
on all property throughout the state
on the assessment made in each tax
district by local officials.

Not only is this system bad in it-
self, but it binds every tax district
in the state to a uniform system
which is almost as serious a bar to
progress as restrictions imposed by &
constitution.

All the states raise money by spe
cific taxes; many have inheritance
taxes, many have taxes on corporad
tions. Some have special taxes, for
the use of the state, imposed upon
railroads, among these being the state
of Connecticut, which has a model
system of railroad taxation. Some of
these taxes are extremely bad, and
some few are good, but we can well
afford to leave them all undisturbed
for the present and devote our atten-
tion to the consideration of a really
good system of raising so much rev-
enue for state purposes as the state
may need, over and above what it
now derives from these fixed taxes.
Such a system has been devised, and
was for the first time proposed in
the state of New York a year ago.
The plan is simple, flexible, and has
a tendency to fix responsibility and
check extravagance. It is really the
application to political divisions of
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the principle of ingome taxation with-
out the inquisitorial features of the
tax upon private incomeés, which ren-
der it obnoxious to many. This
method is simply to apportion the
state tax to the several counties of
the state in accordance with locai
revenue, For example, if a state re-
quires $1,000,000, and the total of local
revenue is $10,000,000, each county is
required to pay to the state ten per
cent. as much as its own local rev-
" enue; if a county and the towns with-
in it are extravagant it will payv
more state tax than if it is econom-
ical. The board which apportions
the state tax will have merely minis-
terial functions, and the apportion-
‘ment will be based upon a sum in
proportion. There is no more oppor-
'tunity for friction, and, to a certaia
extent, any locality can determine
whether its share of state taxes shall
be ‘arge or small.

With the adoption of this plan the
way is open for every city to adopt
its own system without disturbing the
system of the state, and when every
city can experiment and profit by the
experience of other cities, improvement
would be certain and rapid. 1f change
is made possible it is then worth while
to consider what change will be profit-
able.

The chief source of revenue is now
and must of necessity remain the taxa-
tion of real property, and the first
essential is equality of burden. o
secure equality assessments must be
made annually by a sufficient number
of well paid assessors. Land and im-
provement must be separately assessed,
and assessments should be published.
Boston is an example for most of the
cities of the country in this respect.

Much must be learned also from the
method successfully adopted in St.
Paul in 1896, which was devised by Mr.
W. A. Somers, for ascertaining the
value of land.

Licerses may produce some revenue,
but it should be as little as possible,
and this subject belongs rather to a
discussion of the police power.

Franchise taxation raises the ques-
tion of municipal ownership, which is
outside my subject.

The fourth source from which rev-
enue can be derived is the taxation of
personal property, but the efforts of
2,000 years, and perhaps many thou-
sand more, have failed to result in
any method of assessment which has
ever proved satisfactory. If I should
demounce the attempts to tax personal
property as they deserve, I should be
considered prejudiced, but the reports

taxation.

of tax commissions in many states
condemn the taxation of personal prop-
erty as unworthy of a civilized coun-
try, and you can examine these reports
for yourselves.

It socalled practical men were
really practical, the taxation of per-
sonal property would have been aban-
doned long ago. 'The difficulty is that
many of them are wedded to the the-
ory that, in order to be equal, taxation
must be equally imposed on all prop-
erty. Never was theory more unjust
in its application or more absurd in its
foundation. It probably grew out of
another theory thar taxation should
be proportioned to abiiity.to pay, for
which poor Adam Smith is often held
responsible, although what he really
said was that ability to pay was the
most convenient test of the amount
of benefit received from taxation,
which is the true basi.s fom its imposi-
tion. The theory that equality de-
mands the equal taxation of all prop-
erty is grounded in absolute ignorance
of the laws of incidence and presup-
poses that the man who pays the tax
collector is inevitably the man who
bears the burden of the tax. Noth-
ing could be further. from’ the truth,
as everyone must admit who consid-
ers the operation of any tax, save that
upon monopoly.

In conclusion I would briefly sum.
up what seems to me ought to be done,
nay, must be done to improve the con-
dition of our cities.

Abolish all constitutional restric-
tions upon the power of the legisla-
ture to regulate taxation. Do away
with the necessity of uniform state
taxation by apportioning state and
county taxes in proportion’ tor city and
town revenue. Give every city the
right to formulate its own system of
Assess. real estate annually,
stating the value of land and improve-
ments separately and publish the as-
sessments. Abolish all taxation of
personal property.

When this.is done I do not, say that
perfection will be attained, but the way
will be cleared for such further re-
forms of state and municipal taxation
as experience will have then proven
to be wise and prudent. Every city will
be an object lesson to every other city,
and with the possibility of improve-
ment improvement will be sure. We
shall set a limit, to the perfection' that
may be attained, whem taxation is a
vital issue at every local election and
every city is a debating society.

The Lion-—Man can’t roar, he’s an
awfully slow runner, he can’t fight
without a gun—

The Cub—Dear me!
inferior animal!—Puck.

He must be an

“WHERE IS THY BROTHER?”

‘I was my brother's keeper, and because

I strove to take his land, as brothers may—

Klse what's the use of brotherhood?—he
died

Defending it. He lies beneath its sod—

A bayonet thrust—1 wiped away the blood—

His blood—from off the surface of the
steel

Lest it should rust its poHsh. It is

Gone from my hands as well, an
my soul;

For, as 1 hope to enter heaven, I swear

1 did 1t for his good. I slaughtered him

For his own good. He wished to rule him-
self—

To govern his own land in his own way—

He called it liberty, and he has won

His freedom now—the freedom of the
grave— .

His soul is free, although his body rots—

Dead for his good—I killed him for his
good.”

one;
from

“Thou hypocrite!

The souls that thou hast freed

Have gone to God to call for justice there.

Down on thy knees! Ask pardon in the
dust!

The stamp of Caln is set upon thy brow.

Repent, and make what poor amends thou
canst. .

Restore what thou with violence hast
stol’'n.

Remember thou Christ’s awful words: ‘If
thou

The world and all its riches shouldst at-
tain,

And lose thy soul—what shall
thee?' "

—Bertrand Shadwell.

it profit

While Chicago and New York have
always aspired to be great rather
than good, Boston has aimed at
quality rather than quantity—good-
ness and culture rather than mere
size. So when the recent census was
taken and Boston found herself nu-
merically great there was no sigh
of satisfaction, no sign of joy.

As a writer in the Transcript ex-
pressed it:

‘The really serious significance of Bos-
ton’s census returns is not mathematical.
It is soclal and moral. We are incontest-
ably morenumerous than we were—delight-
fully, amazingly, multitudinously more
numerous, but has quality kept pace with
quantity? Has the average standard of
human existence gone up or down?
—Chicago Chronicle.

Customer—Haven't you a restaurant
in the building?

Floor Walker—Yes, madam—sixth
floor, front. Regular dinner 49 cents,
marked down from a dollar.—Puck.

We must remember that the British
armed force in South Africa far out-
numbers the whole white population
of the South African republic, against
which alone war was originally made.
We must bear in mind also that all
the recent news has shown that the
British garrisons are numerically too
weak. A concentration of Boer com-
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mandos on what in our service would
be called “two company” or ‘“three
company” posts has resulted in a se-
ries of small disasters. These go to
show that, although the Transvaal has
now no armies in the field, yet after
much more than a year of fighting
which has taxed the resources of the
British empire, the numerically insig-
nificant farmers of the Transvaal are
still, in some degree, making good
that defiance of the British empire
which, when it was issued, seemed to
the great majority of Englishmen, as
it did to Lord Salisbury, simply an
impudent insult.—New York Times.

“And when did you first see the light
of day ?”

“When I was nine yearsold,” said the
Chicago person, “and my parents took
me on an excursion to St. Joseph,
Mich.”—Puck.

“Organized relief” may be a neces-
sary function of to-day, but ‘“organized
charity” seems somewhat of a mis-
nomer. Evolution and scientific ad-
vance from a like point of view might
reasonably announce “organized love”
in the near future to be followed short-
1y by “organized faith” and “organized
hope.”—John J. Crowley, Pres. Ill
Charitable Relief Corps of Chicago.

Boy—Grandpa, I wish you’d buy
me a pony.

Grandpa (a philanthropist) —My
son, think of the poor boys who can’t
even get bread to eat.

Boy—I was thinking of them—the
poor little boys whose papas have
ponies to sell that nobody will buy.—
Gaiety.

We understand on high authority
that as regards the Filipinos we can-
not have peace with honor.
very sad. It would seem to the un-
thinking, however, that peace with
honor was always possible to a big
man who was hammering a little one.
—Life.

“You've got an ear-trumpet, I see.
That’s what I've been telling you to
do for the last two years.” :

“Oh! Is that what you’ve been tell-
ing me for the last two years?’—
Puck.

BOOK NOTIOCES.

‘“Under Western Skles’ (New Whatcom,
Wash.: Blade Publishing Co. Price, 50
cents), is a collection of verses of senti-
ment by Frank Carleton Teck.

Though the presidential election is over
and the democratic party again defeated,
so good an outline history of the party as
‘““The American Democracy’ (Shelby, O.:
The Shelby Publishing Co.; price, cloth,
$1.00), by S. 8. Bloom, is not obsolete. Mr.

That is

Bloom is a journalist who has for over 80
years been active in Ohio politics. * His Yook
tells the story of the democratic party from
its riseduring John Adams’s administration
to the present time. Its 213 pages of read-
able matter picture vividly the develop-
ment of democracy in party politics and
serve also for handy reference.
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