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The general character of President
Roosevelt’s message is reflected in its
reference to the Philippine policy of
his party. Its exalted author says of
that policy that “we have not gone
too far” but “we have gone to the
limit.” According to this veracious
state paper, everything has been nice-
ly fixed by Mr. Roosevelt’s party so
a8 to be just about right. His party
seems to him to keep the middle

state, leaning neither on this side nor
on that. It holds affairs in perfect
equilibrium.

In regard to prosperity the bal-
ance has been effected with such
great delicacy of adjustment that
even so much as a hostile wink might
easily produce disastrous conse-
quences. Though Mr. Roosevelt is
considerate enough to admit that Re-
publican prosperity is not the crea-
ture of law, he claims for the laws—
American protective tariff laws, of
course—that they have been instru-
mental in creating the conditions
that make prosperity possible, and
earnestly admonishes Congress that
by unwise legislation it would be easy
to destroy prosperity. A mere men-
ace to protectionism, without so
much as touching its sacred substance

with hostile hand, “would produce,”

says the equilibrative Mr. Roosevelt,

“paralysis in the business energies of

the community.”

This claim that protection is 1n-
strumental in making prosperity
possible is certainly not over-
regardful of “the limit,” in view
of the fact that countries which
have no nicely adjusted tar-

iff protection are as prosperous as
our own. And though the example
of those countries did not confront
Mr. Roosevelt, his own common sense
ought to tell him that while legisla-
tion might check general prosperity
it is only such as is restrictive that
does so. Legislation that repeals re-
striction has the opposite effect.
This may check the prosperity of the
few, but only because it expands
the prosperity of the many. Privi-
lege is dependent for prosperity upon
restriction; it must be protected.
But productive industry suffers un-
der restriction; it wants no protec-
tion, except against pirates. What it
needs is freedom.

One thing about the President’s
message in its references to the tariff
is highly gratifying. He asserts the
fixity of the principle of protection
as our national policy. This view of
American politics is either true orit
is not. If true, then the party to be
perpetually intrusted with its con-
servation is Mr. Roosevelt’s. If pro-
tection is our fixed principle, those
Republicans are right who insist that
when the tariff is altered in detail it
must be altered by the friends of the
principle. That leaves no room in
American politics for a tariff-tinker-
ing party. Protection is either good
policy or bad, a sound principle ora
vicious one. On this issuethe people
can divide into parties. They can be
protectionists or free traders; they
cannot be protectionists on one side
and assistant protectionists on the
other. Mr. Roosevelt leaves no room
for cavilling. Protection is our per-
manent policy, as he proclaims; or it
is not, as those who oppose his policy
must maintain. His position here
is highly gratifying because its ten-
dency i3 to force the Democratic
party to be openly and unreservedly
what it is in spirit—the free trade

party.

In a homily on capital and labor
in his message the President says
many true things. But characteris-
tically he says them all in the ab-
stract. In the concrete these same
good things seem to have no mean-
ing for him. For instance, he ob-
serves that “every employer, every
wage worker, must be guaranteed his
liberty and his right to do as he likes
with his property or his labor so long
as he does not infringe upon - the
rights of others.” What could be
truer than that? It is a universal
principle, just as Mr. Roosevelt as-
sumes it to be, and assound in morals
as the eighth commandment, of
which it is an expression. But Mr.
Roosevelt, though he speaks with the
air of a Moses at the foot of Sinai,
doesn’t believe in the sentiment, if
heunderstandsit. Either that, orelse
he complacently stultifies himself.
For the man who understands and be-
lieves in that sentiment cannot be a
protectionist without stultification.
If everyone “must be guaranteed his
liberty and his right to do as he likes
with his property or his labor so long
as he does not infringe upon the
rights of his neighbor,” then he must
be guaranteed his liberty and his
right to exchapge his property or his
labor as freely with a Canadian, a
Mexican, a European, an African or
an Asiatic as with a fellow citizen of
hisown. Heinfringesno one’srights
by preferring to trade his property or
his labor with another, though the
other be a foreigner. Yet the pur-
pose of protection, the principle of
which Mr. Roosevelt adopts, is to
prevent just that freedom in the use
of property and labor. It aims mnot
to guarantee men the right to do
with their property and their labor
what they like, but to compel them,
on pain of forfeiture of some of their
property and labor, to do what spe-
cial business interests demand. The
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only tariff policy that accords with
the property rights that Mr. Roose-
velt thinks he believes in is the pol-
icy of free trade.

Of the President’s recommenda-
tion for the shackling of trusts, noth-
ing better can be said than thatit is
“powerful weak.” The one thing
that could be done by Congress to
cripple trust monopoly he opposes,
because it would conflict with the
protection policy of his party. It
will be interesting to observe the
disposition that his party in Congress
makes of the recommendation he
does submit. The responsibility now
rests there for action against the
trusts. Mr. Roosevelt will not proge-
cute under the existing anti-trust law
because he thinks it inadequate, and
asks Congress for one that will cover
the ground. Now watch for the bill
that Congress enacts. Watch sharp!

Any comment upon the President’s
message would be defective if it ig-
nored his revolting references to the
Philippines. Think of an American
president, the chief servant of a peo-
ple committed to the proposition
that all men are created equal—think
of his officially boasting that this gov-
ernment has conferred upon the peo-
ple of a peaceful republic which it had
wantonly conquered and crushed by
force of arms, something more than
ordinary Oriental freedom! The
Czar of Russia or the Sultan of Tur-
key might make such a boast. The
Emperor of Germany can make it. So
can the King of England and Emper-
or of India. And has our republic
lived to so little purpose that it can
claim no greater credit for the exten-
sion of the guarantees of liberty over
the world than can be claimed for
kings and emperors, czars and sul-
tans? Then bave we fallen indeed.
From Washington with his admoni-
tion that we spread liberty abroad by
example at home and not through for-
eign entanglements, and Lincoln who
seemed a second incarnation of Jef-
ferson, down to Roosevelt who turns
for his highest standards of liberty
for Orientals to Oriental despots and

European potentates, is a long, long
descent in the evolution of democ-
racy.

But for one thing there would be
something hopeful and inspiring in
Mr. Roosevelt’s truly democratic let-
ter regarding appointments of Ne-
groes to office. That one thing, how-
ever, deadens enthusiasm and putsa
check upon hope. Itisthe fact that
experience has proved his ability to
say so many good things which he
doesn’t very strenuously mean. Ever
since Mr. Roosevelt swapped his con-
victions, away back in 1884, for a po-
litical career, to which single-eyed he
has since sedulously devoted himself,
his good words have been subject toa
usurer’s discount. So with his ex-
cellent letter on the Negro question
one is forced to wonder whether it’s
author may not have had in view
more the possibilities of Negro dele-
gations to the next national conven-
tion than the principle of equal rights
for God’s image in ebony.

Abram S. Hewitt has done at last
what all Democrats of his kind will
have to do and what he ought tohave
done long ago.
masquerading as & democrat by pub-
licly announcing his withdrawal
from the Democratic party.

Mr. Hewitt was never a democrat.
A pro-slavery man, he belonged to
the Democratic party when it had
least title to be regarded as demo-
cratic; a plutocrat, he afterwards
tried to secure for it the good will of
American plutocracy. Frustrated in
this purpose by the superior attrac-
tions which Mr. Hanna offered, and
the stubborn resistance of men like
Bryan, Mr. Hewitt voted for its plu-
tocratic adversary in 1896 and 1900,
while still professing to it the allegi-
ance he now renounces. In 1896 the
act was pardonable, for the economic
form of the issue obscured the polit-
ical significance of the contest. But
there was no valid excuse for a real
democrat in 1900. The formal
secession of such a man is a good
thing for the democracy of the Dem-

He has stopped |

ocratic party. The fact that he was
“a life-long Democrat™ is a shabby
plea. For a man of his advanced age
to boast of being “a life long Dem-
ocrat” is to boast of having been an
apologist for human slavery.

The advantage to the party of los-
ing the support of such men as Mr.
Hewitt is not because the party hasa
superfluity of support, let us eay by
way of answer to the sneers of their
apologists who ask whether the party
has so many votes it can afford to

-spare any. By Mr. Hewitt’s confes-

sion it would appear that the party
has not been getting their votes any
way. But even if it had been get-
ting their votes, their open opposi-
tion would be preferable to their
treacherous affiliation. This is not
because votes are not needed. It is
because those men demoralize the
party and foster the distrust of demo-
crats in the other party. For every
plutocratic Democrat the party loses,
as it has lost the plutocratic Mr. Hew-
itt, scores of democratic Republicans
will become attached to it in conse-
quence.

“Reorganization” on the plnt:)crat-
ic basis is now out of the question.
The recent elections proved that. As
an observant correspondent of theSt.
Louis Globe-Democrat wrote soon
after the results were known, these
elections conclusively demonstrated
“that thereis more than one element
in the Democratic party which canre-
fuse to support the party when the
party does not do things in a way
to please it.” The democratic Demo-
crats also can bolt. In other words
there is a difference of principle
in the party, which no “reorganizing”
process can reconcile. It is the con-
flict between its plutocratic and its
democratic elements. Should the
latter retain control the former
would bolt, as they have done here-
tofore. Should the former gain con-
trol the latter would do the bolting.
Either way there is no possibility of
a victory for the plutocratic Deme-
crats. For every plutocratic purpos
the plutocratic Republicans suff-
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ciently <“fill the bill.” All Demo-
crats of the Hewitt variety would
therefore improve their reputation
for candor without jeopardizing
their hopes of political preferment by
promptly imitating his example.

A type of the plutocratic Demo-
crat is the district attorney of New
York, Mr. Jerome. He hasn’t with-
drawn from the party yet, as Mr.
Hewitt has, but in a recent speech at
the New York dinner of the de-
scendants of the Mayflower he gives
every evidence that good political
faith demands he should. Said he:

Thomas Jefferson and those greav

old fakirs, although I am a Democrat,
talked about the equality of men, and
we hear it prated about, although men
were never equal, and God forbid the
time will ever come when there are
not nobler and wiser people to whom
we can go for counsel. This doctrine of
equality which would try to put down
the strong and extol the weak is false.
The theory is all rot. It never can pre-
vail and we have got to recognize that
the strong are going to ruleand dom-
inate, and if the strong are not wise
and good, things are not going as they
should. But this weak and wishy-
washy sentimentality that talks about
equality and liberty and wants to of-
fer to the ignorant savagesin the Phil-
ippines representative government
which they are no more fitted for than
for membership in the Church of Eng-
land is all rot. Liberty and equality
and tolerance may prepare the ground
in which great policies may grow, but
liberty and equality is not possible. It
was never intended. The president of
Columbia, when they asked him for a
subscription for the Statue of Liberty,
raid: “Liberty enlightening the world?
It never enlightened anything.”

Mr. Jerome appears to have been
qualifying himself for second place
on the ticket of the Cleveland De-
mocracy.

A comical attempt to evade the
force of the Illinois vote for enforce-
able referendum laws is being made
by those newspapers of the State
which are accustomed to dancing to
any tune the monopoly corporations
see fit to play. These papers an-
nounce with great gravity that the
advicory vote in favor of the refer
endum laws has failed because it falls
below a majority of all the votes cast
for the leading candidate at the elec-
tion. The transparent purpose is to

create an impression that the demand
for referendum laws was voted down
by the people, and thereby to furnish
a plausible excuse to subsidized legis-
lators for opposing their enactment.
The absurdity of this little by-play
appears at once when it is under-
stood that there was no question of
popular adoption or rejection by me-
jority vote or otherwise. The popu-
lar vote upon the demand for an en-
forceable referendum was taken un-
der the so-called “public policy” law
—the object of which is simply to se-
cure expressions of public opinion on
public questions. Under no circum-
stances is a vote under this law
mandatory. Though every voter
were to vote in favor of a given public
policy, still the legislature would not
be bound to adopt that policy; and if
but one person voted for it, yet the
legislature might adopt it. Ques-
tions of majorities have nothing to
do with the matter. The vote is only
advisory, and all that legislators have
to consider is whether it is emphatic
enough to call for legislative action.
If it is, no legislator can screen his
perfidy behind the plea now urged to
defeat the will of the people of Illi-
nois regarding the enforceable refer-
endum. He may urge, if he please,
that the proposed policy is bad; but
he cannot urge that he has been com-

manded by the people of the State
to oppose it.

How emphatic the expression on
the referendum proposition was may
be seen by reference to the vote upon
the three questions submitted—
namely, an enforceable State referen-
dum law, an enforceable local refer-
endum law, and direct election of

United States senators. It is as fol-
lows:

Popular

State Ref- Local Ref- Election

erendum. erendum. Senators.

FOr ..cevevnnnens 28, 390,972 451,319

Against ......... 87,654 83,377 76,97

874,844
For popular election of TUnited
States senators the affirmative vote
amounts to a majority of all votes cast
for the leading office, state treas-
urer. This majority is 21,331. But
for the State referendum it falls 1,520
votes short of a majority of all the

votes cast for treasurer, and for the
local referendum it falls 39,016 short.
As already explained, however, that
makes no practical difference. The
question is how the voters stood who
took sufficient interest in the ques-
tion to vote upon it; and they voted
overwhelmingly in the affirmative.
The vote on the State referendum is
11 per cent. of the population, while
that which was cast for and against
the present State constitution in
1870 was only 5 per cent. of the
population at that time; and in num-
ber as well as percentage the former
is twice the latter. The majority for
the State referendum is 7 per
cent. of the population, while the ma-
jority for the present State constitu-
tion was only 4 per cent. It is also

| twice as much in number as the ma-

jority for the constitution. In ma-
jority, therefore, and in the aggre-
gate, and in ratio to population, the
referendum vote iz double that of
the constitutional election. Shall it
be said that a vote large enough to
impose upon a State its organic law,
is not large enough, even though
doubled, to advise a legislature to
submit to the people an amendment
to that instrument? In thisassault
upon the referendum law the crooked
finger of corporate influence is plain-
ly visible.

It is understood that the Illinois
board of equalization, always singu-
larly allied to monopoly interests,
contemplates taxing the stock values
of commercial corporations as well ag
those of monopoly corporations. Ap-
parently the object is to discredit the
law requiring taxation of stock val-
ues, which was never enforced until
the Chicago school teachers com-
pelled its enforcement through the
courts. If the law authorizes the
taxation of both kinds of corpora-
tions, value for value, it ought to be
altered. The value of a commercial
corporation’s stock is usually little
more than the valueof its goods,
whereas that of a monopoly corpora-
tion is largely composed of special
privileges. The former is private
property and should not be taxed; the
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latter is public property and should
be taxed to the utmost. For tax-
ing purposes the true distinction of
property, is not individual and cor-
porate. There is no just reason for
taxing the same kind of property
more when a corporation ownsit than
when it is owned by individuals. The
true distinction is between different
kinds of property. Let the kind of
property, however valuable, that en-
terprise and industry produces be ex-
empt; but tax that which, having
value, is vested in individuals or cor-
porations by the public. Exempt the
street car, but tax the value of the
street franchise; exempt the locomo-
tive, but tax the value of the right of
way; exempt the good will of the de-
partment store, but tax the valuable
lot it monopolizes; exempt the
house, but tax the value of its site.

Colorado has adopted an amend-
ment to her constitution which runs
in the right direction. Itempowers
cities to make their own charters.
This is a step toward the localization
of power in municipalities, which
seems to be in some sort a reaction
from the centralization policies which
followed in the wake of the civil war
and have almost obliterated State
sovereignty.

As the Colorado amendment is
called the “home rule amendment,”
the announcement of its adoption has
led to the supposition, widely pub-
lished, that the Bucklin amendment
(p. 498), which provided for home
rule in taxation, had been adopted
notwithstanding earlier reports to
the contrary. This is a mistake. Be-
yond all doubt the Bucklin amend-
ment was lost. It was defeated by
probably something less than two to
one. Exact figures cannot be given
until the official count is announced.
Only two counties are known to have
been carried for it—Teller county,
embracing Cripple Creek, where the
affirmative vote was 2,593 to 1,620;
and Lake county, embracing Lead-
ville, where it was 1,590 to 823.
Owing to misrepresentations and
rustic prejudice the farming regions

voted strongly against the amend-
ment. This influence defeated it in
Bucklin’s own county of Mesa. Un-
der the circumstances, however, the
Mesa county vote was astonishing.
The county is Republican, the Re-
publicans had made a party fight
against the amendment, and the
farming districts gave a majority of
342 against it. Yet it was defeated
in the whole county by only 90 votes.
It carried Bucklin’s precinct by 29,
his ward by 11, his city—Grand
Junction—by 115, and the other
towns of the county by 252.

Besides the thoughtless farmer

vote, several causes operated to de-
feat the Bucklin amendment, none of
which had any reference to its mer-
its. For one thing the land specu-
lators were strong emough in the
Democratic party to prevent its
adopting the amendment as a party
measure. That party thereby lost an
opportunity to make general the en-
thusiasm which Bucklin, campaign-
ing almost alone, produced in lim-
ited degree. Had the Democrats not
made this blunder, they would have
drawn out the “stay-at-home” vote,
which was almost wholly Democratic,
would have held many Socialists and
most of the Populists, and would have
carried the election for their candi-
dates instead of suffering defeat. It
is evident, also, that in those circum-
stances the amendment would have
carried. For with no political party,
with no great daily paper, with no
other political leader than Bucklin,
with only a little money, and against
the largest campaign fund ever raised
in Colorado, against all the political
leaders of both parties (including
Senators Patterson and Teller),
against most of the daily press,
against the influence and corruption
of all the large corporations and the
consequent opposition of their
dupes in the farming regions,
against the impulse of a Statereaction
to the Republican party, against the
political machines of both parties,
and against more or less dishonesty
in the count—in spite of all these dis-

advantages, fully one-third of fhe
total vote of the State appears to
have been cast for the defeated
amendment.

In his report the postmaster-gen-
eral describes the mailing rightsof
periodical publishers under the law
as a subsidy. If this is true, and we
agree with the postmaster general
that it is, the remedy is not what the
postmaster general proposes. He
asks for the privilege, practic-
ally autocratic, of distributing the
subsidy himself. Nothing more dan-
gerous in the way of bureaucracy
could be proposed. Itisbad enough
that Harper’s Magazine, for instance,
should receive an enormous postal
subsidy, amounting to thousands of
dollars a month, while the share of
the Cross Roads Gazette is only a
few cents a week. But if the post-
master general were empowered to
pickand choose, allowing a slice of the
subsidy to this publisher and denying
it to that one, the situation would be
infinitely worse. If low rates of
postage for periodicals are in effect
a subsidy, to publishers, the remedy is
to abolish them. Publishers haveno
more right to subsidies than farmers
have, or coal miners, or hod carriers.
Let a fair estimate be made of the
cost of carrying publishers’ matter,
then let the postage be fixed upon
that basis, simply allowing publish-
ers to mail in bulk instead of affixing
stamps, and you have a just arrange-
ment, and one which has the merit of
curbing the censorship of the Ameri-
can press which the postal depart-
ment assumes to exercise.

The evil in this matter would not
be removed by discriminating be-
tween newspapers and magazines, a8
the postmaster general also proposes,
and carrying the former at one cent
a pound and the latter at four cents.
Such a distinction would enormous-
ly increase the power of the postal
autocrat to exclude papers he did not
like. All he would need do would be
to decide that they are not newsps-
pers, but only magazines. Moreover,
a newspaper is no more entitled tos
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postal subsidy than is a magazine.
The postmaster general is wrong (ex-
cept from the point of view of pater-
nalism) in advocating on educational
grounds a postal subsidy for news-
papers as distinguished from maga-
zines. The dissemination of what is
called “news,” is no more educative,
it is often less so than the circula-
tion of instructive magazines. But if
a distinction of this kind were made,
“populistic” weeklies could easily be
jammed into the magazine class be-
cause they lack current news such as
the Associated Press provides, and so
be compelled to pay higher postage
than their plutocratic competitors.
And this doubtless is one of the ob-
jects of Postmaster General Payne’s
reform.
Is it imagined that the postmaster
general would make no unfair dis-
crimination? Rough experience isa
better witness than confiding expec-
tation. Down in Florida there is a
paper called “Freedom.” Its teach-
ings are not agreeable to the post-
master general. Otherwise its rights
to the mail are the same as every
other paper in the country. Ayearor
g0 ago the department denied it pub-
lishers’ rates. There was no hearing,
no legal process of any kind, no con-
sideration whatever of property
rights; nothing but a ‘bureaucratic
ipse dixit. A hearing was subse-
quently given at Washington, and
the original order was revoked.
Thére had confessedly been no cause
whatever for denying ordinary pub-
lishers’ rights to the paper. Yet
meantime the publisher of Freedom
had been obliged to deposit cash suf-
ficient to cover postage at full third-
class rates, as the condition of being
allowed to continue the publication.
Since the examination was pro-
longed, the deposit o required was
heavy. It would have been enough
to necessitate suspension had not the
publisher been well off. Recently
the department again attacked this
paper. In one of its issues it printed
an illustrated description of the town
in which it is published—Sea Breeze
—something that has long been com-

mon with newspapers. For that
reason, and apparently for that rea-
son alone, the department has again
denied Freedom the publisher’s
mailing rights. This is only one in-
stance that happens to be unusually
prominent, but it is typical. Itisan
indication of what a corporation tool
in the postal department would do
if his opportunities for censorship
were broadened.

Fortunately the courts are now in-
tervening to protect publishers from
the high-handed policy of the postal
bureau. Within the week, in the case
of the Monthly Official Railway List,
which was ousted arbitrarily from the
mails a year ago, the Court of Ap-
peals of the District of Columbia has
decided that when a paper is once ad-
mitted to second-class privileges it
has a property right therein which
cannot be withdrawn except by due
process of law. This is good legal
doctrine and sound political policy.

A terrible explosion, causing many
deaths, occurred in the Swift pack-
ing house, Chicago, last week. Itwas
caused by the carelessness of some of
the men who replenished an almost
empty boiler with water. This was
the immediate cause. But the pri-
mary cause was the employment of
tired men in the boiler room for
twelve long hours a day. Ifthe grand
jury does not make an investigation
and take that fact into consideration
it will neglect an obvious duty.

A customs officer of the name of
Theobold has heen peremptorily dis-
missed, nominally “for the good of
the service,” but evidently for no
other reason than because he has
been spying upon rich smugglers and
causing them to be searched and
their smuggled goods confiscated
when they land in New York. Spy-
ing of this kind is not nice business
truly, and one can sympathize with
Secretary Shaw’s repugnance to hav-
ing such a creature in his depart-
ment. But the man was doing his
duty under the law, and if we are to
have “protection to American indus-

try” we should not shrink from its dis-
agreeable incidents. So long as rich
protectionists try to evade the law
there must be spying Theobolds
to detect them. Does Mr. Shaw in-
tend that protection shall not apply
to Americans who are rich enough to
go to Europe annually and become
their own smugglers? It would seem
§0. Theobold’s abrupt dismissal can
mean nothing to the other treasury
spies than that they must confine
their spying to the steerage and to
merchants, and allow rich smugglers
to bring in their goods without ques-
tion. Among the seizures Theobold
had made and for which he has been
dismissed, was a diamond necklace
worth $17,000, which he found
among the trinkets of Mr. Schwab,
of steel trust fame.

THE JUGGLED OENSUS.

In a pamphlet, “Our Juggled Cen-
sus,” the writer of the present article
gought to demonstrate the grossly:
misleading character of statistics of
the present census. His assertions,
as far as they relate to agricultural
statistics, find strong confirmation in
the report, since published, of a spe-
cial committee of inquiry appointed
by the National Board of Trade.

This committee, which, besides
others, included the statistician of
the New York Produce Exchange, the
editor of the Chicago Daily Trade
Bulletin, and the editor of the Cin-
cinnati Price Current, found the
most glaring errors in the census re-
port of farm areas, with correspond-
ing errors in the crops harvested. In
explanation of the reason for the in-
vestigation that report says:

The chairman of the committee on
crop reports in his statement referred
to the fact that when agricultural sta-
tistics of the census bureau weremade
available to the public last spring they
were in many particulars so decidedly
at variance with prevailing expecta-
tions, based on other official data and
unofficial investigation, that a sense
of surprise was manifested, and the
importance of questions involved led
to much of comment suggestive of the
need or desirability of an investiga-
tion which should support or discredit
such exhibits. In recognition of this
situation, and its relation to service
to follow on presentation of such in-
formation, the matter was taken up
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by the president of the national board
of trade. :

In the report we find, also, the fol-
lowing statement:

Features of inconsistency in the cen-
sus bureau work are to be found in
comparisons of area, in instances
where the agricultural returns make
the farm areas equal to or exceed the
land surface, according to survey rec-
ords as presented by the twelfth cen-
sus. There appear many such in-
stances. In 20 states, in which there
are 1,490 counties, there are 101 coun-
ties made to appear as having farm
lands equal to or in excess of the en-
tire surveyed land surface. This num-
ber includes a few which by a small
fraction of one per cent. are under 100
in the comparison, but which prac-
tically represent the entire land sur-
face. The excesses over an equal ex-
tent of area range up to 40 per cent.,
the aggregate number of acres indi-
cated in the farm returns for these
101 counties being five per cent. great-
er than their entire surface, without
allowances for kighways, towns, rail-
roads, etc. Of the 101 counties there
are 69 which appear to have more
farm acres than the surveyed land
records indicate within their boundary
lines; there are 23 having over five per
cent. excess of such area; there are
13 having over ten per cent. of such
excess; ten having over 15 per cent.
of such excess; eight having over 20
per cent. of excess, in comparison with
the reported actual land surface. For
Ohio, 19 per cent. of the number of
counties are shown to represent 100
per cent. or more of the entire surface
as in farm lands; in Iowa 17 per cent.;
Kansas 12 per cent.; Kentucky nine
per cent.; Missouri nine per cent.;
Tennessee six per cent.; Indiana six
per cent., etc.

In addition to these 101 counties
found by analysis of census bureau
data to reflect returns of farm lands
equal to or in excess of the surveyed
land surface of such counties thereare
700 other counties showing 90 per cent.
or more, of which 335 represent 95
per cent. or more, in such comparison.
Thus over 28 per cent. of all the 2,800
counties of the country represent farm
areas reported as 90 per cent. or more
of the surveyed land surface.

Whether these conditions, reflecting
a large extent of farm acreage in ex-
cess of what can be accepted as the
true position, are due to overestimates
in returns of enumerators, or to dupli-
cations in the mechanical operations
incident to the methods of the census
officein the tabulating work, or to both
of these, with inconsistent work in
editing the schedules, and other
causes, cannot be stated by the com-
mittee, but they are evidences of er-
roneous work, the measure of which
in influence on results cannot be sat-
isfactorily estimated.

While there are the large number of
instances of inconsistencies and ex-
cesses in the comparisons of farm re-
turns of area and survey records here-
in mentioned and demonstrable by the
available data, it does not follow that
all the census exhibits of farm areas
not having such evidences of incon-
sistency are free from errors, or ex-
aggerations, in the statements of farm
areas. For instance, a county which
may have only 60 per cent. of its area
actually in farm lands may be exag-
gerated 50 per cent., and not appear
to be over 90 per cent. in the com-
parison with the land surface of such
county. Again, a county which may
have only 45 per cent. of its area in
farm lands may be doubled in the crop
exhibit without going over the 90 per
cent. relation to actual land area. It
is therefore impossible to determine
or to suggest the limit to which such
exaggerations or errors may exist in
portions of the work wherein the con-
ditions do not admit of such demon-
tration as in such cases as are herein
specifically stated. Exaggerations or
errors which enlarge the area basis
correspondingly affect unduly the re-
sults in regard to production of crops
represented.

In reply to this report Mr. Powers,
the United States statistician-in-
chief for agriculture, has given out
a statement maintaining the substan-
tial correctness of the census reports,
in which, among other things, he
declares that the Board of Trade
committee in making its report did
not possess statistics of surveyed
lands for a single State.

It is true that the data of areas
published in the twelfth census,
which was used by the commit-
tee, are not, as the committee
seems to have supposed, statistics of
surveys of the land office. They are,
however, the data of areas adopted
by the census office at both the elev-
enth and twelfth censuses and are
shown to vary from the surveys of the
land office by less than one-tenth of
one per cent. That being so, the an-
swer of the agricultural statistician
seems but a contemptible evasion.

Further evidence of the gross ex-
aggeration of farm acreage as re-
ported at the present census is found
in a comparison with the acreage as
reported at preceding censuses, for
States and counties in which there
could be no possible increase and in
which there must, on the contrary,
have been an actual decrease owing
to the growth of towns and cities. A

careful comparison of the data of the
two censuses indicates a general and
remarkable increase in farm- acreage
even in counties where there are rap-
idly growing cities.

In Cook county, Ill., which em-
braces Chicago, there is shown an in-
crease of farm acreage of 19,718
acres; and in the state of Illinois one
of 2,296,451 acres.

In Ohio there is an apparent in-
crease of 1,149,577 acres, and in
Hamilton county, of that State,
which embraces Cincinnati, an in-
crease of 22,367 acres. For Cuyaho-
ga county, embracing Cleveland, a
city which during the decade in-
creased its population by 120,325,
there isshown an increased farm acre-
age of 7,669 acres.

The increase for Hamilton coun-
ty would represent an area, if in one
tract, over seven miles long and five
miles wide; and that for Cook county
an area over six miles long and five
miles wide.

In the counties embracing the rap-
idly growing cities of Detroit and
Grand Rapids, Michigan, there are
shown increases of 12,018, and 42,
700 acres respectively, and these are
not exceptional cases, but fair instan-
ces of a general increase indicated
where no increase is possible.

Taking the country as a wholea
comparison of the data of the two
censuses indicates an increase in farm
acreage during the last decade of

' 215,373.314 acres, exclusive of Ha-

waii. During this period, according
to the report of the land office as
given in the United States Statistic-
al Abstract, the total amount of land
disposed of by the land office during
the ten-years preceding the census
vear amounted to 113,508,000 acres.
Of that amount 22,379,593 acres were
lands selected by railroads. From
these figures it appears quite evident
that there could have been no such
actual increase in farm acreage as is
indicated by census figures.

As was shown in my pamphlet,and
also in my recent article in the
Public (p. 452), much of this appar-
ent increase is due to a change in
the census classification of farms
which results in the return as farms
of small tracts of land that werenot
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considered farms at any previous cen-

suses.

‘T'his enumeration as farms of cab-
bage and potato patches on city lots,
while it accounts for much of the ap-
parent increase in farm acreage, does
not account for the wide discrepancy
between the figures of the depart-
ment of agriculture and those of the
census as to the production of wheat
and other staple products. Accord-
ing to the estimatesofthedepartment
of agriculture the amount of wheat
produced during the census year was
547,303,846 bushels and according to
the census it was 661,143,657 bush-
- els, a difference of nearly 114,000,000
bushels. That this discrepancy is
largely due to the exaggerated census
figures appears from our statistics of
exports, which indicate that but
186,096,762 bushels of the wheat
crop of the census year were export-
ed. This, if we accept the census
figures, would show that in this year
our people consumed nearly 63 bush-
els of wheat per capita,o1 from40t0 50
per cent. more thanthe usual amount

as indicated by official estimates for
other years. This increase might be
taken as unmistakable evidence of
the prosperity of the consumers, were
not the prosperity theory -conclu-
sively disproved by census wage sta-
tistics, which, when honestly com-
pared, show a decided decrease in av-
erage earnings during the last decade.
This important fact the census of-
fice has sought to conceal by anadroit
juggling of the data.
HENRY_L. BLISS.

NEWS

The second session of the Fifty-
seventh Congress began on the 1st.
Only routine business was done, the
Senate adjourning for the day in less
than a quarter of an hour and the
House in less than an hour. On the
2d both houses adjourned for the
day after each had listened to the
reading of the President’s annual
message. But on the 3d theregular
business of the session began.
In the Senate a substitute for the
bill passed by the House at the pre-
vious session, for the admission
of New Mexico, Arizona, and
Oklahoma as States, was re-
ported by the committee on territor-
les. It recommends the admission of

Oklahoma and the Indian Territory
as one State, omitting New Mexico
and Arizona. The House, after dis-
cussion, appropriated $50,000 for the
anthracite coal strike arbitration
commission.

In his message, President Roose-
velt dwells upon the prosperity of the
country. While recognizing that
this prosperity “is not the creature of
the law,” he declares that “undoubt-
edly the laws under which we work
have been instrumental in creating
the conditions which made it possi-
ble,” and that “by unwise legislation
it ’would be easy enough to destroy
it.”

Noting then a great increase and
general diffusion of the wealth of the
country, the President observes
that the conditions favoring it have
“also favored somewhat the growth
of what was evil,” and this leads him
to a consideration of the trust ques-
tion. He believes that “monopolies,
unjust discriminations, which pre-
vent or cripple competition, fraudu-
lent over-capitalization, and other
evils in trust organizations, and prac-
tices which injuriously affect inter-
State trade, can be prevented under
the power of the Congress to ‘regu-
late commerce with foreign nations
and among the several States)
through regulations and require-
ments operating directly upon such
commerce, the instrumentalities
thereof, and those engaged therein.”
Accordingly, he recommends ‘“the
passage of a law, reasonable in its pro-
visions and effective in its operation,
under which thequestionscan befinal-
ly adjudicated that now raise doubts
as to the necessity of constitutional
amendment.” If, however, such a
law be invalid, then he urges that “we
should not shrink from amending the
Constitution so as to secure beyond
peradventure the power sought.” In
this connection Mr. Roosevelt consid-
ers the proposition to deprive trust-
made goods of tariff protection.
“Not merely would this be wholly in-
effective,” he argues, “but the diver-
sion of our efforts in such a direction
would mean the abandonment of all
intelligent attempt to do away with
these evils.”

Moreover, he proceeds, the aboli-
tion of tariffs on trust-made goods
would tend to destroy the protective
system. This he would scrupulously
avoid, because “the mere threat” of
“dislocation” of that system, “not to

speak of the performance, would pro-
duce paralysis in the business ener-
gies of the community.” Yet he
would not fossilize the tariff, but
would readjust its terms by reci-
procity treaties and upon reports of
commissions, which, while regarding
“fixity of principle as regards the tar-
iff,” will permit “the necessary reap-
plication of the principle” from time
to time “to the shifting national
needs.”

On the currency question Mr.
Roosevelt recommends that upon
banks, as “the natural servants of
commerce,” should be “placed, as far
as practicable, the burden of furnish-
ing and maintaining a circulation
adequate to supply the needs of our
diversified industries and commerce.”
He urges, furthermore, that all
kinds of currency should be made
“interchangeable, and at the will of
the holder convertible into the estab-
lished gold standard.”

On the subject of capital and labor
the message contains a homily but
without specific recommendation.

The policy in the Philippines is de-
scribed as having established a large
measure of American liberty in those
islands. “Not only,” reads the mes-
sage, “does each Filipino enjoy such
rights to life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness as he has never before
known during the recorded history
of the islands, but the people taken
as a whole now enjoy a measure of
self-government greater than that
granted to any other Orientals by
any foreign power, “and greater than
that enjoyed by any other Orientals
under their own governments, save
the Japanese alone.” Mr. Roosevelt
adds that while “we have not gone
too far in granting these rights of
liberty and self-government,” “we
have gone to the limit in the
interests of the Philippine people
themselves it was wise or just to go.”

The other subjects mentioned in
the message are Cuba, reciprocity
with New Foundland, The Hague
tribunal, the Isthmian canal, the Pa-
cific cable, army reorganization, in-
crease of the navy, the postal service,
irrigation of and other matters re-
lating to the publiclands. Alaska, the
Indian tribes, government aid to
farmers. the government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and the public
printing establishment.

From the press dispatches the
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United States appear to have en-
tered into diplomatic conferences
with Great Britain and Germany rela-
tive to the South American republic
of Venezuela. Although nothing
more definite about the temination
of the civil warin Venezuela hasbeen
reported than what we produced last
month (p. 503), the dispatches indi-
cate that the opposition to President
Castro has been subdued, although
some unimportant conflicts with
small bands of insurgents are still re-
ported. But a mnew danger has
loomed up which may even revive
the insurrection. The country
is threatened with invasion by
Great Britain and Germany. The
latter has long menaced Venezuela.
Upon the basis of a Venezuelan rail-
road loan held by German subjects
.(vol. iv, p. 601-2), it has threatened
to collect the debt by forcibly taking
possession of Venezuelan custom
houses. Great Britain has since been
drawn into an agreement with Ger-
many for the ostensible purpose of
collecting similar British claims and
rotecting European interests in
Venezuela. This agreement was di-
vulged in London on the 22d of No-
vember. It was at the same time re-
ported, also from London, that the
British government had received as-
surances that the United States
would not interfere so long as the
Monroe doctrine, which denies the
right of European powers to acquire
territory on this side of the Atlantic,
was not defied. Both powers are rep-
resented by war ships in the Carib-
bean sea,and Admiral Dewey has
gone to the Caribbean to take com-
mand of the large American fleet
now in those waters nominally for
practice maneuvers It has been in-
tended by Great Britain and Germany
to present to Venezuela a joint ulti-
matum, but on the 1st Berlin re-
ports were to the effect that Presi-
dent Castro had signed an agreement
acknowledging part of the German
claims and that the proposed ulti-
matum had consequently been post-
poned. Then there were rumors
from Washington that negotiations
through the Seligman banking house
were on foot for an issue of Venez-
uelan bonds, to be guaranteed by the
United States, out of the proceeds of
which the German and British claims
might be satisfied. Since these ru-
mors, however, it is reported from
Washington that the two European
powers are to make a joint naval
demonstration at once. It is inti-
mated that both have given assuran-
ces to the American government that

their purpose is to serve an ultimatum
on President Castro demanding the
payment of the obligations due the
complaining commercial companies,
and, if that fails, to establish a peace-
ful blockade of the principal Vene-
zuelan ports, probably Puerto Cabello
and La Guayra, and, if that fails, to
seize custom houses and collect duties
to the extent of the debt. To this
purpose the government at Washing-
ton is understood to make no objec-
tion.

Great Britain’s Irishdifficulties (pp.
455-6, 487, 502) are apparently in
process of satisfactory, even if only
temporary, settlement. To thatend,
many of the landlords themselves are
in conference with the tenants,
though a large landlord faction op-
poses the movement. A convention
of Irish land owners was held at
Dublin on the 28th. At the same
time and in the same citya commit-
tee of other Irish land owners, led
by Lord Dunraven, assembled and

‘addressed a communication to the

convention proposing a conference
with the tenants relative toa possible
sale of the lands to them. Dun-
raven’s committee based this propo-
sal upon the fact (see p. 522) that it
had sent voting papers on the sub-
ject to 4,000 owners of more than
500 acres each, and that the vote re-
turned stood 1,128 in favor of a con-
ference with tenants and 578 op-
posed, the others not voting. To this
communication the landlords replied
that the tenants must first perfect
a business organization and formu-
late the terms they desire. Lord
Dunraven’s response was the adop-
tion by his committee of a resolution
instructing the landlords that sup-
port his policy to take immediate
steps for a conference with their ten-
ants. It is believed that in this pol-
icy of conciliation he has the support
of the king and the ministry.

The British House of Commons
passed the much debated education
bill (p. 502) on the 3d by a vote of
236 to 132. It was immediately sent
to the House of Lords, where, on the
same day, it received its first reading.

In Germany what promises fairly
to bring about a dangerous crisis in
parliamentary government has near-
ly come to a head. This serious sit-
uation has been precipjtated by the
determination of the protectionists
to force through the ministerial tariff
bill, a bill which is opposed stub-

bornly by both the Socialist party
and the People’s party. Under the
rules of the reichstag the measure
must be considered by paragraphs;
but this process was too slow to sat-
isfy its supporters, and a combination
of the Conservative, the National
Liberal and the Center parties was
made for the purpose of ordering that
the measure be passed upon, not by
paragraphs, but as a whole. A mo-
tion to this effect was made, where-
upon the reichstag was in an uproar
in a minute. The People’s party and
the Socialist party, united against the
conservative coalition, denounced
the motion as out of order and auto-
cratic. No vote upon it has yet been
reached. The nature of the feeling
aroused may be inferred from the fol-
lowing cabled extract from the
speech of the Socialist leader, Bebel,
in denunciation of the protection
combination:

By devices such as these the tariff
will be presented to the ruling classes
at Christmas so that they, over their
caviar and oysters, may sneer at the
efforts of the Social Democrats to
protect the pockets of the poor.

France is in the throes of another
labor strike, that of the stokers and
sailors, which has assumed serious
proportions at Marseilles and become
a subject of parliamentary considers-
tion. I'or want of sea transporta-
tion passengers to the number of a
thousand or more are delayed at that
port, and 8,000 troops are patrolling
the streets. In answer to an inter-
pellation in parliament on the 1st,
the minister of commerce explained
that the policy of the ministry in the
matter of strikes was to maintain an
attitudeof neutrality toward both par-
ties, to protect the workmen in the
free exercise of their right to strike,
and also to enforce regularity in the
public service. The postal service
was already provided for, he said, and
there was not a single mail bag now
delayed; but it was not possible tore-
establich the passenger and freight
traffic in the normal way. There
were several other modes of doing so,
he continued, one being to furnish
sailors of the navy to the steamship
companies; but the ministry did not
desire to do this, as it would be taking
sides with the companies. Another
method was to transport the passen-
gers and freight on government ships,
but if the ministry did this, it would
collect the tolls for the benefit of the
state. The third way was to requisi-
tion the vessels of the companies and
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man them with sailors of the navy.
The government was still consider-
ing which was the best and most effi-
cacious remedy to apply to the situa-
tion.

The arbitration commission in the
American anthracite coal strike,

which took a recess on the 21st (p..

537), resumed its sessions on the 3d,
when several witnesses were exam-
ined on behalf of the strikers, Mitch-
ell being among them.

Thanksgiving day was, as usual,
football day in the colleges and uni-
versities of the United States. The
lrecord of principal victories is as fol-
ows:

Michigan over Minnesota........... 23 to
Chicago over Wisconsin..........
Nebraska over Northwestern..
IlMnols over Iowa.......cvuuuenns
Purdue over Notre Dame.............
Ohio over Indiana ............. teeseees B
Lake Forest over Monmouth..........
Kansas over Missouri....... .
Leland Stanford over Utah...
Knox over Chicago Dentals.. .
Princeton Tigers over Rush.......

Pennsylvania over Cornell .....
Columbia over 8yracuse............. 8 to
Carlisle Indlans over Georgetown...2l to

‘The college football casualties for the
ar ending on Thanksgiving day,
ovember 27, 1902, as compared

with- those of the preceding year, are

reported to have been—

Deaths

....... esecesenctsessncns

Fatal wounds ............ .
Berfous wWounds ....cceicieiiinnnnaens 86 %
Total .ecvvveevecirreerrecsreeeenen® 88
NEWS NOTES.

—The Crerar library, of Chicago,
has purchased Prof. Richard T. Ely’s
great collection of labor literature.

—The gold standard has been
adopted by Spain and the mints
closed to the free coinage of silver.

—The Rev. Dr. Joseph Parker, min-
ister of the City Temple, London, and
a preacher of international fame, died
at London on the 28th.

—Prime Minister Sagasta, who re-
cently reorganized the Spanish min-
istry (p. 522), resigned on the 3d. He
declared that the resignation is irre-
vocable.

—By orders from Washington, re-
ceived at Manila on the 2d, Maj.
Glenn, convicted of using the ‘“water
cure” (p. 249), is to be tried again for
cruelty committed during the Samar
campaign.

—At recent general elections in
Greece several of the ministers failed
of reelection, and on the 1st the en-
tire Zaimas cabinet, organized over
a year ago (vol. iv.,, p. 535) conse-
quently resigned.

—The monthly statement of the

treasury department for November
shows on hand November 30, 1902:

Gold reserve fund ...$150,000,000 00
Available cash balance........ 204,575,588 09
Total ........ teeeeeseeieeninenas $354,675,688 09
On hang at close of last fiscal
year, June 30, 1902....... veees. 368,574,116 86
Decreass ..... seesensanssasennes $3,998,526 76

—The Socialist party vote in the
State of Illinois, according to the Chi-
cago Socialist, is as follows:
Chicago ........ tereseesesnsrisaiaanes

Cook county outside of Chica 641
Other courties ........... 6,693
Total for State..... teeesseiiieiietaeans 19,946

To this the Socialist Labor party adds
8,325, making a combined socialist vote
of 28,270.

—At a special election in San Fran-
cisco on the 2d, a proposition to issue
$700,000 in bonds for the purpose of
equipping and operating the Geary
street railway as a municipal utility
received 15,120 votes to 11,334, a ma-
jority of 3,786. But as a two-thirds
vote was requisite, the proposition
failed.

—Prof. Asser, the Dutch jurist who
has been arbitrating the claims of
American sealers for the seizure
about ten years ago of their vessels
by the Russian government, has de-
livered his award in favor of the
United States. He holds that a war-
ship of one nation cannot pursue and
capture a trespassing vessel of an-
other beyond the territorial boundaries
of the former nation.

—The November treasury report of
receipts and expenditures of the Fed-
eral government for the five months
ending November 30, 1902, shows the

following:
Recelpts:
Tarift ........ cieees $126,469,738 95
Internal revenue... 98,257,695 24
Miscellaneous ..... 16,754,714 §9
—$241,482,149 08
Expenses:
Civil and misc.... $2,368,081 37
War .. . 51,942,740 67
Navy . 33,502,290 89
Indians . 6,250,858 91
Penslons . 60,711,475 71
Interest . 16,590,779 %
$227,366,227 60
Surplus ......... cessenne verees..$14,116,921 68

—The first international sanitary
conference of the American republics
convened at Washington on the 2d,
the governments of Mexico, Cuba,
Chili, Costa Rico, Salvador, Hondu-
ras and the United States being
represented. Formal organization was
completed by the election of Dr. Wal-
ter Wyman, surgeon general of the
United States marine hospital serv-
ice, as president, and Dr. Arthur R.
Reynolds, of Chicago, as secretary.

—Lord Lansdowne, British secre-
tary of state for foreign affairs, hand-
ed to the Chilian and Argentine min-
isters on the 25th the award of the
British arbitration commission in the
boundary dispute between Chili and
the Argentine Republic, which more
than once threatened to result in hos-

tilities between the two countries
(p. 140). The award is essentially a
compromise. Of the disputed terri-
tory eleven-nineteenths, are awarded
to Chili and eight-nineteenths to Ar-
gentina.

PRESS OPINIONS.

THE MESSAGE AND THE TRUSTS.

Milwaukee Daily News (Dem.), Dec. 2.—
In his treatment of the trust question the
President is disappointing. His @lscussion
of the subject is chiaracterized by the same
vague, inconsistent and inchoate sugges-
tions that-characterized his speeches dur-
ing his campaign tour last Fall. He does
not seem to know where he “is at,” except
that he dQesires to impress the people with
the idea that he ‘“‘means business’” with-
out arousing the fears of the trust mag-
nates,

THOSE PHILIPPINE ATROCITIES.
Springfield Republican (ind.), Nov. 28
(weekly ed.).—There Is hope even for
Charles Francis Adams, Carl Schurz and
Herbert Welsh. On the morrow of their
complete vindication by the confeseion of
the army captain who tortured Father
Augustine to @eath, Mr. Roosevelt again
assails them, charging them with “cruel
injustice’” because they have made an issue
of the practice of torture as a modern meth-
od of conquest. His tone, however, at Phil-

_adelphia was a bit more subdued than it

was at Weirs last Summer, when he said,
apropos of the Adams-Schurz charges,
that the army has been ‘‘cruely maiigned
even by some who ‘should have known
better.’”” When men prove their charges,
as the Adams-Schurz committee have now
done in the Father Augustine case, they
are entitled to a Mttle more consideration
from the President of the Urited States
than he had previously shown to them.

OPPORTUNITY FOR THE NEGRO.
Milwaukee Daily News (Dem.), Dec. 2.—
President Roosevelt is right when he says
that the door of opportunity should not
be shut to the Negro and that every en-
couragement should be given to the men
of integrity and ability of the race. How-
ever, appointing Negroes to office in Dem-
ocratic States should not be the limit to
the incentive to the Negro to rise. There
ought to be at least one Negro in the Pres-
ident’s -cabinet, while the Negroes ought to
be given their quote of the Fecderal offices
in the Northern States. It is a cheap sort
of play for Negro delegates to descant upon
the equal rights of the Negro in the South,
while barring him from office in the North,
Omaha World-Herald (Dem.), Nov. 30.—
Mr. Roosevelt never made a greater mis-
take than when he made public his letter
to the citizens of Charleston. By the pub-
lication of that letter he callsattention to
his administration on this particular line.
He need not imagine that the people will
be deceived by fine words. So long as all
of his ‘in” appointmentsare made for the
Southern States and hds selections of
Northern Negroes are ‘‘from’ appoint-
ments, he need niot expect that intelligent
men will accept him seriously on this poirt.

PROSPERITY.

Kansas City World (Dem.), Nov. 21.—Ac-
cording to an official report made by the
Ohio bureau of labor statlstics, a summary
of interviews with 7,000 working women in
Cincinnati, Columbus arad Cleveland shows
the average cost of living to be $.24 per
week, and the average waged$4.83 per week.

Buffalo Enquirer (ind.), Dec. 2—Prospér-
ity has come tobe a vague term. Some may
prosper and the masses may be distressed
Half may prosper and the other half may
not. Most may prosper and there may still
be 'a large minority who suffer. Let not
partial prosperity be confounded with gen-
eral prosperity,
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MISCELLANY

THE PLEA OF LABOR.
For The PubHc.

I do not want the earth. I onky ask
That portion of its plenty which is mine;
That I may live the life which God"s de-

sign

Marked not for slothful ease nor endiess

task,

I will not fawn at Fortune's feet, nor bask
Contented where reflected glories shine,
Ubntil the coming day when wrath divine

Shall tear away from Mammon’'s face the

mask. ’

Give me fair recompense for dangers

faced;
Glve me but fair reward for labor done;
A chance to breathe of God's pure aira
breath,

And time for rest in all the hours of haste,
That I may see the smiling of the sun
Ere darkness cometh in the guise of

death.

TOM CARDER, JR.

ESKIMO ART AXND LITERATURE.

‘We take the following article from the
Literary Digest of November 15. As printed
in the Digest it is filustrated with nalve
and vivaclous pictures reproduced@ from
Mr. Moeller's book. The translation was
made especially for the Digest.

From Godthaab, Greenland, a vil-
lage of 300 or 400 inhabitants, comes
the news of the death of Lars Moel-
ler, the pioneer journalist of the Es-
kimo race. The Gartenlaube (Berlin)
prints the following account of this
unique character, and of his labors
on behalf of Eskimo art and litera-
ture:

More than 40 years ago, the Danish
authorities, who have always endeavored
to develop the capabllities of the Eskimo,
discovered Moeller’s intellectual superior-
ity to the mass of his race, and assistedhim
to go to Copenhagen and learn the printer's
trade. Upon his return to Godthaab in 1860
he opened a printing-office and@ issued a
book of illustrations of Eskimo life, ali
drawn and engraved by ratives. . . .’

Subsequently Moeller founded an illus-
trated journal in the Eskimo language to
which he contrlbuted drawings, verses, and@
news items. He accompanied Nordenskiold
in some of his journeyings, ar.d the explor-
er speaks highly of his intelligence and
artistic talent.

Moeller also introduced photography
among his people, working until recently
with an old-fashfoned camera and wet
plates, but producing excellent results. It
must be remembered that in Greerland
photography is beset with difticulties. The
work is necessarily confined to the short
summer, and even then it is often inter-
rupted by fogs. But Moeller took advantage
of every moment of sunshine to photograph
the wild scenery of Greenlang, sending his
pictures to Copernhagen for sale. He did a
good business in portrait photography, too,
for his countrymen are as vain as other
people.

A hundred men hasten to get rich.
All fail, save one, and he gobbles up
the other 99.—Schoolmaster.

y

RAILROADS TO ABOLISH PASSES.

According to the New York Com-
mercial of November 21, the railroads
in the Trunk Line assocfation are to
issue fewer complimentary passes im
future, and to show less favor to pol-
iticians. Not only will they enforce
the anti-pass pact more rigidly than
heretofore, but the President’s pri-
vate lists are to be restricted. The
politicians, who have been altogeth-
er too generous in the use of free
transportation for +themselves and
friends, are to be curbed. On thissub-
ject the Commercial says:

It is not belleved these barnacles can be
absolutely ang@ entirely removed, but it is
thought they can be trimmed down so as
not to be so much of a drag and imposition
on transportation departments as well ag
less able to supply passes or free tickets
to friends and others who have not the re-
motest right to ride over a rallroad with-
out paying fare.

The abllity thus to take advantage of the
rallroads has been a great boon to many
politiclans to whom the privilege has been
invaluable in maintaining a prestige
among influentlial constituents.

1t is hoped, but not expected, that
the railroads will be as good as their
word, and stop issuing passes to
those “who have not the remotest
right to ride without paying fare.”
Buf this brings up an important ques-
tion—who are entitled to free rides?

Surely all senators and cobngress-
men, and all state legislators and
councilmen in large cities who vote
lands, franchises, and other favors,
worth millions, to the railroads, are
entitled to some recognition. They
will not, without some consideration,
vote to give the railroads what be-
longs to the people. How many con-
gressmen, fior instance, would this
winter vote for Babcock’s bill for a
“Union Station” in Washington, if
their passes were taken away from
them? This station is to be built
practically by the city of Washington
and donated to the railroads. The do-
nation, which will incluue the right of
way to the station, is estimated to
be worth some $50.000,000 to the rail-
roads. For thisoneact the railroads
could well afford to carry free, for 20
years, not only the congressmen who
vote for it, but all of their near rela-
tions.

No, railroads are too well managed
to make such a horrible mistake as to
cut off passes to their legislative
friends. Not until they possess
everything worth having above
ground, or until they absolutely cox-
trol legislators. through campaign
funds and political bosses, can the
railroads afford to stop the supply of
passes to politicians. It is not be-

lieved that they are near enough to
either of these goals t0 make such ac-
tion safe. And yet they are very
powerful. B.W.H.

ROOSEVELT'S ATTACKS ON PRES-
IDENTS.

The Columbia (Mo.) Herald, which
enjoys the distinction of being one of
the “handsomest country newspapers
in America,” and which is also one of
the ablest Democratic newspapers in
the country, has been reading the
books written by Theodore Roosevelt.
Naturally Roosevelt’s “Life of Thomas
H. Benton” interests a Missourian.
Editor Williams, of the Herald, says
that while abroad the two most
talked-of Americans that came to his
notice were Missourians—Benton and
the mule. Editor Williams has been
reading Roosevelt's “Life of Benton”
and has made some copious extracts
therefrom.

It will be remembered that about a
year ago Republican organs were
filled with violent criticisms of men
who dared to speak slightingly of a
president, and criticisms of a pres-
ident were likened to anarchy. Indeed,
the assassination of William McKinley
was attributed to the newspapers and
speakers who criticised Mr. McKinley
and his policies, and these same Re-
publican organs demanded a federal
law limiting free speech and free
press. These facts are recalled for
the purpose of emphasizing some of
the extracts the Columbia Herald has
made from Roosevelt’s “Life of
Thomas H. Benton.”

Speaking of Thomes Jefferson, Au-
thor Roosevelt says:

The scholarly, timid and shifty doc-
trinaire. Was the father of nullifi-
cation and therefore of secession.
Cheap pseudo-classicism that he borrowed
from the French revolutionists. . . .
Constitutionally unable to put @ proper
value on truthfulness.

Of Martin Van Buren, Author Roose-
velt said:

Faithfully served the mammon of un-
righteousness. . . . Succeeded because
of and not in spite of his moral shortcom-
ings. .

This is what Author Roosevelt
wrote concerning Franklin Pierce:

A small politician, of low capacity and
mean surrounding, proud to act es the
servile tool of men worse than himself.

When Author Roosevelt wrote of
James K. Polk this is what ne said:

Excepting Tyler, the very smallest of
the small presidents between Jackson and
Lincoln.

Of President Monroe, Author Roose-

velt wrote as follows:

Colorless, high-bred gentleman of noes
pecial ability, but well fitted to act as pres-
idential figurehead.
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But Author Roosevelt’s opinion of
John Tyler is especially interesting.
He said: .

He has been called a mediocre man; but

this is unwarranted flattery. He was a poll-
ticlan of monumental littleness.
Hie chief mental and moral attrlbutes
were peevishness, fretful obstinacy, incon-
sistency, incapacity to make up his mind,
together with inordinate vanity.

If we remember aright, similar es-
timates of presidents made by other
gentlemen were denounced as ‘“‘an-
archy” and “abuse of the freedom of

speech” by the writer of the above

€stimates of presidents. And if mem-
ory is not playing us false we recall
& number of remarks to the effect that
such “‘attacks” on a president were
responsible for “anarchy,” and that
those who made them should be held
responsible along with the assassin
{for any crime committed because of
their “influence upon weak and ir-
responsible minds.” Is it patriotism
to defame a president aftes death,
and anarchy to criticise him while
living?

A comparison of Author Roosevelt’s
words with President Roosevelt’s
words will bring to light many inter-
esting things.—The Commeoner.

MISUNDERSTOOD.

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees,
bhypocrites: for ye shut up the kingdom
of heaven against men; for ye neither go
in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that
are entering to go in.

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharlsees,
hypocrites: for ye clevour widows' houses
and for a pretense make long prayer.

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharlsees,
hypocrites: for ye pay tithe of mint, anise
ard cummin, and have omitted the weight-
fer matters of the law,—judgment, mercy
and falth: these ought ye to have done and
not to leave the other undone.

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees,
hypocrites: for ye make clean the outside
of the cup and of the platter, but within
they are full of extortion and excess.

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees,
hypocrites: for ye are like unto whited
sepulchers, which indeedi appear beautiful
outward but are within full of dead men’'s
bones and all uncleanness.

‘Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees,
bypocrites: for ye bulld the tombs of the
prophets, and garnish the sepulchers of
the righteous;

And say, If we had been in the days of our
fathers, we would not have been partakers
Wwith them in the blood of the prophets.

Coming from the meek and lowly
Jesus, that is rather strong language.
He condoned the sins of thieves and
murderers and prostitutes; he con-
sorted with fellows of the basersort;
he had only sorrow for Judas who be-
trayed him, only gentle forgiveness
for Peter who forswore him.

These scribes and Pharisees, then,
must have been pretty bad men.

On the contrary. They were the
very nicest people in Jerusalem. They
were distinctly the better element.
They were the wardens and vestry of
Trinity, the stewards of the First
Methodist, the elders of Westminster,
the deacons of the Park Congrega-
tional. They were the pillars of soci-
ety, the college presidents and trus-
tees of boards. They were the men of
unimpeachable probity and integrity.

And this came from Jesus who was
a Jew to the tip of his fingers. No
wonder he was crucified. If any cler-
gyman to-day care to make an inter-
esting experiment, let him read that
chapter from Matthew, lean over the
edge of his pulpit, shake his finger in
the face of the front pews and tell
them, That means you, do you under-
stand, you, you!

What was the offense of the scribes
and Pharisees that brought this ter-
rific denunciation?

It was not lawlessness. Outiside the
Brahmin castes there were never men
who kept the law so scrupulously.
They were not like those representa-
tives of the better element who lie to
the assessor, who juggle with fran-
chises, who corrupt the legislatures
and defy the courts. They were ever
so much better than that.

It was not rottenness, like the friv-
olous decadence of the Four Hun-
dred. They were painfully moral, and
the way they kept the Sabbath made
it a dreadful day.

They were not mean. They made it
a point to give tithes, and that is
more liberal than Mr. Rockefeller,
whose liberality is so prodigious that
he has had a doxology sung to him by
a national convention of a great
church.

Imagine the buzz in the congrega-.
tion, the indignation in the synagogue,
upon this wholly unwarranted attack
by a Jew of the peasant class against
all the better element. Do you sup-
pose there was no Baer in the sanhe-
drim to urge that such a pestilent
anarchist ought to be put down?

People who can remember the wrath
of all respectable classes against
John Brown, of Ossawatamie, can
guess something what it was like.

Their offense which brought this
withering scorn, was simply that they
stood for the established order of
things. They insisted on their legal
rights, their vested rights, that was
all. They despised the poor. They

gave alms, plentifully enough, but
they sat fast in the social order that
made the mass dependent.

They advised the poor to be tem-
perate and thrifty and save their
money. They held that anybody
could be successful who would be
prudent and economical. They said
that God never intended that all men
should be equal, and it was absurd to
suppose anything of the kind; let them
be content in the station to which it
had pleased God to call them, and
thankful to their betters for giving
them good counsel and establishing
soup kitchens in the time of stress.

They were most exemplary citizens,
patterns for their community. Jesus
objected to the pattern.

They devoured widows’ houses, but
in the most respectable fashion. Mind
you, the outside of the cup and platter
was clean. They took nothing more
than the law allowed, and the sugges-
tion that it was robbery was wholly
incomphehensible to them. Their
conduct was absolutely correct. They
had nothing to arbitrate, and they
stood on clearly ascertained rights.

There may have been frauds and
scallywags among them, but Jesus was
not talking about them specially. He
swept the whole class into his con-
demnation, and he referred pointedly
to the most virtuous and righteous of
them.

" Why? Because they shut up the
kingdom of heaven against men, the
kingdom he came to proclaim, the
reign of justice, mercy and faith, the
kingdom that was to come in earth as
it shall be in heaven.

What else does he mean by omit-
ting the weightier matter of the law,
which is first of all judgment? It
was not police court judgment that
they neglected. They were right up
on the front seat when it came to
good government. They furnished
the president and vice president of
the civic league. And if there had
been a protective tariff in those days
they would have been the foremost
advocates of prosperity. -

He meant social justice. Respect-
able, upright, kindhearted in a way,
they stood for the perpetuation of
injustice. And he came to establish
the kingdom, the reign of the higher
law, the state that is expressed by
the brotherhood of man and founded
on social justice.

They wouldn’t have killed the
prophets, oh, no. They did find it
necessary to put down this disturber
of the peace.
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Gentlemen, scribes and Pharisees
of to-day, members of the better ele-
ment, that is to say: What is your
attitude toward the prophets?

You wouldn't have killed the proph-
ets. Of course not.—John Stone
Pardee, in the Argus, of Red Wing,
Minn.

TOM L. JOHNSON, MAYOR OF
CLEVELAND; A REMARK-
ABLE PERSONALITY.

An article specially contributed to the
Evening Journal, of Ottawa, Can., and

published in their {ssue for November 8.

To introduce “the whole philosophy
of Henry George” into the legislation
and administration of his own coun-
try is the labor of a great Hercules
which Hon. Tom L. Johnson, pres-
cntly mayor of Cleveland, O., has un-
dertaken, and to that labor he brings
such a combination of qualities that,
if he lives, he will either succeed
completely or at least make such a
failure as John Brown made, a fail-
ure which was only the necessary
preliminary to success.

James Creelman, the eminent Amer-
ican interviewer, says of Johnson:
“He has the mind of an idealist in the
body of an ox.” “Words can hardly
express the sense of energy conveyed
by the personality of this extraor-
dinary man, yet nature has given
him the plump, laughing, unwrinkled
aspect. of an ease-lover.” In these
days of stress and strain, when a
Schwab breaks down and a Rockefel-
ler must husband his strength as
though every unit of energy were
worth millions, this outfit of perfect
nervous balance and robust health is
the first thing necessary for the
worker in the field of political agita-
tion.

“Give Johnson ten years more,”
said one of his friends some time ago,
“and he’ll own every street railroad
franchise in the United States.”
Johnson is a fellow citizen of Rocke-
feller, the typical millionaire of the
United States, and of Mark Hanna,
the great high priest of the plutoc-
racy. He has fought them both in
business, asking no quarter and smil-
ing all the time. If they have come
out with more millions than he, it
is because he has quit the game while
still young, having found a more in-
teresting use for his time. A writer
in Chambers’ Journal, a conservative
publication, nevertheless credits
Johnson with the ownership of twen-
ty-five millions, all his own winnings,
starting with no capital save a year’s
schooling and enough money to buy

a bundle of newspapers, with which
he established a business.

You do not hear Johnson prating
the tea-meeting drivel about men
growing enormously rich by their
own hard work and frugality. He
saw from the first that money was
made in quantity through the control
of monopoly. When he peddled pa-
pers he used his first money to buy
the exclusive privilege on a little
railroad; when he manufactured iron,
he protected himself with patent
rights and took full advantage of the
protective tariff; when he went into
the street railway business, his first
care was to get his franchise solid.

The plutocrats cannot talk down to
him as they would to a man like Wil-
liam Jennings Bryan, giving him and
the public to understand that this
matter of being “captain of industry”
is really something quite beyond the
comprehension of agitators and com-
mon men. Johnson knows all the ins
and outs of the game of captaining
industry, and he knows that the plain
bald fact is that money-making is a
mere scramble, and that the only
man who has a chance to win much
is the man who gets a section of the
ground railed off so that he can have
that part of the scramble for him-
self. Therefore he tells the people
in effect: “You are foolish to give
these privileges to Rockefeller, Han-
na, myself and others like us. The
effect of such a public policy is that
you make the wealth, but the fortun-
ate and pushful few get it. Be rea-
sonable, be just, and make laws
which shall secure to every man ex-
actly what he earns.” And when cap-
tains of industry tell him that this
is only an iridescent dream, his an-
swer is: “I have quit business and
gone into politics; I will never rest
until our laws exemplify the great
Jefferson’s rule: ‘Equal and exact
justice to all; special privileges to
none.’”

‘WORK FOR HIS IDEAL,

It is two years next January since
Johnson announced at a banquet of
Cleveland Democrats that he had
freed bhimself from business entan-
glements of every sort and was ready
to work for his ideal.

In thus abandoning the mere toil-
er’s job of stacking up more millions
and turning to work worthy of a man
with a heart and a brain, Johnson
has far greater qualities than mere
energy and business ability. He is a
born general, and he has had enough
experience in politics to understand
the ground. Moreover, he is a po-

litical econqmist more learned asto
facts and more scientific in his rea-
soning than any man who occupies a
professor’s chair for the teaching of
that branch of learning. And above
all he is as much in earnest as any re-
ligious enthusiast. Henry George,
than whom a purer soul never lived,
said of him on one occasion, when it
was suggested that he should distrust
this millionaire: “Distrust Tom
Johnson! Why, I would as soon
think of distrusting myself as of dis-
trusting Tom Johnson.” It was John-
son who supplied much of the money
and a large part of the energy for
Henry George’s first campaign for
the mayoralty of New York; it was
he who managed the second cam-
paign which ended so tragically in
George’s sudden death just before
election day; and it was in his arms,
almost, that George died.

Johndon’s idea of the future may
be a dream, but he threatens to make
his efforts to realize it a nightmare
for all privilege holders. His idea of
opposing privilege is not to make
‘lectures about it, but to kill it, attack-
ing first the part that is most exposed
and that can most readily be reached.

In announcing the devotion of his
life to the advocacy of the rule of
justice, Johnson declared that he
wanted no office, and would accept
none. But he spoke somewhat hasti-
ly, for within @ month he was nom-
inated for the mayoralty of Cleveland
by the Democrats and accepted.
There were things to be dome in his
line, and the people of Cleveland
seemed to think he was the only man
for the job.

In the first place the Democratic
party in Cleveland, and even in the
state, had fallen to the position of a
mere organization for the division of
the spoils with the Republicans, who
for years, haves been dominant, and
the best men in the party felt that
something should be done about it
In the second place, certain street
railway franchises were about fall-
ing in, and there were people who
were quite ready to accept a nice,
juicy renewal for 50 years, such es
had been granted for the benefit of
certain bosses in Cincinnati. In the
third place, and most immediately
important, the Democratic machine,
which was in control at the Cleveland
city hall, had prepared to give away
valuable city rights in the real
estate of the water front, and there
was no time to lose if the job was
to be headed off.

THREE-CENT STREET CAR FARES

Johnson declared for threecent
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street railway fares, with universal
transfers, and when the street rail-
way people said that this was im-
possible, Johnson set his opinion as
an expert against theirs, and pledged
his reputation to have the street rail-
way put on a three-cent fare basis if
the people would give him the power.

The Republicans, knowing that the
anti-Johnson Democrats had no
chance, did all they could to win.
They carried all their ticket except
the mayor, but Johnson ran eway
ahead of the rest of the Democratic
ticket and won by a plurality of over
6,000.

Meantime, as a citizen, he had sued
out an injunction which had the ef-
fect of holding up the water-front
deal until after the election. He
qualified as mayor just half an hour
before the injunction expired, and
vetoed the ordinance, thus killing
the deal.

His next step was to reach en un-
derstanding with the members of the
city council. He formed a combine
of honest Republicans and Democrats
against the ‘“gray wolves” in the
council, the result of which hae been
that personal advantage has been
eliminated as an element in the con-
sideration of municipal ordinances.
Acting wnder the power given him by
the state law, Johnson appointed the
heads of departments who, together,
form his “cabinet.” His experience
in directing great enterprises en-
abled him to choose good men; and
most of them were from outside the
ranks of the party workers and lead-
ers, Though big enough men to
manage the affairs intrusted to them,
they were not too big to work in con-
sultation with a man of the mayor’s
caliber.

Leaks were stopped in the finances,
the waterworks system wae put om
a paying basis, the parks were in-
creased in area, and, by the removal
of the “Keep-off-the-grass” signs and
otherwise, were made the play-
grounds of the common people in-
stead of the gardens and driveways
of the rich, the “tenderloin” district
was regulated as never before, and
many minor improvements were
made in the management of the city’s
affairs,

The three-cent fare platform was
not merely to get in on. As soon as
Preliminaries could be arranged a
number of routes were chosen and
tenders called for. The conditions
were enough to make the wld-time
monopolists sick—three-cent fares
and universal transfers, a forfeit to

guarantee early construction and op-
eration, arbitration of labor disputes,
right of purchase by the city at any
time on a valuation, and so on. A
bid was received from responsible par-
ties, and the people got ready to ride
about the city at three cents a ride.
But the existing companies inter-
posed and the three-cent fare propo-
sition has been in the courts almost
ever since.

As a single taxer, Johnson knows
perfectly well that to reduce the
fares will not be to really benefit the
people if nothing else is done. The
effect will ‘be only to increase the
value of the land, and so compel the
people to pay the landlord what they
had been paying to the traction con-
cerns. His idea is that the three-cent
fare and the agitation necessary to
gain it will be the shortest road to
municipal ownership. His own belief
is that street cars should be toa city
as an elevator is to an office building
—run free and the cost of running
collected in the taxes. He does not
insist upon that, but he does insist
that the street railway shall not be
used as an engine for taxation, but
that the price charged for a ride shall
represent the cost of the average ride
and no more. He thinks and says
frankly that the course he is pursu-
ing in relation to the street railway
question leads toward the single tax,
and that that is what he i after.

EQUALIZING TAXATION.

But, great as has been the turmoil
resulting from this particular branch
of his efforts to carry out his cher-
ished idea of embodying “the whole
philosophy of Henry George” in the
laws of his country, it is a® nothing
compared with that which has fol-
lowed his more direct attempt to put
the taxing system upon a basis of jus-
tice.

One of the men of tlie mayor’s cab-
inet is an iron molder whose reading
of political economy led him to take
a very active part in labor agitation,
so active that he was blacklisted and
found himself “not wanted” when he
went to look for a job. This man was
put in charge of taxation matters. To
assist him, a St. Paul man who had
invented a system of valuing land
for taxing purposes was engaged.
A revaluation of land was under-
taken by this department. “Johnson’s
tax s~hool,” it came to be called, be-
cause it used blackboards, wall-maps,
and enlarged photographs, and all who
were interested in amny block of land
underconsideration—and citizens gen-
erally—were invited to attend and

follow the demonstrations. The lead-
ing citizens, who had been accustomed
to the old, cumbrous fashion of as-
sessment, were not only incredulous,
but contemptuous. But those who at-
tended were surprised to learn that,
given the value of certain lots in a
block, the value of the other lots
could be figured out, almost to a
dollar, by a clerk, who neither knew
nor cared where the land was located.

It became evident that a revalua-
tion of city property was to be made
which would reduce the assessment
of many a poor man, but would double
and treble the assessment of certain
favored holders whose “pull” had
been considered as well as the mar-
ket value of their bolding land. As
usual, an injunction was secured to
stop proceedings by restraining the
city from paying the salaries of the
officers engaged in this disturbing
business. Mayor Johnson obeyed the
injunction to the letter. He paid the
salaries out of his own pocket and
ordered the “tax school” to go ahead.

But this was only a part of the
work. It was found that no less thau
$20,000,000 of property owned by priv-
ilege-holding corporations escaped
city taxation altogether. This was
promptly listed and the owners were
invited to call and settle. Moreover,
it was shown that the whole state of
Ohio received from the railway com-
panies and other public service cor-
porations only one-third of what it
was fairly entitled to, and that the
burden thus unfairly thrown upon the
farmers, business men and workmen
was not less than four millions of dol-
lars a year.

LOTS OF LITIGATION.

It would be impossible, in any space
less than that of a book, to explain to
those not familiar with the laws of
Ohio the complications of litigation
and legislation to which all this hae
given rise. Johnson's opponents, the
republicans, are in complete control
of the state machinery, both legisla-
tive and executive. So long as the
courts gave decisions in their favor,
they trusted to injunctions and other
legal proceedings, but when these
would no longer avail, they “rippered”
Johnson'’s taxing machinery out of
existence. “Ripperism” is a thing
with which Ontario is not acquainted.
It is the act of a hostile state legisla-
ture imposing its will by statute
upon an unwilling municipality. Car-
ried to its logical conclusion, it
abolishes municipal home rule and re-
duces civic representatives and officers
to mere servants of the party boss of
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the state. A more vicious use of
party prejudice it would be hard to
conceive. . . .

CONTROLS THE DEMOCRATS.

While all this was going on,
Tom L. Johnson had troubles with his
own friends, the Democrats. He bad
declared open war against the exist-
ing party machine and had stated in
plain English that it would be better
to drive the boss of the party in the
State over to the/ Republican camp.
The struggle for control of the party
was not the less rancorous because
only one side, Johnson’s, fought in the
open. A man of less resource and
power would have been completely
buried by the weight of prejudice and
self-interest againet which he was
striving. But Johnson wrought per-
fect miracles of party management,
with the result that he is now in abso-
lute and undisputed control of the
State machinery of the Democracy. As
one of the Democratic Congresemen
said, speaking avowedly on bebalf of
the defeated boss: “Johnsoncanhave
everything his own way. He has the
piano and can sing and play any tune
he wishes to.” . . .

The fight against privilege, with ts
“rippersm” and its tax-dodging, was
carried squarely into the campaign
which has just closed for the election
of some of the chief executive officers
of the State. The head of the Johnson
ticket was no other than the minister
of the Vine Street Congregational
church in Cincinnati, an institution
which has a gloriousrecord as the very
soul of the movement for the aboli-
tion of slavery at a time when to bean
‘“abolitionist” was to endure social os-
tricism and persecution of every kind.
Rev. Herbert Bigelow, the minister re-
ferred to, takes the Single Tax as a
part of his religion. He goes into poli-
tics, as Johnson has done, to establish
the rule of justice in the community.

THE RECENT CAMPAIGN.

The late campaign was made as
brief as was consistent with a clear
presentation to the people in every
part of the state of the issuesinvolved.
“Home Rule and Just Taxation” was
the slogan, and to make known the
principles they stand for, the Johnson
Democrats entered upon a campaign
after Johnson’s usual style. Asinhis
congressional campaigns, instead of
having meetings in public halls, he
used a great circus tent, which was
pitched now in this part of the city,
now in that. His opponents were al-
ways invited to share the time with his
own speakers, and, at the conclusion

of the speaking after the usual Single
Tax style, which all who have ever
heard Henry George or any of his fol-
lowers speak will recollect, questions
were called for, and everybody who
asked a question was assured of a fair
and respectful answer. Johnson him-
self, with his clear brain, his marvel-
ous knowledge of facts, his true re-
spect for a man as a man, and his con-
stitutional and absolutely unfailing
good-humor, is greatest answerer of
questions that the movement ever pro-
duced.

HIS FUTURE PLATFORM.

The knowing ones have slated John-
son for the governorship, a Senator-
ship and the Presidency, in due suc-
cession. Johnson himself has declared
that he is a candidate for no office, ex-
cept to succeed himself as mayor of
Cleveland. As for the governorship he
has said that he would not accept the
nomination, and would refuse to
serve if elected. . . . Johnson, like
all Single Taxers, is an absolute
free trader. “Tariff reform,” which
is now;, so much in favor with
even Republican protectionists, only
deepens the smile on Johnson’s
face and brightens the twinkle
in his eye. When he runs for the
presidency, if he ever does, it will be
on a platform, not of “free trade as
they have in England,” but of free
trade such as only Cobden himself ever
had thought of. He will be for tariff
abolition and the raising of national
revenues by a tax on the value of land
irrespective of improvements. The
plutocrats have killed *“Bryanism,”
but if Tom L. Johason lives they will
meet an opponent wao will make
them think regretfully of Bryan al-
most as one of their friends. And all
the discontent growing out of the $20-
coal and 40-cent beef, out of low
wages and trust-cornered goods, and,
above all, out of the hard times which
the plutocrats are preparing for the
poor by the piling up of millions for
themselves, will express itselfthrough
Johnson’s demand for equal and ex-
act justice for all and speeial priv-

“ileges for none.

=

“Rather absent-minded, isn’t he?”

“Extremely so. Why, the other
night when he got home he knew
there was something he wanted to do,
but he couldn’t remember what it was
until he had sat up over an hour trying
to think.”

“And did he finally remember it?”

“Yes, he discovered that he had
wanted to go to bed early.”—Philadel-
phia Press.

THE WEAKNESS OF THE WISE.
For The Public.

Somewhere there lives a people fust a»
clever as can be,

With e knack for penetrating every kind
of mystery,

While certain facts quite obvious to or-
dinary men

Seem somehow to be this si@e of that clever
people’s ken.

They explore all flelde of nature, and for
long have been intent

Every kind of curfous engine and con-
trivance to invent

In order all life’s comforts to abundantly
command

With the very least expenditure In toil of
head or hand.

Their success in this direction is @ marvel
and no less;

One acquainted with its story would not
hesitate to guess

That life among those people is in peace
and plenty spent

With all the women satisfied and all the
men content.

But no; some points are lacking in their
wisdom's vast armay,

On account of being too simple for suck
clever folks as they.

A strong suspiclon some time since was
forced@ upon their thought

That their unexampled progress has not
helped them as it ought;

That their wonderful inventions and their
new industrial ways

Have but little eased@ the burden of the
toller’s weary days.

But when they go with questions to thelr
learned men of light,

As to what may be the reason of their
hopes' recurring blight,

They are overwhelmed with figures ard
with logic marshaled well

To prove that what they see and feel is
quite impossible.

That yet they are not satisfle® will cause
no great surprise,

For the very cleverest people must at last
believe their eyes,

So thelr doctors now are testing sundry
measures understood

As likely soon! to realize thelr hopes of
general good,

But to first (nquire just how some reap
where they have never wrought

Is an idea quite too simpbe for their deep
and abstruse thought.

As a fundamental mischief, earliest and by
far the worst,

Their lands were all divided among those
who got there first,

Which works a ¢ieadvantage pressing now
with crushing weight

On the ones who by no willful fault wers
born somewhat too late.

And because they thus are jargely of the
chance to work bereft

They combine to fight each other for such
chances as are left,

Overlooking the monopoly which makes
them all its prey,

For that object i{s too near for such far
geeing folks as they.

Thelr transportation system is most mar
velous to see,

Now that steam power is fast giving place
to electricity;

But the people’s chance to profit thereby
naturally falls

Since their grandsires gave the highwars
to the men who laid the ralls.
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The consequent extortions they endeavor
to abate

Through impotent commissions, who in
vain investigate;

The preposterous pretense that roads can
thus be given away

Being too clear to be seen thnough by such
sharp-eyed folks as they,

Within thelr rugged mountains [le coa-
veniently at hand

Coal, iron and all minerale that their va-
rious wants demand,

But because their grandsires sold the
mines to some one, cheap as dirt,

Dreadfful coal, and iron famines they see
no way to avert;

For by-their deep sagacity those people
are estopped

From knowing that mines justly taxed
must needs be worked, or. dropped.

80 all their other common wealth, town ot
and rural field,

Into the hands of Privilege unguestioning
they yleld;

And because the grandsires gave or sold
a title mnever theirs,

The grandsons hire the earth to which
God makes them equal heirs.

That grandsires cannot deed away thelr
grandsons’ lberty,

Is of course a truth too simple for such
clever folks to see.

‘While realty toward freedom all their
feeling strongly leans,

They sghow but slight conception of what
genluine freedom means;

'Gainst wholesome foreign rivalry a tariff
line they draw,

Then when monopolies combine, despite
restraints of law,

And with merciless exactions make their
llves a burden grow,

Their brilllant statesmen reinvoke the sole
relief they know

And add on new restrictions to the old
one sore abuse,

Giving Privilege her weapons end forbid-
ding her their use.

Thus they overlook another point,
plain for them to see,

That men must turn to freedom, not re-
straint, to meke them free.

too

Doubtless that sagacious people will go
struggling on for years,

Their pathway damped sometimes with
blood as well as sweat and tears,

Just because the measures needed theit
condition to amend

Are too simple f6r such cleverness to ever
comprehend.

JAY HAWKINS.

In intimating the need of somebody
“to save the republic from that kind of
opulence by which public spirit lan-
guishes, and civic glory dies,” Gen.
John C. Black is none too clear. -

Unhappily, the various kinds of op-
ulence look alike to many.

Fancy our chagrin, were some of
the best of us to act on Gen. Black’s
suggestion in good faith, only to find
in the event that we had rescued the
republic from the kind of opulence
that carries elections for Christianity
and humanity, or the kind that keeps
the tariff in the hands of its friends, or

the kind that enables our territorial
importance to be commensurate with
our navy.—Life. :

“The apartments on the tenth floor,”
said the manager of the Skyscraper
flats, “command a higher rent than
those on the other floors, because
they're the safest in the building.”

“Indeed?” remarked the home-seek-
er.

“Oh, yes! You see, few airships
ever fly that low, and automobiles
never jump that high.”—Catholic
Standard and Times.

Mrs, Flatt—What causes this smoky
haze in the atmosphere?

Mr. Flatt—Why, the janitor is try-
ing to burn some smokeless coal in the
smoke-consumer.—Indianapolis News.

Why wouldn’t it be a goodidea to get
all the “bad trusts” to step to the left,
so that they could be punished with-
out hurting the good ones?—Atlanta
Journal.

BOOK NOTIOES.

THE AFFIRMATIVE INTELLECT.

This is the title of @ second book by
Charles Ferguson, author of the “Religion
of Democracy,” & work which received
very distinguished consideration two or
three years ago. The “Affirmative Intel-
lect” isissuedby the Funk & Wagnalls com-
pany, in good, clear type and attractive
form. The first thing a reviewer feels
called upon to say of Mr. Ferguson ds that
his style belongs: to a class which is as far
as possgible from being classic. The classic
gtyle, in whatever language, has a certain
calmness and dgnity; and while firm and
confident, it still betrays a certain amount
of respectful self-restraint. There is a
style, the opposite of all this, which may
perhaps be called the oracular style, It
affects to put forth sentences, each one of
which might be marked for quotation.
Each sentence i{s an unconditioned state-
ment, cast at the humble reader in such an
emphatic way that he feek he dare not
dodege it except at the peril of his eternal
undoing. Some of the masters have had
this style—as, for example, Carlyle and
Emerson; but now that we can look back
at these masters across the silence of a few
years, we are beginning to suspect that
their dnfluence would perhaps be more
abidng if they had been more careful, and
lese oracular, in meny of their assertions.
Mr. Ferguson's style belongs to this ora-
cular class.

Then, in speaking of style, one can never
omit the quality of clearness, that is, the
quality of imparting to the reader a clear
idea of what the author wishes to tell him.
Now it must be confessed that an author
may have thoughts so elevated or so new
that it is very difficult to make them clear
to the average reader; but all the more will
he of course strive to speak simply and
plainly. Furthermore we have to confess
that poets and seers sometimes speak most
effectively in symbols, and that the prosaic
reader may find it difficult always to in-
terpret these symbols with readiness; but
this s a peculiar kind of literature for
which we are prepared to make allowance.
Mr. Ferguson’s langusage is not symbolic,
and has not this warrant for lack of clear-
ness. His thoughtls are, we believe, ele-

vated and new; but he certainly has not
striven to make them clear.

Take his preface, for example. It con-
slsts of a dozen short sentences, half of
which I should judge to be unintelligible
to most readers. A few daysago I handed
the book to @ man of culture and intelli-
gence, saying that it was a book well worth
seeing, and asking him to read the preface,
He did so, and professed that he had not
the faintest idea of its meaning. He read
several of the mentences over and over, and
still avowed that he could get no meaning
whatever out of them. Omne ot the sen-
terices at which he particularly stuck was
this: “To be a frfend to another is to defy
him;” and this also was a puzzler: *The
greatest man is the Man that is nearest—
and farthest away.” We humbly submit
that writing of this kind i{s unpardonable,
and that an author of earnest thought,
such as Mr. Ferguson surely 1is, ought
straightway to set about changing his
style. In saying this much we beg him to
accept the assurance of his own dictum,
::llmt :‘To be a friend to another is to defy

m.’

Turning now to the book iteelf, we ven-
ture to say that it is one of singular force
and originality, and deserves a wide read-
ing. We say this in spite of the humble
confession that we do not just see what
practical dssue the author would have us
make. But he is stimulating and earnest,
and puts forth striking sayings, many of
which will compel assent by their appeal
to elemental principles, and will furnish
texts to thinkers e century hence. The
burden of his message would seem to be
that all authority, all sanction of law, must
proceed from within, and' not from any ex-
ternal source. ‘‘“The original sin of the
world is not contempt for arbltrary laws,
but respect for them.”” All imposition of
law from without is evil. It discredits the
human spirit. The discrediting of the hu-
man spirit begets soclal privilege and in-
Justice and' the principle of aristocracy. In
other words, all our trouble lies in subject-
ing the wills of men to an external and
transcendant authority. What we want
is that all soclal law shalt proceed “from
the sanified and consentaneous wills of
the people.” This is the principbe of De-
mocracy, which ‘‘clears the ground -by
ebolishing' all authorities, except the au-
thority of God as realized 1n living men.”

It would be dimpossible, without extend-
ing this review to undue length, to follow
the author further in the development of
this important central thought. He says
many things on the way wnich we shounld
like to quote. But there is one particular
point which seems to us at present to call
for special notice.

Mr. Ferguson states a truth admirably
as follows: “‘The normal elements of pro-
duction are two: nature and the workman
—the intellect of God mmplicit in the order
of the natural! universe and the inteliect
of man meaking himself at home there.
The orthodox economists . . . have
made it out that the elements of production
anre three—to-wit, mature, Jabor, and cap-
ital. That is to say, they have split the
human element into two parta.”

Rejecting the so-called orthodox view
and accepting the normal elements as he
eloquently states them, he surprises the
reader by his feflure to give a more en-
thusiastic assent to the importance of free-
ing the element of nature from the curse of
speclal privilege. It would seem that he,
of all modern writers, should certainly
see the importance of the issue a® a practi-
cal basls for all further freedom of the hu-
man will In the contact with social condl-
tlons. We can agree with him that noth-
ing will avall if people are faithless to de-
‘mocracy; but is not this step the primary
need, and the very mark, of demochacy at
its present stage of development? Wecan-
not close this very imperfect review of this
truly democratic book without expressing
the hope that itg author will find anchorage
in. this belief. J. H. DILLARD.
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DELICATE SYMPATHY !

— Coal Baron —Mote wages! You unfeeling wretch! Don’t you know that an
increase in wages must mean an increasz in the ccst of coal to poor widows? Have

you no heart?

PERIODICALS.

—A er on proportional representation
by Rgl?eprt Tygm. and one on the British
¢“Garden City"’ movement, by Annie L.
Diggs, are among the articles furnished
by the Arena for December,

—The Christmas number of Willis J. Ab-
bot’s Pilgrim is notable for a serles of im-

ressive editorials, even exceptionally so,
g Mr. Abbot, and a fine contribution to
the subject of the coal strike, by Rev. Her-
bert 8. Bigelow.

—JIda M. Tarbell contributes to the De-
cember McClure’'s the second installment of
her readable and@ valuable history of the
Standard Oil trust. The same issue con-
taine an especially timely article on tHe
labor question, by John Mitchell.

—The true history of Capt. Kidd, embody-
ing the explanation of why his name has
become the synonym for piracy, is one of
the features of the December Harper's,
which opens with a critical comment on
King Lear, by Algernon Charles Swin-
burne, and contains a charecteristic story
by Mark Twein.

~—*The Yellow Van,” a story of rich and
poor in England, the second instaliment of
which appears in the December ‘‘Century,”
promises to be peculiarly interesting " to
students of social problems. The author
is Richard Whiteing, who wrote ‘“No. &
John Street.”” In the same iseue of the
“Cent *’ Henry Loomis Nelson, professor
of political sclence at Williams college,
telle the facts about ‘‘the so-called steel
trust.”” His point of view is that of ‘“‘sclen-
tific soclalism.”

—The Independent of November 20 has
a very interesting article entitled “The Con-
fessions of a Young Author.” It{sanony-
mous, of course, and it carries the impres-
sion of truth, giving details which hardl

writer could be brave enough to a1i-
vuige over his name. The view it gives of
the present slimi “literature” is enoug®
to make hope sicke
Talk about ‘‘commercialism,”” here you
have its full-blown flower. Suburban lots
and oil wells furnish only a crude product
in comparison. The way the young author
fixed up a story to suit the grave editor
is worth quoting: “I wrote in a few love
scenes; these love scenes—an editor would
call them the ‘love element’—were after
the sickeningly conventional style of ro-
mantic wooing; my wife and@ I made up
the speeches while -stifled with laugh-
ter, and at times hardly keeping them
from becoming obvious farce. But this
apparently made no difference to the grave
editor.”—J. H. D.

ALTGELD’S ORATORY :

Its Requirements and Its Rewards.

NEW EDITION NOW READY,
’ Cloth, 50 Cents.

COMPLETE POLITICAL WORKS

OF JOHN P. ALTGELD,

One large volume of 1,000 'rget. Only a few
ies remaini ri

The Henry GeorgeAssociation

Will Give a Series of Lectures on
Economic S8ubjects, at

HANDEL HALL, 40 E. Randolph St.,
Sundays at 3 p. m.
8unday, Dec. 7th: Louls F. Post, Editor
The Public,

“ The Trust Problem.”

Also_on Thursday Evening, December 11. Mr.
Louls F. Post will read a paper. *‘ The Prophet of
San Franecisco’’ for the Henry George ocla-
tion 1n Room 414, Handel Hall bullding.

ADMISSION FREE.

Sunday. December 14, John Z. Whi “Th
Reul Remedy."’ * te °

P g ice, $2.50.

CRIME AND CRIMINALS Adaress to the

prisoners of the
Cook County Jall by Clarence 8. Darrow. Paper, 1ic,

« RESIST NOT EVIL” B3 Ciarences. Darrow

eloquent indict-
ment of our present system of geovernment. Cloth,
80 pp., 75 cents. Ready December 5th.

By Professor Werner Sombart, Uni-

SOCIAUSM versity of Breslau. Germany. T'rans-

lated by Anson P. Atterbury. With introduction by

John P. Clark. Professor of Public Economy in
Columbla University. KExtra cloth,199 pp. $1.00.

Monthly, 64 pp. is the

THE INTERNATIONAL only p%,",lod,c’g’,h,,‘,;,c,}
offers ou u

SOCIALIST REVIEW ¢fiers thoughttul

account of the rapldly growing socialist movement

in Kurope and America. §1.00 a year. 10 cents a copy.

Mention ** The Public” and we will send the Rw&w

one year to a new subscriber and Sombart's - Soclal-

ism’ pxs;sald for §1.00. Catalogne of Socialist books

ree. ress CHARLES H. KERR & COMPANY,
Publishers, 88 Fifth Ave., Chicago.
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