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In ostentatiously ignoring the na-
tional platform adopted at Kansas
City, the Democratic convention of
Illinois has assured the defeat of
the party in the state. If there were
no other way of proving this in ad-
vance, the delight of the Republican
press and politicians would be
proof enough.

It is to be regretted that this con-
cession to the enemy, this political
blunder, should have been made in
connection with what is on the whole
one of the best and most democratic
platforms that any Democratic state
convention of Illinois has ever
adopted. And for the sake of what
the platform does say, it is to be
hoped that the radical democrats of
the state, of all parties, will overlook
what it does not say, and give it their
support.

We are aware of the objection to
John P. Hopkins, now the leader of
the party in the state, that he is
a mere politician with plutocratic
associations, to whom the principles
of a platform are only what cast-off
clothing is to an old clo’ man. But
with Ben T. Cable on the state com-
mittee, the home rule and municipal
ownership clauses of the platform
are not likely to be treated as dead
letters in the campaign, whatever
Mr.Hopkins may do. Notwithstand-
ing Mr. Cable’s financial interests,
and in spite even of the stronger in-
fluences of personal associations,
there are few Democrats more genu-
inely democratic than he.

There is nothing to be said for the
head of the ticket except that he

wouldn’t be there if the dispensers
of nominations had expected to win
at the election. And it is safe to as-
sume that the legislative candidates
likely to be elected will bear close
watching. But there are times when
candidates are of secondary impor-
tance, and this is one of them. Tak-
ing the city of Chicago and the state
together, the Democratic party
represents in this campaign no
less important reforms than local
self-government in matters of
taxation and public utilities, as
well as the initiative and referen-
dum, and the public ownership of
public monopolies. Sadly handi-
capped though it is by the inexcus-
able blunder of ignoring the Kansas
City platform, yet a vote for its candi-
dates i3 a vote for those reforms. If
the candidates prove false, a time of
reckoning will come. But this is the
hour for the people to give instruc-
tions, not to question whether they
will be obeyed.

Not the least satisfactory outcome
of the week’s flurry in Democratic
politics is the “turning down” of
Mayor Harrison. His overthrow is
complete. He. never did count
for much more than the power of
the patronage he commands; he
can hardly come even up to that meas-
ure any more. His disastrous con-
test with Hopkins for state leader-
ship, in which he carried only a bare
majority of the Cook county dele-
gates after he was supposed to have
routed Hopkins at the primaries, and
got hardly a third of the convention,
takes away from him as a politician
all the glamour he ever had among
politicians—his  only place of
strength. Mr. Hopkins may be no
better than Harrison. But one thing
at a time. With such Democratic
platforms as those of Cook county
and the state to stand upon and work

for, or betray, Mr. Hopkins may do
much in the next nine months either
to expose his unworthiness as 8 Dem-
ocrat or to revive public confidencein
his democracy and fidelity.

An opportunity came to the better
element of the Democratic party of
Chicago this summer, to give a new
stamp and a better character to their
party. The politicians had for some
occult reason called upon them to
form an adyisory committee, and this
they did. In some respects they
availed themselves of their oppor-
tunity. Their platform recommenda-
tions were excellent, and their list of
recommended candidates contained
unexceptionable names. But in adopt-
ing the ordinary political methods of
choosing candidates with reference
to political “pull,” they lost their op-
portunity, so far as the personnel of
the ticket was concerned. It was
right that they should select several
names for the same office; they
ought not to have assumed the role
of dictators. Butin theirsuggestions
they should have considered only two
things—party affiliations and fitness.
Instead of doing that, they consulted
this interest and that, thisrace or na-
tionality and the other, this organi-
zation and those organizations, in-
cluding even the Democratic ma-
chine, with a view to learning not
about the fitness of candidates but
about their acceptability. The nat-
ural result was that in their list of
recommendations there appeared a
machine man for almost every place.
The machine was able therefore to
nominate its own favorites upon the
advice of this advisory committee.

Did you ever see a ledgerdemain
performer “force” a card from the
pack upon an unsophisticated spec-
tator? Then you understand how
the Democratic machine of Chicago
made its own nominations upon the
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“advice” of the voluntary committee.
The committee wholly neglected its
true function in regard to recom-
mending candidates. It should have
named them without regard to per-
sonal preferences, but solely upon the
basis of personal merit with reference
to capacity and political merit with
reference 'to Democratic principles,
and left the conventions to accept its
advice or substitute machine favor-
ites at their own peril. By the “sand-
wich” process, which the committee
seems to have adopted somewhat ex-
tensively—one preordained machine
candidate bunched in with two or
more advisory committee candidates
—it has done not a little to bring the
advisory committee plan into con-
tempt. It might have raised it toa
high place of dignity and influence.

The platform of the Democratic
party of Cook county, adopted on the
14th, and which is fo be credited in its
more important particulars to thead-
visory committee, is an excellent one.
Besides the declarations of only for-
mal and local concern, the following
of general interest appear:

The notorious accumulation of
vast corruption funds in the hands
of trusts and corporations and the
use thereof in debauching our legis-
latures and city councils render it im-
peratively necessary that the work
of these legislative bodies be further
safeguarded by bringing legislation
closer to the source of all govern-
mental authority—the people. We
therefore declare in favor of: (1)Mu-
nicipal ownership of all public utili-
ties. (2) The initiative and referen-
dum; and, (3) The direct nomina-
tion of all candidates for public of-
fice by direct ballot at the primaries;
and we demand that the legislature
ol Illinois shall, at the earliest possi-
ble day, enact laws to inaugurate
these reforms.

We further declare in favor of the
election of United States Senators by
direct vote of the people.

We declare that local self-govern-
ment is a basic principle in our civ-
ilization and vital to the safety and
perpetuity of the republic. We
therefore demand in all such matters
as assessments for and collection of
taxes, the appointment and control
of municipal police, and the granting
of municipal franchises, the strict
application of the principle of home
rule.

On the subject of Democratic plat-
forms, that of the Liberal Democ-
racy, which held its convention at
New York on the 7th (p. 152), has the
true democratic ring. Following is
its statement of general principles:

We are fundamentally opposed to
the present unjust distribution of
wealth that creates a system of so-
ciety in which the few get without
working, while the many work with-
out getting; a system which must re-
sult in either anarchy or despotism
and the total destruction of our re-
public. This condition is due to the
monopoly of natural opportunities and
the creation of special privileges by
law. We maintain that this govern-
ment, which was dedicated by the fath-
ers of the republic to freedom and
equality of opportunity, shall fulfill
itsttrue mission. We demand the open-
ing to all of the opportunities of na-
ture and the ebolition of all special
privileges. In both of the great polit-
ical parties of the nation are to be
found two irreconcilable factions, one
in favor of governmental usurpation,
tending to the establishment of a new
feudalism, and the other standing for
industrial and political liberty. In the
Democratic party of the nation lies
the only hope of the perpetuation of
Democratic institutions. Yet under
the leadership of such traitors to
Democracy as David B. Hill an attempt
is being made under the guise of reor-
ganization to dominate the party and
to degrade it to the position of a mere
tool of monopoly.

The platform then proceeds to ratify
and reaffirm the Kansas City plat-
form of the national Democratic
party. Specifically it applies the
principles of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence. to the Philippines; de-
mands the “public ownership and
operation of those public utilities
which are in their nature natural mo-
nopolies, such as the railroad, tele-
graph, telephone, gas and electric
lighting;” insists that “the right to
issue and coin money is solely a func-
tion of the government;” and as to
the “trusts and monopolies which are
not public utilities or natural mo-
nopolies,” demands that “those spe-
cial privileges which they now enjoy,
and which alone enable them to ex-
ist, should be immediately with-
drawn.” On the latter subject it
holds that “corporations, being the
creatures of government, should be
subjeeted to such governmental reg-
ulation and control as will adequately

protect the public.” This demo-
cratic-Democratic platform then
goes on to declare that “the land
belongs to the people;” and, as a
means of recognizing this right, to
“demand that land values only be
taxed.” It favors “the initiative and
referendum, the former to the end
that the people may compel the en-
actment of good laws, the latter to
the end that the people may veto
legislative measures;” and it urges
“the direct nomination of candidates
for elective public office by the peo-
ple at the primaries, and the election
of United Statessenators and Federal
judges by the people,” while in mu-
nicipal affairs it favors “local self-
government and nonpartisanship,”
and “the administration of municipal
government upon the principle of
‘equal rights to all and special privi-
leges to none.’” The regular Dem-
ocratic party is as yet hardly demo-
cratic enough to go to the people
upon a platform like this of the Lib-
eral Democracy of New York; but it
is encouraging to find so important
an element of the party determined
upon pressing these fundamental is-
sues within the body of the party it-
self. Such a platform, with nomina-
tions of a character to amount to
guarantees of good faith, would unify
the real democrats of both parties
and compel the plutocrats of both to
huddle by themselves.

The reference in the foregoing
platform to the taxation of land
values recalls the recent adoption of
this reform by the Johannesburg
(Transvaal colony) city council, brief-
ly mentioned on page 27 as an item
of news, of which full reports are
now at hand. The reports come in
the Johannesburg Star, which op-
posed the reform. In adoptingit the
city council appears to have acted
with the deliberate understanding
that it was establishing the Henry
George system of taxation. The
measure came before the council on
the 26th of March, being part of the
“rating bill,” or as we should call it
in this country if we had home rule
in taxation, of the “local tax ordi-
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nance.” The member who moved
the measure, explained that the
principle underlying it was that the
only taxable property should be
land in respect of its value,
and that buildings should not
be taxed. He argued that the
value of land within the mu-
nicipal area is not due to the indi-
vidual enterprise of the owners, but
to the collective industry and enter-
prise of the community and the ex-
penditure of public money, and that
by making land values the basis of
assessment, the community would
share, if only to an infinitesimal ex-
tent, in the value due to its industry
and enterprise, and the expenditure
of its own revenues. The seconder
emphasized the point that, while the
taxation of land value tends to re-
duce both the rental and selling price
of land, the taxation of buildings
tends to make rents higher and ac-
commodation worse. One of the
members who spoke against the meas-
ure characterized it as an expression
of “the single-tax heresy so favored
by Henry George and the Sand Lot
orators of San Francisco, but dis-
credited by thoughtful economists;”
to which a councilman friendly to the
reform replied, expressing surprise
at any deprecatory allusions to “one
of the greatest men America had
produced in modern times.” When
the measure came before the council
for final action, April 2, a motion to
include buildings in the schedule of
taxable property was defeated.

A shameful event at Harrisburg,
11, confirms what we have more than
once had occasion to say, that the
undemocratic treatment of the Negro
race in the South indicates no senti-
ment peculiar to that part of the
country. This race animosity is uni-
versal in the United States. It finds
expression in the North infrequently,
a8 compared with the South, because
Negroes are too few in number in the
North, relatively to the whites, to
make the race question a burning one
there. But northerners going South
to live, quickly become pronounced
“nigger-haters;” Negro families in

northern cities, respectable people
and good neighbors though they be,
are forced out or respectable neigh-
borhoods. Even wealth doesnot pro-
tect them. If three or four wealthy
Negro families were to move into a
wealthy neighborhood, everybody
would leave unless the Negroes could
be induced to. Everywhere—in
church, school, theater, hotel, street
car, railway trains, notably in sleep-
ing cars, and in the North as well as
in the South—this race antipathy is
in some irritating or oppressive way
exhibited.

We call it race antipathy for con-
venience. What it really is is an-
tipathy to the badge of slavery. On
the one hand, had the Negro race
never been enslaved, the antipathy
would not exist. It does not exist in
England, where his enslavement is
only a matter of book knowledge and
not of actual experience or tradition.
Or, on the other hand, if the Negro
did not wear in the color of his skin
the tell-tale badge of ancestral servi-
tude, the antipathy would have been
by this time forgotten. To attribute
to race antipathy or personal repug-
nance the white man’s unwillingness,
for instance, to eat in the company of
Negroes, when he is willing to eat un-
der their personal service—a much
closer relationship physically—is
nonsense. It isashame thatourrace
should resent its own wickedness in
having lived off the unpaid labor of
the Negro, by holding him in con-
tempt. But it affords a striking ex-
emplification of the saying that it is
hard to forgive any one we have in-
jured. And when the shameful big-
otry goes to the extent of actually
deprivingthe Negro of his civil rights,
of mobbing and lynching his person
and destroying his property, there
are no words to fitly characterize it.
It is both criminal and mean.

For many years partisan Repub-
licans, themselves no friends of the
Negro except for political purposes,
have charged the South with out-
raging his rights. Only a few weeks
ago Mr. Roosevelt made a speech in

which he went far out of his way to
allude to Negro lynching as if it were
peculiar to the South and the Demo-
cratic party. Yet the shameful
event at Harrisburg to which we re-
fer above, occurred in the Repub-
lican state of Illinois, and in
the county of Saline, which i3
Republican by 300 majority. Inthis
Republican locality Negro inhabi-
tants, people of respectability and
good order, have had their school
mobbed, their clergyman attacked
in his home, and themselves threat-
ened with lynching. They have been
obliged to move away, though
their only crime. is that they are
Negroes. The Republican governor
and the Republican attorney general
have indeed ordered the Republican
local authorities to proceed against
the eriminal mob. But Southern
governors have done that much in
similar cases. The essential point is
that in the North as in the South, in
Republican as in Democratic locali-
ties, the old and infamous notion
still holds, that the Negro has no
rights which the white man is bound
to respect. Whether these outrages
occur in Georgia or in Illinois, in
Texas or in Kansas, in Republican
or in Democratic localities, they are
undemocratic, un-American and a
disgrace to the community that tol-
erates them. It remains to be seen
whether the state of Illinois will al-
low the outrage by whites upon blacks
in Saline county to go unpunished.

Civil service reform has apparently
come to be a convenient device with
the Republican machine for keeping
its own henchmen in clerkships under
hostile administrations and putting
adversaries out under friendly ones.
President McKinley dealt this re-
form astaggering blow almost assoon
as he came into office for his first
term, in order to facilitate Mr. Han-
na’s operations; and President Roose- -
velt, himself a professed civil service
reformer, has gone on with the knock-
down policy. Wae realize, of course,
that it has all been for “patriotic”
reasons and the “good of the service.”
The spoils system always was, if the
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naked word of spoilsmen may go un-
challenged. But what is the good
of this pious pretense? Here forin-
stance is the Rebecca J. Taylor case,
to which we referred (pp. 147, 151)
last week. Notice the tender way in
which those good friends of civil
service reform, the present adminis-
tration and its supporters, Lave in
that case treated civil service rules.

Miss Taylor had written and pub-
lished a newspaper letter condemning
the imperialist policy and criticizing
Mr. Roosevelt’s “stay put” speech.
She was a classified clerk in the war
department, but had written her let-
ter “out of hours.” In order to dis-
charge her without officially assign-
ing this insufficient cause, or any
other, the President made a new civil
gervice rule which throws down the
bars to spoilsmen as completely as
they could wish. In effect he orders
" that no reasons need be assigned pro-
vided the discharge i3 not for polit-
ical or religious reasons. But when
no reasons need be assigned, the
discharge may be for political or re-
ligious reasons as well as any other.
Miss Taylor’s was for political rea-
sons—because she was an anti-im-
perialist and said so. In consequence
a resolution was offered in the lower
house of Congress calling for an ex-
planation; but this has been headed
off by the committee on civil service
which tabled the resolution by astrict
party vote. A letter from the secre-
tary of war was read, however, in
which he said:

No head of a department can main-

tain effective administration if he is
obliged to depend upon the services of
clerks who are so violently opposed to
the success of the work in which they
are engaged that they are unable to
refrain from public denunciation of
the purpose of the work and public in-
sult to the President.
That letter has a plausible sound,
but will it bear examination from any
other point of view than that of a
thorough-going spoilsman? We
think not.

To consider the last point ﬁ‘rst,
every one would probably concede
that no clerk should remain in gov-

ernment employment who publicly
insults the President. Neithershould
he remain if he publicly insults any
other superior, or an equal, or an in-
ferior in the service. But, unlessthe
spoils system is to be perpetuated,
the specific reason for his discharge
should be given, with its appropriate
characterization, so that it may be
known whether the discharge was
made by a. faithful head of a depart-
ment for the good of the service, or
by a faithful spoilsman for the good
of the party. In this particular case,
Miss Taylor did not ingult the Presi-
dent. She criticized a speech of his
in which he had publicly insulted
his political adversaries, but she did
8o while off duty, as a citizen and not
as a clerk, and with propriety and re-
straint. For such conduct she would
not be amenable to discipline under
any bona fide merit system in the eivil
service; and of this the President
seems to have been well aware, for
he wrecked the rules in order to dis-
charge her for her politics without
officially assigning reasons.

Mr. Root’s other point is that “no
head of a department can maintain
effective adminsitration if he is
obliged to depend upon the services
of clerks who are so violently opposed
to the success of the work in which
they are engaged that they are un-
able to refrain from public denuncia-
tion of the purpose of the work.”
Divested of its insinuating verbiage
what does this mean? Nothing more
than that it is contrary to the good
of the service for government clerks
to be so violently opposed to the pol-
icy of the party in power that they
are unable to refrain from publicly
opposing it! According to Mr. Root,
then, government clerks must not
criticize the party in power, though
“out of hours,” and though their
clerical work be well done. Yet itis
well known that they may safely ap-
plaud the party in power at all times,
and denounce parties out of power
even to the extent of calling them
“cranks” and “traitors.” They re-
tain their rights of -citizenship
if they adopt the polit-

ical policy of the party in power; they
lose them if they reject it. So we
see that stability of tenure under Mr.
Roosevelt’s civil service reform sys-
tem differs very little, if any, from
what it was under the spoils system.
Fidelity to the policy of the party in
power is still a condition of clerical
tenures. Or, a3 Mr. Root would
probably express it, “public denun-
ciation” of “the purpose of the work”
upon which government clerks are
engaged is “incompatible with the
good of the service.” If pious pre-
tense should go out of fashion in the
Republican party, what would be-
come of some Republican leaders?
Habits once formed are hard to get
rid of. .

Mayor Johnson, of Cleveland, has
won the first battle in the courts over
the “ripper” legislation adopted by
the Republican legislature of Ohio
last winter. Johnson, it will be re-
membered (p. 141) had appointed a
city board of tax review which at-
tempted to tax the franchise corpora-
tions on the same basis of valuation
with other property. A Republican
state board, beneficiaries of railroad
favors, came to the rescue, and an-
nulled the action of the city board,
thereby making the basis of fran-
chise taxation only about a quarter
as high as that of ordinary property.
But it was known that the Cleveland -
board would raise the taxes of the
privileged corporations again this
year; so the plutocratic element of
Cleveland, led by Senator Hanna,
got the legislature to “rip” the board
by passing alaw authorizing the coun-
ty auditor, a railway passbeneficiary,
to call upon the state board, in his
discretion, to appoint a tax board for
Cleveland. Upon that being done
the mayor’s board was to be out of
office. The auditor of the Cleveland
county, acting under this “ripper”
law, applied for a new board; and ac-
cordingly a board, manifestly calcu-
lated to serve the plutocratic inter-
ests was appointed. But the mayor’s
board promptly carried the matter
into the courts. It applied to the
auditor for clerks and messengers,
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and upon his refusal to recognize it
instituted mandamus proceedings.
In the lower court, Judge Babcock
has now decided this case in the
mayor’s favor.

An appeal from Judge Babcock’s
decision has been taken, but unless
a very forc: -ble opinion can be over-
come or ignored there is little likeli-
hood of a reversal. Judge Babcock
in his opinion says:

This is, in so faras I can discover, the

only enactment of a legislative body
in this country where it has been left
to the will, judgment, or caprice of one
man to act as umpire for the legis-
lature, with power to say whether the
law shall go into active operation,
touch the rights of the people, and
help to shape the affairs in the state
by the molding powers of the law, or,
if the umpire decree otherwise, forever
sleep as & mummy in the museum of
legislative curiosities. Suppose the
general assembly should pass a law de-
claring horse etealing a crime punish-
able by imprisonment in the peniten-
tiary, and, in its enacting clause, de-
clare it to be in force from and after
its passage, and should provide in the
law that it should go into execution
in the different counties of the state
only upon a written application of the
county prosecutor to the governor. I
venture the suggestion that no lawyer
could be found who would contend for
a moment, that suchl a law would be
valid. Who shall point out the consti-
tutional difficulty with such a law
which is not also a difficutly which can
be pointed out with this law of tax re-
view? Criminal laws are laws of a
general nature, and cannot be enforce-
able in one part of the state and not
enforceable in some other part of the
state. This is also true of the taxing
laws, including laws for boards of as-
sessment, equalization and review.
They both stand on thesame principle,
and stand or fall together when chal-
lenged by the constitutional provision
embodied in Section 26 of Article 2 of
the constitution, which says: “All
laws of a general nature shall have a
uniform operation throughout the
state.”

The following interesting bit of po-
litical history is going the rounds:

In one of his essays the late Ed-
win L. Godkin threw a very neat lit-
tle harpoon into Henry Cabot Lodge
in the following style: “In 1884 [
learned of the prospect of Blaine’s
nomination from Henry Cabot Lodge,
who called at the Evening Post of-
fice. He told me, with the proper ex-
pression of countenance, that there
was a serious cloud hanging over the

Republican party; that there was
danger of Blaine’s nomination and
that he was on his way to Washing-
ton then to see some of the leading
men with a view of preventing it if
possible. I heartily approved of all
that the good young man told me he
had in mind and cheered him on his
shining way. But I was chastened by
seeing him on the stump for the said
Blaine by the month of July.”

It is a pity that in this connection
Mr. Godkin could not have lifted the
curtain upon a certain dinner party
of three ambitious but baffled young
reformers, gathered in conference
immediately after Blaine’s disap-
pointing nomination and before that
chastening appearance of Mr. Lodge
upon the stump. He might have
shown how two of them, Mr. Lodge
and Mr. Roosevelt, decided, for per-
sonal reasons somewhat cynically dis-
closed, to abandon their dinner com-
rade to his awkward scruples.

PROPERTY RIGHTS OF PUBLIO
SERVIOE COBPORATIONS.

Of late years the sentiment has
been assiduously fostered that public
service enterprises—such as railroads,
street cars, lighting systems, tele-
graph and telephone lines, and the
like—which depend upon legislative
sanction for authority to operate, are
private businesses, and as such
should be as free from public dicta-
tion as any other private affair. So
strong is the hold which this notion
has come to have upon the
minds of business men, even the great
mass of business men who suf-
fer in their vocations from the
practical application of it, that
they are usually willing to agree
with the Vanderbilt dictum re-
garding railroad rights. They seem
to feel that the legal obligations to
the public of public service corpora-
tions are so slender, if any exist at all,
that railroad magnates are fully with-
in their legal rights, whatever may be
thought of their generosity and wis-
dom, when they determine to run
“their own business in their own
way,” and if the public doesn’t like
it—why, “the public be damned!”

It would probably surprise men of
this way of thinking to learn that
public service corporations, so far
from being private persons managing

private businesses, are state officers
or agents performing public func-
tions. Yetthatisthefact.

Nor is this an irresponsible infer-
ence from charters or franchises or
from the nature of the work in which
such corporations are engaged. Itis
a legal characteristic, attested by legal
literature, which has attached to these
corporations from their origin, which
is part of their legislative and judicial
history, and of which they cannot be
divested go long as the essential prin-
ciples and the constitutional safe-
guards of the legal doctrine of em-
inent domain are acknowledged and
observed. It is,so to speak, a corpo-
rate birthmark.

To be convinced that this is so, one
need but read attentively a judicial
decision of absorbinginterest and the
utmost importance, rendered three-
score years ago by the highest tri-
bunal of the state of New York,in
which the true constitutional char-
acter of railroad corporations, then in
their infancy, was expounded with
extraordinary ability. It was there
decided, and that decision has fur-
nished the groundwork for all subse-
quent adjudications upon the sub-
ject—being what lawyers call “a lead-
ing case”—that the state, in taking
private property for the purpose of
making railroads or other public im-
provements of like nature (as it has
the constitutional right to do upon
giving just compensation), may
either make the improvements itself
through its regular officers, or make
them “through the medium” of
private enterprise. In different
phrase, but with identical mean-
ing, when private property is
taken under authority of the
state, for “making railroads or
other public improvements of the like
nature,” it is the state that takes the
property; it is for its own use that
it takes it; it is for its own benefit
that the railroad or other im-
provement i3 made; and, though
the state may authorize private in-
vestors to make and maintain such
improvements, those investors are
for that purpose agents of the state.
Their business in this connection is
not a private business. It is a state
function.

The New York case in question is
known in legal literature as “Blood-
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good vs. the Mohawk and Hudson
River Railroad company,” and is re-
ported in the first 70 pages of the 18th
volume of Wendell’s reports of cases
in the Supreme Court and in the old
Court of Errors of the state of New
York.

In the early days of American rail-
roading, the New York legislature
had granted a franchise to the Mo-
hawk and Hudson River Railroad
company authorizing it to constructa
railroad from Albany to Schenectady
and empowering it “to enter upon
and take possession of and use
all such lands and real estate”
as might be “indispensable for the
construction and maintenance” of its
railroad, provided that all lands or
real estate thus entered and taken
possession of and used by the corpora-
tion, and which were not donations,
should be purchased by the corpora-
tion of the owners, at a price to be
either mutually agreed mpon or ascer-
tained by a commission. The proviso
regarding compensation had been in-
serted in obedience to the state con-
stitution, which prohibited the tak-
ing of private property for public use
without just compensation.

Pursuant to thisauthority the rail-
road company confiscated land be-
longing to a man of the name of
Bloodgood, and he sued it for dam-
ages as a trespasser. The company
pleaded the authority of the fran-
chise, but did not affirmatively assert
that it had compensated Bloodgood
before taking possession of his prop-
erty. Bloodgood therefore filed a
“demurrer,” the effect of which was
to concede the truth of all that the
railroad asserted, but to insist that
this did not amount to a legal de-
fense. Two points of law were con-
sequently laid before the court. One
was purely technical, namely,
whether the company (acknowledged
on every hand to be financially re-
sponsible for all obligations) was le-
gally obliged to compensate before
taking possession. The other point
was substantial and vital, namely,
whether the legislature had the con-
stitutional power to exerciseits right
of eminent domain and confiscate pri-
vate property for the use of a private
railroad corporation.

On both points the Supreme Court
had decideg in favor of the railroad
company, and the case had been car-
ried to the Court of Errors, then the
highest court of the “Empire” state,
which was composed of the state Sen-
ate, the chancellor. and the justices of
the Supreme Court.

That wasin 1837, when theresat as
judges in this courtsuchgreatlawyers
and publicistsas John Tracy, the pres-
ident of the Senate; as Reuben H.
Walworth, the chancellor; as Samuel
Nelson (afterwards of the Supreme
Court of the United States), the chief
justice of the Supreme Court; and as
Leonard Maison and Samuel L. Ed-
wards, among the senators.

After the railroad case under con-
sideration had been argued before
this tribunal, some of its members de-
livered extended and carefully
thought-out opinions, which are
worthy to be ranked as classicsin the
legal literature of railway develop-
ment in the United States.

Senator Tracy was one of the mem-
bers of the tribunal who contributed
a carefully argued opinion. On the
vital point of public interest in
the case, the question of the proper
exercise of the power of eminent
domain, he laid down this fundamen-
tal principle:

It has never been allowed to be a
rightful attribute of sovereignty in
any government professing to be
founded upon fixed laws, however des-
potic the form of the government
might be, to take the property of one
individual or subject and bestow it
upon another. The possession and ex-
ertion of such a power would be in-
compatible with the nature and object
of all government, for, it being admit-
ted that a chief end for which gov-
ernment is instituted is that every man
may enjoy his own, it follows, neces-
sarily that the rightful exertion of a
power by the government of taking
arbitrarily from any man what is his
own, for the purpose of giving it to an-
other, would subvert the foundation
principles upon which the government
was organized, and resolve the polit-
jical community into its original cha-
otic elements. . . Even Hobbes,
the most ingenious of all advocates for
the absolute powers of government,
does not go further with his doctrine
on this point than to say that the prop-
erty which a subject has in his goods
consists not in a right to exclude the
sovereign from the use of them, but
consists in a right to exclude all other
subjects from the use of them. But
no approved writer on public law will
be found to go as far as Hobbes in
vindicating the unqualified right of
the eovereign to assume at will the
property of the subject. Every other
writer is disposed to recognize a dis-
tinction between right and power, as
applied to sovereign and subject, and
to acknowledge that a rightful gov-
ernment must be founded on &ome
other principle than that of mere
force.

Proceeding to the question of the

right of governments to appropriate
private property not to private but to
public uses, Senator Tracey said:

Whether this principle be denom-
inated the right of transcendental
propriety, or of eminent domain, or
as is more properly by Grotius the
force of supereminent dominion, it
means nothing more or less than an
inherent political right, founded on a
common necessity and interest, of ap-
propriating the property of individ-
ual members of the community to
the great necessities of the whole
community. . . . In whatever this
principle is founded, the difficulty is
not the less in determining the limits
that rightfully bound it. On this
point the writers upon public law are
not agreed. . . . No doubt it was
in full view of the discordant opin-
ions expressed by writers on public
law, in regard to the application of
the principle of supereminent do-
minion, and with a matured design
of affording special and additional
protection to the citizen against the
exertion of it by the government, that
the framers of our national constitu-
tion adopted the clause in question:
and it is reasonable to presume that
from the same motives and for the
same object it was transcribed liter-
ally from that instrument into the
present constitution of the state. In
both instruments, it is designed to
be as well a limitation as a definition
of the right of the respective govern-
ments as sovereign political powers
to interfere with the otherwise ab-
solute right of the citizen to the un-
disturbed possession and enjoyment
of his own property. It is therefore,
I think, to be construed in both cases
as equivalent to a constitutional
declaration that private property,
without the consent of the owner,
shall be taken only for the public
use, and then only upon a just com-
pensation

Senator Tracy next applied the
foregoing principles to the railroad
case in hand:

Conceding ‘freely to the legislature
the right of appropriating private
property to the public use, but denying
confidently to it the power of making
that a public use which in its nature
is not, the question recurs whether the
use by the defendants of the lands
taken from the plaintiff for the pur-
pose of constructing thereon a rail-
road to be owned and possesgsed by
them as a corporation, is that public
use for which alone private property
can be taken. . . . It is not to be
denied that railroads are in many
cases public improvements of great
value and usefulness . . . andthat
such is the character of the particular
railroad owned by the defendants in
this case, should be freely admitted.
But is this enough to justify thecon-

v
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clusion that because the use to which it
is dedicated by its owners, accommo-
dates individuals, and thereby ad-
vances the public interest, therefore, it
is such a public use that private prop-
erty may be taken to promoteit? ...
It is hardly necessary to illustrate by
supposed cases the extent to which
such a doctrine could be legitimately
carried. A person aiming to establish
a line of stages for the public accom-
modation, certainly might ask the in-
terposition of the legislature to en-
able him to appropriate his neighbors’
horses for the public use; and even in
the present case, the legislature might
have authorized the corporation to
take personal property, such as horses,
cars, etc., which was necessary for
the maintenance of the railroad, on the
same principle as that on which rests
the authority to take the lands of the
plaintiff. . . . In everysense bear-
ing on this question, a license to keep
tavern is a franchise, and the obliga-
tion of a tavernkeeper to the public
and to individuals is as defined and ae
extensive in its nature as that of a
railroad company,andthereis the addi-
tional analogy of the license being
granted for public accomodation and
benefit. But when we come to cases
like these, the distinction between the
taking of private property for public
use, and the taking of it for an individ-
ual use beneficial to the public, be-
comes marked and obvious. . .
The distinction between the taking of
private property for a canal or other
works owned by the state, or for a
common, public highway, and the tak-
ing of it for a railroad to be owned by
a corporation or by individuals, is too
obvious to need particularillustration.
But the distinction between taking
private property for a turnpike road
and the taking of it for a railroad, is
certainly much less so. It is, indeed,
not easy to draw ‘the line; forat some
points the two cases approximate and
almost blend so as scarcely to admit of
separation. S8till, I think, there is a
distinction, founded on sensible cir-
cumstances; and they who insist there
is not should bear in mind that by
confounding them they do not neces-
sarily prove that the power granted to
railroad companies of appropriating
private property is constitutional—
they may only prove that the power
granted to the turnpike company is
not. This distinction will be seen, I
think, both in the different modes of
using the two roads and in the nature
of the property which the companies
have in them. . . . A turnpike
company has a limited or qualified,
and not an absolute estate in its road.
The sixteenth. section of the general
turnpike law (1 R. S., 584), and which
is but a formal enactment of a pro-
vision inserted in almost every previ-
ous turnpike charter, provides that
every turnpike corporation, when it
shall have been compensated all mon-

eys expended, ete., with ten per cent.
interest, may be dissolved by the legis-
lature, and then “all the rights and
property of such corporation shall
vest in the people of this state.” The
effect of this provision, it will be seen,
is to secure the ultimate property of
the road to the people, and toallow the
corporation to keep the road and levy
tolls for the use of it only until they
are reasonably compensated for the
moneys they have expended in its con-
struction and maintenance. The cor-
porations are quasi-mortgagees of the
road, in possession for the purpose of
reimbursing the investors, by tolls, for
the moneys advanced by them in that
behalf for the public; and the case, in
this respect, is not essentially differ-
ent from what it would be, if the state
made these roads and imposed tolls for
the mere purpose of obtaining repay-
ment of the moneys expended, with in-
terest to compensate for the risk. In
the one case as in the other, the public
at large has a benefit in the reception
of the tolls, inasmuch as their applica-
tion must be to discharge the incum-
brance which is on the road, and to
make it in every sense a free public
highway. . But in the charter
of railroad companies, especially the
one under considerationy there is no
provision securing the ultimate prop-
erty to the public. There is, to be
sure, a right secured to the state of
purchasing within a preseribed pe-
riod; but which, until exerted, creates
no reversionary interest in the state,
and consequently the public has
no benefit, direct or remote, from
the earnings of the road, which,
however much they may exceed the
original outlay and interest and ex-
penses, are still for the exclusive ad-
vantage of the proprietors.

From the foregoing excerpts, it
may be seen that Senator Tracy was
of the opinion that the legislature had
no constitutional authority to exer-
cise the power of eminent domain for
any other purpose whatever than
that of acquiring the confiscated prop-
erty for public uses and as public
property.

Up to that point there was no con-
flict between this able jurist and pro-
found statesman and those of his col-
leagues who recorded their views in
formal opinions. The others werenot
80 precise and perspicuous as Senator
Tracy, but those who neglected to ex-
press agreement with him certainly
did not question the correctness of
his conclusions.

It was in connection with his next
point that the conflict of opinion
arose, and that his conclusions were
overruled by a majority of his col-
leagues in the court. He held that

the state cannot delegate its power of
eminent domain to private individ-
uals or to a private corporation, for
them to exercise at their own dis-
cretion and for their own benefit.
Alluding to the privilege conferred
upon the railroad company then be-
fore the court, he argued:

This, it will be seen, is a delegation of
a power of the sovereignty of the state,
not to public officers or to a political
corporation, or even to designated in-
dividuals, but to a private corporation,
to be by that corporation exerted ac-
cording to its own judgment of its own
necessities. Admit that the use
of private property for the purposes of
the railroad is a public use, and that
the legislature could make the appro-
priation, has the legislature infact
made the appropriation? Certainly it
has not passed on the fact that any par-
ticular property should be taken for
this purpose; nor has any other agent
or organ of the sovereign power passed
on the fact. How, then, does it appear
that the state, by virtue of its sover-
eign right, has resumed this particular
property. It cannot becontended that
the right of eminent domain in the
sovereignty is an alienable right and
transferable? It would be a solecism
to say so. Yet it would seem to be on
this notion only that a private
corporation through its own agents,
could exert this great political pre-
rogative.

Althoughthe other members of the
court did not attempt to refute this
reasoning, a majority of them avoided
its result by treating the railroad
company as & highway officer or agent
of the state.

Chancellor Walworth, one of
these members of the court, filed an
opinion. Repeating and adopting
the substance of an opinion he had
delivered in the court of chancery in
alllaother case, he said he had decided
that—

the eminent domain, or right to re-
sume the possession of private proper-
ty for the public use, upon paying a
just compensation therefor, remained
in the government or the people in
their sovereign capacity; and that such
right of resumption might be exercised
not only for public safety, but also
where the interest or even the con-
venience of the state or of its inhabit-
ants were concerned, or for the pur-
pose of making turnpike and other
roads, railways, canals, ferries, and
bridges for the accommodation of the
public. That it belonged to the legis-
lative power of the state to determine
whether the benefit, which the public
were to derive from such improve-
ments were of sufficient importance to
justify the exercise of this right of
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eminent domain in thus interfering
with the private rights of individuals;
and that the right itself might be ex-
ercised by the government, through
its immediate officers or agents, or in-
directly through the medium of corpo-
rate bodies or private individuals.

Senator Edwards, another member
of the court to file an opinion, said:

Does the fact that the power to
construct the road is given to a com-
pany alter the nature of the grant?
Surely not. It is entirely immaterial
who constructs the road or who de-
frays the expense of the construc-
tion. The object for which it is con-
structed must determine the nature
of the grant, whether for public or
private use. What object had the leg-
islature in view in authorizing this
company to comstruct the road in
question over the plaintiff’'s land?
It was not the private emolument
the company was to receive for the
use of the road. For such a purpose
the right would never have been con-
ferred The legislature, who are con-
stituted the judges of the expediency
of taking private property for pub-
lic use, came to the conclusion that
the public required the use of a rail-
road between the cities of Albany
and Schenectady. It deemed it in-
expedient to construct it at the pub-
lic expense, and adopted the policy
of having a company construct it at
its own expense and risk, having the

money expended refunded by way of |’

tolls or fare from the individuals who
should travel upon it; reserving the
right, however, to take it as the
property of the state within a cer-
tain period. Because the legislature
permitted the company to remuner-
ate itself for the expense of con-
structing the road, from those who
should travel upon it, its private
character is not established; it does
not destroy the public nature of the
road, or convert it from a public to a
private use.

Senator Maison, the only other
member of the court who filed an opin-
lon, quoted Vattel’s doctrine that
“one of the principal things that
ought to employ the attention of the
government with respect to the pub-
lic in general and of trade in partic-
ular” must relate “to the highways,
canals, etc.” and that as “the con-
struction and preservation of all
these works™ are “attended with great
expense, the nation may very justly
oblige all those to contribute to them
who receive advantage from their
use. Upon thishe commented:
These propositions have the ready
assent of every enlightened individual
in every country and under every and
any kind of government. In the days
of Vattel there were no railroads, and

in all probability the obligation of gov-
ernment to construct railroads in no
measure entered into his consideration
when inditing those general proposi-
tions; they nevertheless come within
the spirit of national obligation in a
most emphatic manner, as the govern-
ment are thereby most effectually en-
abled to fulfill the just expectations
and serve the most substantial inter-
ests of the community. That the gov-
ernment have not only the power, but
that it is most emphatically their duty
and interest, to construct railroads
where the public interest and conven-
ience demand them, cannot admit of
a doubt; for such purpose they are
authorized to take private property,
upon rendering just compensation; and
they are in like manner justified in
exacting toll from those who travel on
them, as a means to reimburse the
state for the expense of their con-
struction and separation.. I appre-
hend no one will be disposed to doubt
‘or question the truth of these propo-
sitions. . . . If, however, the state
shall not deem it wise or expedient at
its own expense to construct a rail-
road, can there be any doubt of its
power to impart this authority to
others? ... Whether the toll be re-
ceived by the state or by the corpora-
tion cannot affect the character of the
road for public usefulness, any more
than the receipt of toll at bridges and
ferries fixes the character of those
works.

It is clear from these opinions that
the members of the court who deliv-
ered them were in accord with Sena-
tor Tracy against the right of
the legislature to exercise the power
of eminent domain for private pur-
poses. They all agreed, that is, that
it can be exercised only for a public
use. Itis clear, also,that, while they
dissented from his view that private
corporations cannot be delegated to
exercise the sovereign power of em-
inent domain, they wereinaccord with
him on the question of the right of
the state to alienate its power. As
he held, so they agreed, that the
state cannot do this. They diverge
from him in form rather than
in substance, by setting up the the-
ory that when this power is delegated
to a private corporation the corpora-
tion exercises it, not in its own right
and for its own purposes, but as an
agent of the state and for public pur-
poses. And this conclusion appears
even more clearly in the final judg-
ment of the court.

Inasmuch as all the members of
the court who delivered opinions
were agreed, and in this were sup-
ported by 15 others, that therailroad
company was bound to show affirma-

tively that it had made compensation
before taking possession, the judg-
ment of the lower court wasreversed.
Onthatpoint, therefore, the company
lost the case. But by avoteof 17
members of the court to 3, it was de-
cided to incorporate in the judgment
a declaration that—

the legislature of this state hae the
constitutional power and right to au-
thorize the taking of private property
for the purpose of making reilroads or
other public improvements of the like
nature, paying the owners of such
property a full compensation therefor,
whether such public improvements are
made by the state itself, or through
the medium of a conporation ora joint
stock company.

Here the prevailing principleis
stated with clearness and brevity. In
theory of law it is thestatethat
builds all railroads and like public
improvements. It may build them
itself directly, or it may build them
indirectly, through the medium of a
corporation. Eitherway, theimprove-
ment is a public work. It is a work
of the state, and the property of the
state, subject only, when built and
operated through the medium of a
private corporation, to the right of
that corporation to collect author-
ized tolls. Upon no other theory was
the New York court able in this pi-
oneer case to sustain the constitu-
tionality of a delegation of the state’s
sovereign power of eminent domain
torailroad corporations.

It is to be regretted that Senator
Tracy’s firm adhesion to first princi-
les was not imitated by a majority of
Eis colleagues in the court. Had they
followed his lead the economic his-
tory of this country might have been
radically different from what it is,
and in some respects infinitely more
satisfactory.

Railroad companies would in that
event have been obliged either to en-
ter into voluntary agreements with
landowners for rights of way, or to
insert in their charters a clause rec-
ognizing the right of the public to
own their roads as soon as they had
realized a fair return upon their in-
vestments. Whichever course they
had adopted, the railroads of the coun-
try would long ago have become
public property without any clash of
interests or disturbance of invest-
ments.

For if they had at first decided to
buy rights of way by voluntary agree-
ment, they would have found them-
gelves so harassed by land owners
along their proposed routes, that they
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would soon have gladly accepted the
benefits of the power of eminent do-
main even at the cost of agreeing to
turn over the roads to the public
when their tolls had fully compen-
sated them.

But, though we have been deprived,
by this unfortunate pioneer decision
of the old Court of Errors of New
York, of the benefits of a self-operat-
ing solution—prevention, rather—
of our public service problems, we
have only to recognize and assert the
underlying principles of that deci-
sion to secure the public against
further aggressions by railroad cor-
porations and to recover the author-
ity they have usurped.

According to that decision railroad
corporations are agents, officers or
trustees of the state, in possession of
rights of way over land seized
from private owners by authority
of the state, for public uses,
under the power of eminent do-
main, and placed in their con-
trol to enable them to recover their
investments. These rights of way,
then, belong to the state, subject only
to the equitable claims of the com-
panies to be allowed to compensate
themselves fairly out of the tolls.
Their rails, their cars and engines,
their pipes or wires, their station
houses and power houses, all their
plant are their private property, and
to be respected as such. But the
rights of way they control are public
property. As to these they are not
owners, they are trustees. This is
the true relation of publicservice cor-
Eorations to the rights of way they

ave secured through the exercise
of the power of eminent domain;and
that this is, and always has been their
true legal relation to that kind of
property, should be kept green in
the public mind.

As possessors of rights of way,they
are not private business organiza-
tions managing their own private
property. They are public agents,
gﬂicers, servants, or trustees, manag-
ing public property; and like other
public servants they are accountable
tothe public for the tolls they receive,
for the services they render, and for
the property itself. Itisneither con-
fiscation nor “socialism,” therefore,
for the public to dismiss them from
office and resume its functions.

A Political Pointer.—If you don’t
want a thing done, appoint a com-

mission to consider how to do it.—
Puck.

NEWS

In some respects the Democratic
state convention of Illinois, held on
the 17th, was the most important
political gathering thus far of the
coming political campaign, though
in others it was of minor moment.
The 'highest office on the ticket is
state treasurer, and there wasno con-
test for the nomination; but over the

‘platform and party leadership in the

state there was a vigorous struggle
and a decisive and significant result.

The struggle for leadership was
between Mayor Carter H. Harrison
and ex-Mayor John P. Hopkins, of
Chicago. Hopkins was & member of
the old state committee and its chair-
man, and Harrison sought to prevent
his being a member of the new com-
mittee, first, by defeating him as a
member from his senatorial district,
and then by running against him as
member from the state at large. In
the first step, Mayor Harrison was
successful. In the district caucus he
elected Thomas J. McNally as dis-
trict member over Hopkins by a vote
of 27 to 23. But in the convention,
the list of candidates for committee-
men at large which was headed by
Hopkins and upon which the name
of Ben T. Cable also appeared, de-
feated that headed by Harrison, by
862 to 397. This is regarded as a
triumph of Hopkins over Harrison
for state leadership.

In the choice of committeeman
there was nothing especially signifi-
cant of the atitude of the convention
toward the pledges of the national
party in the platforms of 1896 and
1900. Hopkins “bolted” the national
ticket in 1896 and supported it re-
luctantly in 1900; and while Harrison
supported it both years, he is not re-
garded as having done so with en-
thusiasm. His defeat therefore was
not a defeat of the silver men. But
the platform committee, whose re-
port was adopted by the convention,
did ignore that issue. No mention
of Bryan is made in the platform, and
the nearest approach to any allusion
to the campaigns of 1896 and 1900 is
in the declaration of—

adherence to the fundamental prin-
ciples of the Democratic party laid
down in the Declaration of Independ-
ence and the Constitution of the Unit-
ed States and repeatedly affirmed by
past national Democratic conventions,
particularly noteworthy among which
at this time is the doctrine of equal

rights for all and special privileges for
none.

While the Illinois platform has
thus ignored the free silver issue, it
is outspoken in other respects. Be-
sides favoring legislation direetly
against trusts it denounces “the Re-
publican tariff as the prolific mother
of trusts,” and demands—

thorough revision of the tariff and the
abolition of all special privileges, and
as the first, most obvious and most ef-
fective means of eliminating special
privilege from our laws and of restor-
ing to American citizenship the equal-
ity which is its birthright, that every
product of a tariff-protected, competi-
tion-destroying trust be placed in the
free list.

It also denounces the imitation by
this country of “the British system
of colonization, by means of which
powerful selfish interests are enabled
to employ the resources of the people
to enslave inferior races and to en-
rich themselves,” and describes the
various measures adopted by the Re-
publicans for the government of the
Philippine islands as “monopolistic
and undemocratic and dangerous to
liberty at home as well as to liberty
abroad.” The affirmative Philippine
policy it advocates is that—

the American Government should at
once announce to the Philippines that
it is not our policy to permanently re-
tain their country, but as soon as hos-
tilities cease and a stable government
has been established the United States
will recognize the independence of the
Philippine Islands, as was done in the
case of Cuba.

On questions of local taxation the
platform declares:

We believe that under the constitu-
tion all property and property rights
should be assessed and taxed justly
and proportionately. and we are in en-
tire sympathy with the movement
which has for its object the compel-
ling of all persons and corporations to
pay their just proportion of the taxes.

But the most advanced prononuce-
ment is on the subject of the initi-
ative and referendum and of home
rule withreference to public utilities.
On this point the platform reads as
follows:

Local self-government being a fun-
damental Democratic principle, we fa-
vor the extension to municipalities
and towns, under proper safeguards,
of the right of submitting to a vote
of the people all important questions,
particularly those relating to grants
and franchises and the public owner-
ship and control of properties and en-
terprises used or enlisted in the public
service; and we favor the enactment
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of such laws as will enable municipali-
ties to acquire, control and operate
any or all of the public utilities there-
in in case they decide so to do.

Then comes a demand in the platform
for jury trial in cases of “contempt
of court committed out of its pres-
ence,” which is its way of opposing
“government by injunction.” This
is followed by demands for merit
laws in the civil service, for the aboli-
tion of convict labor, and for liberal
pensions. After congratulating the
Republic of Cuba, expressing admira-
tion for “all our brave soldiers and
sailors,” referring with “horror and
deep regret” to “the monstrous crime
which removed from the nation its
much-loved and mourned president,
William McKinley,” the platform
closes with the following tribute to
the late Gov. Altgeld:

We deplore the untimely death of
the late John P. Altgeld. An exem-
plary citizen, a sterling Democrat, a
great governor, a firm friend of the
oppressed, an uncompromising foe of
shams and pretenses, an unyielding op-
ponent of special privileges, he died as
he lived, fighting for human freedom
and liberty and the uplifting of earth’s
races.

The candidates named by the con-
vention were George W. Duddleston,
of Chicago, for state treasurer; John
L. Pickering, of Springfield, for clerk
of the supreme court; Anson L. Bliss,
of Mount Vernon, for state superin-
tendent of public instruction, and Dr.
Julia Holmes Smith, of Chicago, Dr.
J. E. White, of Champaign, and S. S.
Maxwell, of Monmouth, for trustees
of the state university.

Republican politics now oscillates
about the question of reducing the
tariff on Cuban sugar (vol. iv, pp.
673, 792, 822), the party in Congress
being divided on that question and
the President having now become in-
volved in the controversy. Itseems
that when the Cuban delegates came
to this country (vol. iv, p. 56) to con-
gult President McKinley with refer-
ence to the Cuban constitution, Mr.
McKinley promised that if Cuba
would accept the Platt amendment,
“he would use his influence”—we
are quoting from Walter Wellman,
in the Chicago Record-Herald—
“to secure commercial concessions
from Congress.” To that promise,
save Mr. Wellman, “there are plenty
of living witnesses,” and “the Cubans
accepted it at par value.” President
Roosevelt has undertaken to redeem
it. Accordingly, on the 13th, hesent

a message to Congress, in which he
called attention to the recommenda-
tions in his annual message for a re-
duction of duties on imports from
Cuba, and embodied a cable dispatch
sent through the American minister
to Cuba by President Palma asking
for legislative relief before Cuba is
financially ruined. President Roose-
velt then discusses in his special mes-
sage the object of the tariff law, and
objecting to the proposition to re-
lieve Cuba by collecting full duties
and paying a bounty in the nature of
a rebate over to Cuban exporters,
asks for “that open-handed help, of
a kind which a self-respecting people
can accept.” Although not specific,
his message is evidently intended to
further the plan of making a 20 per
cent. reduction of the tariff on im-
ports from Cuba.

The conflict in the Republican
party which has called out this mes-
sage, is one between the beet sugar
interests, which do not want their
protection interferred with, and the
refined sugar trust, which wishes to
weaken the beet sugar interests by
lowering the duty on raw sugar from
Cuba. The trust is accidentally sup-
ported by tariff adversaries and by
Cuban sympathizers, because what
they believe in the trust happens to
want. When the House bill came be-
fore the Republican caucus on the
13th of March the beet sugar inter-
ests were defeated by a vote of 85 to
31 (vol. iv, p. 793), the caucus agree-
ing to introduce a bill, such as the
President now indicates his desire
for, reducing tariff rates on Cuban
sugar 20 per cent. That bill was in-
troduced March 19. The committee
on ways and means of the House
agreed (vel. iv, p. 822) to report it
favorably, the vote being 9 Re-
publicans and 3 Democrats in the
affirmative, and 2 Republicans and
3 Democrats in the negative. On
the 18th of April this bill came toa
vote in the House, but by a union of
Republican protectionists who oppose
reduction on Cuban sugar, with Dem-
ocrats who oppose protective tariffs,
an amendment prejudicial to the
sugar trust, reducing the, tariff on
refined sugars no matter whence im-
ported, was first adopted, against
the Republican majority (p. 44), by
a vote of 199 to 105. The bill as so
amended was then passed by 247 to
52. But the Senate committee re-
fuses to recommend this House bill,
the Republican majority having
agreed upon the Spooner compromise
bill which proposes a 20 per cent. re-

duction for five years. That was the
situation when the President sent in
his special message noted above.

It was hoped that the message
would secure favorable action on the
Spooner compromise, but that hope
appears now to have been abandoned.
Senator James K. Jones states the
Democratic position when he says:

In my judgment there will be a solid
Democratic vote against the Spooner
bill as agreed to by the Republican
members of the committee. If the
Senate were given the chance ¢o
vote on the measure as it passed the
House, including the striking off of
the differential duty on refined sugar,
then, 1 am sure, every Democrat would
have been glad to vote for the bill. But
that proposition has been eliminated
by the action of the Republican man-
agers. :

As to the possibility of getting a ma-
jority from the Republican vote
alone, the administration senators
are reported as admitting that agree-
ment is impossible. Mr. Wellman,
the _correspondent already quoted,
who is friendly to theadministration,
writes in the same issue of the Chi-
cago Record-Herald, June 18:

President Roosevelt has met with
his first serious defeat. Cuban reci-
procity is beaten. . . . Defeat for
the President. That is what it is. An
unmistakable defeat. He has failed to
carry his party with him on the most
important issue of his administration
up to date. He has been slaughtered
in the house of his friends. But it isla
defeat for the party, too. It is a con-
fession that the Republican party is
so wedded to high protectionism that
it can do nothing in the way of a revi-
sion or a reformation, however slight.
Confronted by the conflicting demands
of two greedy trusts—a sugar refining
trust on one side and a sugar growing
trust on the other—it could not choose
between them. So it does nothing and
“lets well enough alone.” With alarge
majority in the House, and nearly two-
thirds of the whole membership of the
Senate, it is forced to admit its impo-
tency.

This prediction was partly verified on
the 18th, when at a Republican Sena-
torial caucus, 18 senators, under the
lead of Senator Elkins, declared that
they would not support the Presi-
dent’s policy. Decisive action, how-
ever, was not taken, and the caucus
adjourned until the 20th.

Nothing very definite in connec-
tion with the anthracite coal strike
has transpired since our last report
(p. 138), though the condition is evi-
dently becoming more tense, Asa
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body the strikers are maintaining or-
der and giving no occasion for police
or military interference. The only
aggressive movement on their part
isa boycott, centering in Wilkesbarre,
and directed at retail merchants,
wholesalers and employees who lend
their influence to the coal operators’
interests. One factory, for instance,
has closed down because the great
majority of the employees refused to
work with five who were relatives of
non-union employees of the coal
mines. A “citizens’ union” has been
formed in Wilkesbarre to prosecute
the boycotters. But while the body
of the strikers are keeping the peace,
there are instances here and there
of rioting. This is attributed to the
“coal and iron police,” a private po-
lice force employed and paid by the
coal owners and under their orders,
pursuant to a special law of the state.
The companies began to recruit and
arm this private force in May, before
there were any indications of dis-
order. As earlyas May29,over 1,600
had been commissioned, and within
three days the number was doubled.
Speaking of this force, President
Mitchell, of the Mine Workers’ union,
was reported on the 4th as saying:

It is queer to see a lot of men, the
majority of whom are absolutely ir-
responsible persons, garbed in the
blue and brass of coal and iron po-
lice, stalking about the mines with
guns on their arms, while the strik-
ers have no thought of damaging the
property of their employers. The
power vested in the coal and irom
police is not generally known. They
are as much the private standing
army of the operators as were the
serfts of feudal barons. A ridiculous
state law has made it possible for
them, at such a time as this, to arm
a mob of disreputable men, who will
incite more trouble than they will
prevent. In the strike two years ago
these men actually visited the homes
of strikers and compelled the poor,
ignorant fellows by a show of au-
thority and brass buttons to report
to work at collieries against their
will. The state fosters this system
that might well shame the most ty-
rannical Russian laws.

Whether from irritation by this pri-
vate police or other cause, some of
the strikers appear from the reports
‘to have become disorderly and riot-
. ous. Numerous instances are tele-
graphed of stoning nonunion work-
men and shooting at “iron and coal”
policemen by strikers or their sym-
pathizers. In one case of shooting
at Wilkesbarre the chief of the
Wilkesbarre police made an investi-

gation and placed the blame on four
of the guards employed by one of the
collieries.
ported that peace then reigned
throughout the anthracite region, and
but little contrary to this has been
reported since. The fifth week of
the strike closed on the 14th, with
165,000 men and boys out. Some of
the companies have begun eviction
proceedings against their tenants
who are on strike.

With a view to bringing the strike
to a close, the New York Board of
Trade requested President Roosevelt
to appoint an arbitration committee
toact undera law of Congress of 1888.
The subject was discussed at a cab-
inet meeting on the 6th, when it was
decided that the President could take
no such action because the law in
question had been repealed in 1898.
But he directed the labor commis-
sioner, Carroll D. Wright, to inves-
tigate the strike. Mr. Wright pro-
ceeded at once to make the investi-
gation, and on the 12th delivered his
report to the President. The nature
of the report has not yet been dis-
closed.

Instead of coming to an early close,
this strike now bids fair to extend
so as to embrace all the coal mining
interests of the country, bituminous
as well as anthracite. As stated at
page 119, enough organizations had
united several weeks ago to compel
President Mitchell to call a national
conference of the United Mine Work-
ers’ Union of America to consider the
question of a general strike. He has
at length issued the call. The con-
ference will meet at Indianapolis on
the 17th of July. From present ap-
pearances the conference will have
a majority of delegates in favor of
striking.

Another strike, and one in which
gerious trouble has been reported, is
that of the street car employees of
Rhode Island (p. 140), which they
are making against the companies to
compel the latter to obey the 10-hour
law of the state. The first acts of
violence occurred on the 11th at Paw-
tucket, when a crowd attacked and
demolished a car guarded by special
deputy sheriffs. The governor there-
upon sent a detachment of militia
to Pawtucket, and on the 12th a car
escorted by militia and guarded by
special deputy sheriffs was bombard-
ed by a mob with stones. The special
deputies fired a volley in reply and

On the 13th it was re-.

killed a boy of 12, who was in the
crowd. It appears that the rioting
was due primarily to the use of depu-
ties. The mayor, following the suc-
cessful example of the mayor of San
Francisco (p. 56), had refused to man
the cars with police, but the sheriff
swore in employees of the company
as special deputies and the governor
supported them with militia. After
the rioting of the 12th representa-
tions were made to the sheriff by citi-
zens that the deputies accomplished
no good purpose%ut only incited the
crowds to violence, and on the 13th
he withdrew them. The city became
quiet immediately. But the militia
remained, and disorder broke out
anew on the 15th. In the course of
the day the militia inadvertently in-
vaded the neighboring city of Cen-
tral Falls and threatened the inhabi-
tants there, but withdrew upon the
protest of the mayor who objected
that he had not requested their serv-
ices.

One of the great strikes has been
gettled, the victory being with the
strikers. It is that of the Interna-
tional machinists in the Allis-Chal-
mers shop of Chicago, which was last
referred to in these columns in vol.
iv, at 1page 458. This strike was be-
gun May 20, 1901, by the machinists
of the United States and Canada.
They demanded anine-hourday with
an increase of wages, 12} per cent.
(vol. iv, pp. 90, 105, etc.), sufficient
to make the wages for nine hours the
same as they had been for ten. In
many shops settlements substantially
on this basis were soon effected, but
the Allis-Chalmers establishment
held out. They had already conceded
the nine-hour day, but were willing
to increase wages only five per cent.
So the strike dragged on for 13
months, with its long record of pick-
eting, injunctions, assaults, ete., two
persons having heen killed, and was
not settled until the 11th. In theset-
tlement the employers have allowed
a 55-hour week instead of a mine-
hour day, have increased wages 11
per cent., and have recognized the
union.

Once more it becomes necessary to
report operations of the Mexican
army against the Yaqui Indians.
This Indian war, which began in the
summer of 1899 (Vol. ii., No. 71 p. 8),
is likely to culminate in the complete
extermination of the Yaquis. The
Yaquis are a remnant of the Aztec
race. They live in the Mexican state

-
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of Sonora, in the valley of the
Yaqui, which empties into the Gulf
of California, and are not savages,
but in religion are Christian converts
of Spanish priests and economically
are industrious farmers and miners.
Though physically strong and brave,
they are a docile people. But they
have never submitted to Mexican sov-
ereignty, having retained their own
laws and customs; and they have been
resisting Spanish aggression for three
centuries. In the effort to subjugate
them the Mexican government is said
to have lost 35,000 soldiers and spent
millions of dollars. In July, 1897,
they for the first time laid down their
defensive arms and made a treaty
with Mexico, in which they were guar-
anteed peaceable possession of the
Yaqui valley. In return, outlying
lands which they had claimed were
to be thrown open to settlement un-
der Mexican authority. This caused
the present war. Mexican and Amer-
ican miners and land grabbers, with
Mexican authority to enter these
lands, encroached upon the rich min-
ing regions of the Yaqui valley, and
in consequence the Yaquis again re-
volted. The Mexican government has
been engaged ever since in trying to
subjugate them, and from time to
time morsels of news about the war
have leaked into this country around
the Mexican censorship. The story

may be followed in these columns in-

Nos. 71 p. 8, 72 p.10, 73 p. 10, 78 p.
10, 94 p. 10, 102 p. 9, vol. iii, pp. 153,
602. The latest item, coming by way
of Tucson, Ariz., on the 12th, is to
the effect that troops of Gen. Torres’
army have attacked a Yaqui vil-
lage, guarded by 80 men, and massa-
cred every one of the guard and 106
women and children. Only a few
days before, there were reports of a
battle between 2,000 Mexicans and
500 Yaquis, in which nearly all the
Yaquis were killed. Col. Christy,
the president of a Phoenix, Ariz.,
bank, who is recently from Sonora,
is authority for the statement that
all the Yaqui men and boys falling
into the hands of the Mexican army
are shot.

European news is meager and in-
complete. The onlyimportant event
with definite outline is the institu-
tion of legal proceedings against lead-
ers of the new Irish movement—the
United Irish league. As reportedin
‘April (p. 41), the British government
had “proclaimed” nine Irish counties
and two cities, which means that in
these places public meetings were for-

bidden and trial by jury suspended.
This move seems to have been inef-
fectual to suppress the “no-rent”
agitation, and the landlords’ associa-
tion, in the name of Lord De Freyne,
whose tenants in Roscommon county
refuse to pay rent and have conse-
quently caused him great loss, has
taken out writs for conspiracy against
John Redmond, John Dillon, W. J.
O’Brien, Michael Davitt and others
connected with the United Irish
league’s “no-rent” movement. The
accusation is that the members of the
league have conspired to injure-De
Freyne in his property rights. By
the Irish leaders these proceedings
are looked upon and welcomed as a
concerted movement on the part of
the Irish landlords; and they are so
declared to be by prominent Irish
landlords themselves.

NEWS NOTES,

—The National Association of Cred-
it Men met on the 12th at Nashville.

—The Republicans of Tennessee nom-
inated H. T. Campbell for governor on
the 18th.

—The National Militia association
met in convention at Baltimore on
the 14th.

—Spain has agreed in cabinet council
to recognize the Republic of Cuba, and
will send a minister to the island.

—Dr. A. A. Ames, now serving his
fourth term as mayor of Minneapolis,
was indicted for bribery on the 17th.

—S. G. Gould was nominated for gov-
ernor of Maine by the Democratic
convention sitting at Bangor on the
17th.

—The annual communion service of
Christian Scientists at Boston took
place on the 15th. It was attended by
about 13,000 people.

—The M. A. degree was conferred
by Columbia university on the 11th
upon Moses L. Frazier, a Negro born in
slavery 42 years ago in New Orleans.

—A labor riot of large dimensions
and threatening character broke out in
Paterson, N. J., on the 19th in conneec-
tion with the strike of silk weavers
there.

—The court of appeals of New York
has affirmed the conviction of John
Most (vol. iv. pp. 435, 473) for publish-
ing an essay defending the murder of
crowned heads.

—Ex-President Grover Cleveland re-
ceived on the 17th from the Augus-
tinian college of St. Thomas of Villa-
nova (Catholic) at Philadelphia, the de-
gree of doctor of jurisprudence.

—The Republican convention of Ne-
braska met at Lincoln on the 18th, and,
after endorsing President Roosevelt’s

policy, especially with reference to the
Cuban tariff question, nominated John
Mickey for governor.

—On the 13th the supreme court of
Mississippi sustained the constitution-
ality of the Noel primary law, under
which all party nominations are re-
quired to be made at primary elections,
nominating conventions being abol-
ished.

—The statistics of exports and im-
ports of the United States for, the
eleven months ending May 31, 1902, as
given by the May treasury sheet,
are as follows (M. standing for mer-
chandise, G. for gold and S. for sil-
ver):

Exports. Imports. Balance.
M ....$1,202,422,975 $829,962,130 $462,470,845 exp
G..... 48,177,425 48,078,788 98,637 exp
S..... 46,479,824 26,570,138 19,909,186 exp

$1,387,079,724 $904,601,066 $482,478,668

—Col. Arthur Lynch, an author and
journalist and native of Australia, who
served with the Boers in the South
African war and while in the field there
was nominated for parliament from
Galway and afterward elected, was
arrested on his arrival in England
from France on the 11th upon acharge
of treason. A preliminary hearing be-
fore a magistrate has been begun, but
has not been concluded.

PRESS OPINIONR,

STRIKE VIOLENCE.

Chicago American (Dem.), June 18.—Or-
der must be maintained in the anthracite
coal fields. When strikers resort to vio-
lence they at once reinforce their employ-
ers with the whole power of the courts, po-
lice, militia and regulararmy. . . . Or-
der and the security of person and prop-
erty must be preserved@ whenever they are
assailed. There can be no argument about
that. The alternative is anarchy. So
when strikers grow violent the practical ef-
fect of their violence is to change their an-
tagonist. Capital comfortably'retires from
the battle, and the courts, police, militia
and army take the fight off its hands. Vio-
lence would mean simply that the anthra-
cite coal workers prefer to war with the
state of Pennsylvania and with the United
States government rather than with the
coal trust.

THE ANTI-ANARCHY BILL. [

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), June 12—
The loglc of the anti-anarchy bill would
geem to justify an anti-lynching bill along
the lines suggested by the former attorney
general of Massachusetts. There is no ap-
parent ground for a distinction between of-
ficers and citizens. Yet the Senate judiciary
committee dismissed the anti-lynching biil
as a proposed violation of state rights! If
the committee was right then, the anti-an-
archy bill Is unconstitutional. If the latter
act is valid, an act of Congress to try and
punish lynchers would be valid. A govern-
ment which can protect its ‘‘machinery’”
can? protect its sovereignty. If not, why
not

CHICAGO POLITICS.

Chicago Chronicle (con. Dem.), June 18.—
The Chronicle performs an unpleasgant duty
when it asserts that the ticket nominated
by Mr. Burke at the recent convention of
Cook county Democrats was placed in the
fleld to be beaten, and that neither Burke
nor any of his associates had any desire to
nominate a ticket that would be elected.
It is a notorious fact that the relations ex-
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isting between Burke and the managing Re-

publican politicians of this county are wvery

close. 1f there is not a formal agreement

to that effect there is a tacit understanding

that the Republicans shall have the

‘ciounty and the Democrats the city of-
ces.

ILLLINOIS DEMOCRACY. :

Chicago Inter Ocean (Rep.), June 19.—The
platform of the Democratic party of Illinols
tavors things which no one opposes, sets
up some men of straw to knock them down,
and denounces policies not because they are
bad in themselves, but merely because they
are Republican. .

Chicago Record-Herald (ind.), June 19.—
In its national aspects the platform is not-
able chiefly for the effort to get away from
Bryan and silver. That is the common drift
of Democratic state platforms now, and it
is prophetic of a change in the national
platform from the famous Chicago dogma.
Anti-trust, anti-tariff, anti-imperialism are
the shibboleths of the present time. -

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), June 18.—
There is no ‘“municipal ownership’’ plank,
to the disgust of that fair-weather cham-
plon of publMc ownership of ‘“all” public
utilities, Carter H. Harrison. The conven-
tlon merely favors the enactment of such
laws as will enable municipalities to acquire
and operate public utilities, a proposition
to which no objection is now offered from
any quarter.

Chicago Chronicle (con. Dem.), June 18.—
The Democrats of Illinois were wise in
refusing to adopt the jargon of the socialists
in the matter of the “Initiative and refer-
endum’’ and they, were wiser still in declin-
ing to commit themselves to the principle
of government ownership of all public util-
itles. . . . There is a vast difference be-
tween declaring unreservedly in favor of
government ownership and declaring in
favor of providing a means to that end if
the people in any locality shall so determine.
The one is Democratic local self-govern-
ment. The other is state socialism without
qualification or disguise.

REPUBLICAN SPLIT.,

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), June 19.—The
strength of the opposition to the reduction
in the tariff on imports from Cuba has been
explained. The members of the senatorial
cabal whose covert enmity to President
Roosgevelt has been suspected from the time
of his nomination as vice president have
alded themselves with the few senators
who are sincerely interested in the protec-
tion of the beet sugar industry for the pur-
pose of injuring the administration.

OHIO POLITICS.

Columbus (0O.) Press (Dem.), June 16.—
Republican papers are already finding fault
with Mayor Johnson's keynote speech at
the Democratic state convention two
months hence, although they haven’t the
slightest idea what he is going to say.

“WORLD POWER” PROGRESS.

Omaha World-Herald (Dem.), June 15.—
Things have changed recently within the
United States of America, and to-day Re-
publican papers printed in this free land
actually rejoice over the downfall of a pair
of struggling republics, and over the tri-
umph of the greediest nation that ever fat-
tened upon conquest. ’

OHIO “RIPPERISM.”

Butte (Mont.) Journal (ind.), May 81.—
That is the plan the legislature has now
fastened upor: Cleveland to punish it £8r be-
coming “Tom Johnsonized.”” In Toledo the
police force has been placed under state
control to get even with Mayor Sam Jones.
Jones and Johnson honor the cities they
8eTve as mayors, and honor a state that
isunable to appreciate their exalted citizen-
ship. Ohio has disgraced itself by its petty
persecution of the popular majority in two
of its principal citles.

IN OONGRESS.

This report is an abstract of the Co

Reocord, the official rt of GO onal p o
ings. It Includes all matters of general interess
and closes with the last issue of the Record at ha
upon going to press. Page references are to
pages of l’bl. 85 of that publication.

‘Washington, June 9-14, 1902,

Senate,

On the 9th Mr. Harris (p. 6908) and Mr.
Morgan (p. 6908) spoke on the Isthmian canal
bill, and Mr. Turner (p. 6992) spoke on the
same subject on the 10th. Priorto adjourn-
ment on the latter day the Senate referred
the House substitute for the Senate bill
for the protection of the President (8. bill
No. 3663) to the committee on the judiciary
(p. 7014) instead of following the usual
course of asking for a conference. Or the
11th, beforeAhe regular business, a motion
of Mr. Wellington’s to discharge the com-
mittee on privileges and elections from
further consideration of the joint resolution
to amend the Constitution by making Unit-
ed States senators elective by popular vote,
wasg considered, and by a vote of 35 to 21
rejected (pp. 7076 to 7083); after which the
regular order, the Isthmian canal bill, was
resumed, when Mr. Fairbanks (p. 7084) took
the floor. At the conclusion of his speech
it was unanimously agreed (p. 7096) to vote
upon the bill on the 19th. During the morn-
ing hour of the 12th a motion (p. 7165) to
refer to the committee on civil service and
retrenchment a resolution instructing that
committee to inquire Into and report the
reason for the discharge of Rebecca J.
Taylor from the classifled service, and
whether it was made in accordance with
law, was agreed to, but afterwards (p.
7200) reconsidered. The consideration of
the Isthmian canal blll proceeded in the
afternoon (p. 7173), but was informally
suspended on the 13th, when the only mat-
ter of general interest was the receipfiof a
message from the President (p. 7200) rec-
ommending a reduction of the tariff on
Cuban products. Consideration of the canal
bill was resumed on the 14th, Mr. Morgan
(p. 7283) speaking to the question.

House,

Upon assembling on the 9th the House
voted upon the Senate bill for the protec-
tion of the President (8. bill No.‘sgsa;l as
amended by the committee of the whole,
which struck out all after the enacting
clause and Inserted the House bill, and the
bill as so amended was passed (p. 6912)—
179 to 38. Thereupon thedHouse went into
committee of the whole (p. 6914) on the bill
(H. bill No. 11586) for the transfer of forest
reserves to the control of the department
of agriculture; and on the 10th the com-
mittee reported the bill back with a recom-
mendation that the enacting clause be
struck out SF 7023), which wag agreed to
—100 to 73. The bill (H. bill No. 6) for the
construction and operation of Paclfic tele-
graph cables then coming before the com-~
mittee of the whole under special rule (p.
7028-7020), it was_discussed both on the 10th
and the 11th, and on the latter day the com-
mittee recommended that the enacting
clause be struck out (p. 7109), to which the
House agreed—118 to 77. he privileged
business before the House on.the 12th was
Senate bill No. 8067, for appropriating the
receipts from the sale of public lands in
certain states and territories to the con-
struction of irrigation works for the re-
clamation of arid lands ? 7132), which was
debated through that day and the 13th,
wh'n, with amendments, it was passed
(p. 7333). On the 14th a motion to withdraw
from the committee on insular affairs a
resolution calling upon the secretary of
war to transmit a statement of the amount
of money exsg?nded by the United States
gince Maﬂy. 1898, for the cost of occupying
the Philippine islands (p. 7297) was lald
upon the table by a vote of 90 to 65.

Record Notes.—Speeches of Senators
Hanna (p. 6863), Mitchell (p. 6877), and Har-
ris (p. 7087), on the Isthmian canal; of Sen-
ators Spooner (p. 6925), and Beveridge (p.
7240). and Representative Galnes (p. 6951) on
the Philippine t;uesﬂon: of Representatives
Spight (p. 7061), Smith (p. 7064). Scott (p.
7056), Henry (p. 7068). Littlefleld (pp. 7060,
T115), Warnach (p. 7121), and Patterson (p.
Ti%4), on ‘‘anti-anarchy” 4
Representative Richardson (rpg 7123, 7124)
on the Pacific cable bill;: and of Representa-
tives Underwood (p. 7264), 8nook (p. 7265)
and Bell (p. 7266), on irrigation of arid lands.

Text of Senate bill for the protection of

legislation; o

the President, etc. (8. bill No. 3658), and of
House ‘“‘anti-anarchist’” substitute (p. 7060).
Text of the President’'s message recom-
mending reduction of tariff on Cuban prod-
ucts (p. 7205&.
Text of the political constitution of Co-
lombia.

MISCELLANY

JOHN BROWN, OF KANSAS.

States are not great
Except as men may make them:
Men are not great except they do and dare;
But States, like men,
Heave destinies that take them,
That bear them on, not knowing why or
where.

The why repels
- The philosophic searcher;
The why and where all questionings defy,
Until we find,
Far back in youthful nurture
Prophetic facts that constitute the why.

All merit comes
From braving the unequal;
All glory comes from daring to begin.
Fame loves the State
That, reckless of the sequel,
Fights long and well, whether {t l0se or win.

And there is one
‘Whose faith, whose fight, whose failing,
Fame ghall placard upon the walls of time.
He dared begin,
Despite the unavaliling;
He dared begin when fallure was a crime.

‘When over Africa
Some future cycle
Shall sweep the lake-gemmed uplands with
its gurge;
‘When as with trumpet
Of the Archangel Michael
Culture shall bid a colored race emerge;

‘When busy citdes,
Those In constellations,
Shall gleam with spires and palaces and
domes,
With marts wherein
Is heard the noise of Nations;
With summer groves surrounding stately
homes;

Thelr fugitive orators
To cultured freemen
Shall tell the valor and recount with praise
Storles of Kansas
And of Lacedaemon.
Cradles of freedom, then of ancient days.

From bouievards
O'erlooking both Nyanzas,
The statued bronze shall glitter in the sun
‘With rugged lettering:
“John Brown, of Kansas;
He dared begin;
He lost,
But losing won.”
—Eugene F. Ware (Ironquill).

NOT A FATAL IMPEDIMENT.

Will Moody, scn and successor at
Northfield of the late Dwight L.
Moody, tells the following story,
apropos of recent theological events,
about a young convert in the Salva-
tion Army, who, earnest and zealous,
was imbued with the idea that he
must speak to every one on the sub-
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ject of religion. He was especially
moved one day while traveling to ad-
dress a somewhat austere individual
seated just in front of him. Touch-
ing him on the shoulder, he put the
usual question: “My brother, are
you a Christian?”

“Sir,” was the reply—and perhaps
with a shade of impatience—“I'm a
professor in a theological seminary.”

But this only seemed to call for
renewed effort and the young man
was equal to it. “My dear brother,”
he said, “as you value your soul,
don’t let a thing like that stand be-
tween you and the Lord.”—New York
Times.

EDWARD VI, 1553; EDWARD VII,,
1902.

“Forasmuch as the Great and Al-
mighty God hath given unto man-
kind, above all other creatures, such
an heart and desire, that every man
desireth to join friendship with
other, to love and be loved, also to
give and receive mutual benefits; it
is therefore the duty of all men ac-
cording to their power to maintain
and increase this desire' in every
man, with well-deserving to all men,
and especially to show: this good af-
fection to such as being moved with
this desire come to them from far
countries. . . . For the God of
Heaven and Earth, greatly providing

- for mankind, would not that all
things should be found in one re-
gion, to the end that omne should
have need of another, that by this
means friendship might be estab-
lished among all men, and every one
seek to gratify all.”

So runs one of the Letters Missive
of King Edward VI., written A. D.
.1553. The words sound strange in
A. D. 1902, on the eve of the corona-
tion of King Edward VII., when the
rusty machinery of Protection is be-
ing reerected at our ports.—Glasgow
(Scotland) Land Values.

MAYOR JOHNSON AND CIVIL SERV-
ICE REFORM.

A further significant fact in the
franchise situation in Cleveland is the
rapidly growing interest in civil service
reform as a means of entering upon
municipal management. A new force
is rallying about the purification of
city government in order thereby to
render possible the public assumption
of these public necessities. An inter-
esting evidence of this has appeared in
the water department, which is under-
going quite a transformation from
the spoils system to a business adminis-

tration, with general popular indorse-
ment, and the transformation is being
sustained by many who have hither-
to been spoilsmen, because they see
the necessary connection between efli-
icent management and the further ex-
tension of public operation. In this
connection may be quoteda recent let-
ter of Mayor Johnson’s, with respect
to the water department:

“It is especially important that a
public service of this kind should be
conducted along business rather than
political lines, and there is no better
recommendation for municipal owner-
ship of other utilities than to show
that the ones now operated are run in
the interests of good service, with eco-
nomical and efficient management.”

Reference may also be made to the
fact that the city council has asked the
legislature to grant the city the right
which it does not now possess of own-
ing and operating various municipal
monopolies, and in so doing has asked
that a stringent civil service reform act
be provided for such undertakings.

As evidence of the greater ease of re-
forming the spoils system under public
than under private ownership, which
has always been the contention of the
writer, reference may be made in clos-
ing to the fact that while the powerful
financial interests of the city and most:
of the daily papers have either opposed
or been silent upon both the increase of
taxation and the reduction of charges
of the street railway and lighting com-
panies, there has been almost universal
indorsement by these same influential
elements of society of the effort to put
the water department upon a non-
partisan business basis.—From a paper

read May 8, 1902, before the National

Municipal league, by Prof. Edward W.
Bemis.

THE BRITISH BREAD TAX.

But apart from the evils of protec-
tion (meaning the enrichment of cer-
tain landlords at the expense of the
community), there are objections
enough to a tax on bread. Even if the
tax were “not for protection, but for
revenue only,”—supposing, for exam-
ple, that home-grown and imported
corn were equally taxed—it would not
cease to be a matter for shame and re-
gret. We have said that it waschildish
to pretend that the tax would not raise
the price of bread. In poor districts,
among people to whom the expendi-
tude of every halfpenny is a matter of
vital importance, competition aelways
brings down the price of bread so low
that there is no margin of profit for
the trade, and if any tax is imposed,
the price must go up, or bread could

not be provided. For the poor, the
loaf must rise in price or suffer in
quality. On April 19, a doctor, writ-
ing from the northeast of London, said
that in Hackney and Bethnal Green
“the bakers have raised the price of
the quartern loaf from 41;,d. to 5d. A

[ poor patient of mine (a widow with

four children), whose earnings are but
12s. per week, explained to me yester-
day that the rise means 7d. per week
out of her pocket.” The tax means lit-
tle, no doubt, to the well-to-do and
the fairly well-off, and the talk about
“broadening the basis of taxation” is
transparently absurd and insincere.
It i® hardly credible that Sir Michael
Hicks-Beach should have spoken in
Parliament, whea leading up to the
bread tax, of “finding an article of
universal consumption from which a
large revenue could be produced with-
out putting any injurious or oppres-
sive burden on any individual or class.”
He could not have devised any other
tax which would fall so- injuriously
and oppressively on the class least able
to bear the burden—namely, that large
class of the population who already
are short of the necessaries for healthy
life. When Earl Percy defends the
Budget by declaring eloquently that
we all are, or ought to be, ready to
make sacrifices for our glorious Em-
pire, the thought occurs that, so far
as the bread tax is concerned, the
sacrifice is vicarious on the part of
noble earls. To those living with some-
thing to spare above the bare subsist-
ence level, the tax is an almost negli-
gible quantity; to those hovering over
that level, and to those who are sunk
below it, it may be a matter of life and
death.

For many years it has been the com-
mon aim of all reformers and philan-
thropists to raise the standard of liv-
ing of the poor—to secure higher
wages and lower prices. Thishas been
done to some extent. Thankstocheap
food and comparative freedom of trade
and industry, the workers in this coun-
try have enjoyed better conditions
than those in any other European
country. It is true that the develop-
ment of trade and industry has meant
a steady increase in land values, and
that a large part of the increase of
wealth tends to be swallowed up in
rent. Nevertheless, the wage-earners
have gained something, especially in
the ekilled and organized trades.
There has, of course, remained a large
number of people whose earnings eel-
dom rise above the bare subsistence
level, and who have to struggle against
one another to obtain work at the low-
est possible remuneration. But even



" The Public

175

with such people things are not sobad
but that they can be made worse.
Things can be made worse by bad tax-
ation, just as they could be improved
by good taxation. It is certain that
taxes on necessary food must lower
still further the standard of living
where it is low already. Those who
were before half-starved may be killed
outright or driven into the workhouse,
and others may be reduced to semi-
starvation. The good which has been
achieved by the efforts and reforms
of the last sixty years may be soon
undone. The uphill struggle of labor
against privilege and oppression has
been slow and severe. Those who have
been struggling up are now thrust
down again; and once thrust down,
their upward struggle again must, in
any circumstances, be slow and se-
vere. Even if the bread tax is abol-
ished again in a few years, as we trust
that it will be, its evil effects will last
much longer in the shape of the low-
ered standard of living among the
workers, which will enable the privi-
leged classes to appropriate, for a
time at any rate, the benefit of the re-
mission of the tax.

We said above that things can be
made worse by bad taxation, and.could
be improved by good taxation. Let
there be no mistake about this. There
is a method of taxation which in its
very operation would tend to raise the
standard of living and make it easier
for everyone who works with hand or
brain to obtain a livelihood. Just con-
sider what becomes of the total wealth
produced in this country year by year.
It falls into three divisions. Part of it
goes as return to labor and capital.

Another part of it takes the form of
land values, and is paid to those who
control the use of the land—is paid to
them, not in return for any effort or
outlay on their part, but simply as a
toll levied: for the use of what is pro-
vided by nature. The third part is
taken by the Government as revenue
for national and local purposes. This
third part has now to be increased:
the Government require further
tunds. They can procure further funds
by taking something either from the
earnings of labor and capital or from
land values. Which would be best? If
the Government take by taxation any
part of the return to labor and capital,
8¢ they do when they levy taxes on the
Processes, products and earnings of
trede and industry, then they reduce
earnings, raise prices, check industry
and lower the standard of living for
the workers. If we are to enjoy the
benefits of free trade and free indus-
try, we must not only abolish the du-

ties on imports—on tea, sugar, corn,
etc.—but we must also cease to levy
taxes and rates, as we do at present,
on houses, shops, warehouses and fac-
tories, on plant and machinery, on
agricultural improvements, on mining
works. The evil effects of such taxa-
tion are felt throughout the whole of
society, but fall most disastrously on
those who find the greatest difficulty
in earning a living. So much for the
one alternative. What of the other—
the taxation of land values? '

If the Government were to tax land
values, they would not be depriving
anyone of the return due to his labor
or outlay, nor would they be diminish-
ing anyone’s earnings. For land values
are not the outcome of the exertion or
expenditure of any individual. Land
values arise from the presence and
activity of the community, and in tax-
ing land values the Government would
only be taking for public purposes
what is essentially a public fund. The
individual recipients of land values do
not, as such, render any service to so-
ciety in return for the value they re-
ceive. On the contrary, they are apt
to use their power to the detriment of
society by demanding an excessive toll,
and refusing to allow the land to be
used until that toll is paid. While tax-
ation is not levied according to land
value, landholders are encouraged to
withhold some land from use, and en-
abled to exact inflated prices for other
land. The result is that industry is
checked and development retarded.
The tendency would be counteracted
by the taxation of land values, which
would have an effect exactly opposite
to the effect of other taxes. Other
taxes depress industry, lower wages,
and raise prices, thereby lowering the
general standard of living. The taxa-
tion of land values would make it no
longer profitable to withhold land
from uses to which it could be put with
advantage to society. By taxing land
values we should make the national re-
sources more freely available for in-
dustry. We should stimulate produc-
tion and cheapen commodities, and
leave earnings intact. Wages would
tend to be higher and employment
more regular; and the chief causes
which keep down the general standard
of living would be removed.

“What are we to do when we want
a new source of revenue?” asked Sir
Edward Grey in 1899. And he con-
tinued:

“You may tax an article of gen-
eral consumption, but that is what
we want to put off as long as we can
get something better. The whole
tendency of the time is against it.

What other source are you to find?
If you go to the resources of the
wealthier classes you go to the in-
come tax, but you cannot go on in-
creasing that forever. You cannot
tax removable property beyond a
certain amount, because, if you do,
it is apt to leave the country. But
there is another source of property
—fixed property, best known to us
under the form of land values. Is
it a fair source of taxation? I say
it is not only a fair source, but I
think it is one which, by reason of
its very nature, recommends itself
as being the fairest source.”

These are the arguments which
should have been heard in the dis-
cussion of the Budget of 1902. If
Sir Edward Grey will not use them
any longer, others will.—Glasgaw
(Scotland) Land Values.

The day Mark Twain received the
degree of doctor of laws from the Uni-
versity of Missouri the Philadelphia
North American telegraphed him:
“How does it feel to be an LL. D.?” In
an hour or two came this reply: “It
feels like official emancipation from
ignorance and vice.”—Chicago Chron-
icle.

Our gifted and opulent fellow coun-
tryman, J. Pierpont Morgan, has de-
cided to remain in London to witness
the coronation. If he likes it he will
order one for himself.—Chicago Chron-
icle.

“This restless, aggressive feeling!”
exclaimed the Anglo-Saxon. “I must
take something for it! Your territory
would be good, I doubt not!”

“What’s the matter with our meas-
ure?” insinuated the heathen, massing
his Krupps and Creusots.

The Angle-Saxon was struck with the
suggestion, and acted on it, quite wise-
ly, as it proved, for when he had taken
the heathen’s measure, hisrestless, ag-
gressive feeling was much relieved.—
Life.

BOOK NOTIOES.

“THE VALLEY OF DECISION.”
This is the title of a novel by Bdith
‘Wharton, published in two volumes, by
Charles Scribner’s Sons. It is the first
instarce in America of a first edition of a
novel appearing in two volumes. The cus-
tom is common in England, where the line
of cleavage between the wealthier class of
readers and those who cannot afford to
buy high-priced books has hitherto been
more marked than in America. The innova-
tion is a sign that we are approaching the

same condition here among bookbuyers.
This novel i# a work of great power, and
belongs to a class well above the popular
novels of the day. The author is a gen-
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uine artist. It would be necessary to go
back to George Eliot to find her peer i
that subtle combination of clearness and
self-restraint which will be found in every
work of art. It is only the true artist that
can “tell it all,”” and yet be guiltless of
what is vulgarly but very expressively
known as ‘‘slopping over.”

The permanent value of the book lles in
its exposition of the social conditions in
Ttaly at the time of the French Revolu-
tion, and of the influence of this revolu-
tion upon other European countries. The
hero is a prince, who, before hig acces-
sion to power, comes under the influer.ce of
the spirit of reform. He is led through
the “Valley of Decision,” along the old
path between the rights of the people and
the vested privileges of the upper-classes.
The tragedy of the story, however, con-
sists not so much in the record of the
hero as in the record of the people. Their
blindness to sound methods of reform and
readiness to become the tools of reac-
tionists make the book end in pathos and
despair. But it Is well worth reading.

J. H. DILLARD.

Michael Davitt’'s, “The Boer Fight for
Freedom’ (New York & London: Funk &
‘Wagnalls Co. $2), the first history of the
war in South Africa from the Boer point of
view, comes out just as the Boer cause is
acknowledged to be a lost cause. But it is
none the less valuable for that. The Boer
war, though it has ended in subjugation,
will be a land mark in history. The little
South African republics have gone out. The
place upon the map that knew them once,
knows them no more. Two crown colonies
of the British empire are there instead. Yet
the story of their unequal struggle against
astute diplomatic maneuvericg and over-
whelming military strength will always
stand as an Inspiration to free peoples and
a warning to aggressive empires. Nor could
this story have found a better contempo-
raneous pen to write it than that of Michael
Davitt, the Irish patriot. He was upon the
ground as an observer; he brought to his
task the qualifications of a journalist, a
publicist and a military critic, together with
genuine sympathy with the Boers as a peo-
ple and with their cause as one akin to that
of his own subjugated country; and he has
given the world the benefit of his powers at
their best. As might have been expected
Davitt's history is that of a partisan. But
this is no criticism. It will be long before
the history of that war can be written so as
to be worth reading except by partisans.
But partisan as it unquestionably is, there
18 no indication of misrepresentation. He
who would understand the circumstances
leading up to the war as the Boers under-
stood them, and see the war in its progress
as they saw i{t, must read this book.

THE POLITICAL CAMPAIGN.

‘With the political campaign now open-
ing, in which important questions of gov-
ernment, both political and economic, are
at stake, we follow our usual custom of
offering The Public at a reduced rate for the
campalign, with the view of extending its
influence and promoting its circulation. We
will therefore receive

CAMPAIGN SU3SCRIPTIONS

from bona fide NEW SUBSCRIBERS from
now on, to and including the issue of No-
vember 8, next, for

FIFTY CENTS.

This price is cons{derably below the reg-
ular terms, but we have found thatja large
proportion of campal subscribers, be-
coming acquainted with and friends of the
paper in that way, become regular sub-
scribers, which makes it worth our while
to encourage campeizn subscriptions.

Address THE PUBLIC, Box 687,
CHICAGO, ILL.

PERIODICALS.

—Clvic Centers,” by John DeWitt Warner,
“Municipal Government in Australasia,”
by T. George Ellery, and ‘‘Street Railway
Franchises in New York,"” are the priacipal
articles In the spring issue of Municipal Af-
fairs (New York), the feature of which is
“City Monopolies.” }

—The American Federationist (Washing-
ton) for June devotes much of its space
to the new Chinese exclusion law, including
a legal opinion by Rolston & Siddons, law-
yers of Washington, showlng its ineffective-
ness. KEditorially the Federationist de®
nounces the law as a ‘‘bunco.”

—The leading article in the International
Monthly for April, coming as it does from
a colonel, contains two lnteresting points
in regard to militarism which indicate a
healthy development. As long as the sol-
dler is to be with us, we ought to try to re-
member that he is after all a man and
brother; and so we may wish him to be as
little injured as possible by the exigencies
of his profession. Col. Larned deals very
cleverly with the subject of clothes. “War
{s sombre, bitter, outrageous, even when
unavolidable, and surely the effort to clothe
its sinister body in feathers and tinsel in
rainbow hues and extravagant garments,
is a grim irony.” This, he continues, ‘‘has
nevertheless, always been in harmony with
the institutions and conceptions of abso-
luteism.”” He holds that ‘“‘we are beginning
to appreclate the grotesqueness of war
paint and spangles as its livery.” Another
point in which he thinks modern notions
and recent wars are working a revolution
in military ideas is that of the automatic
soldler, the soldier made into a machine.
The soldier of the future will, he thinks,
have ‘‘toomuchspontaneity and intelligence
i_g f)onform to the automatic ideal.’’—J.

Home Rule and Tax Reform
in Colorado.

Advocates of home rule in taxatlion should
be interested in and lend their ald to the
campaign now in progress in Colorado,
for a constitutional amendment allowing
counties desirlng to do so to adopt land
value taxation for local purposes, as is done
in New Zealand and elsewhere in Austral-
asla. The resolution submitting this
amendment to popular vote passed both
houses of the Colorado legislature by a
two-thirds majority. An attempt subse-
quently made in the interest of land grant
railroads and other speculative real estate
interests to repeal the resolution was de-
feated by a cloge vote. The same speclal
interests are now canvassing the state
against the measure. They are spending
money freely for this purpose, while the
friends of the measure have but little to
spend. As usual, what it is everybody’s
business to pay for nobody pays for. That
should be remedied. It is to the interest
of the whole country that this Colorado
amendment be adopted, for its adoption
would surely be followed by the adoption
of similar measures in‘other states. We
therefore call upon the people of Illinois
to help the friends of home rule and just
taxation in Colorado. Money is needed to
send speakers through the state and to
supply the people with explanatory liter-
ature. For the purpose of raising such a
fund by national subscription a National
Australasian Tax Reform association has
been organized. Hon. James W. Bucklin, of
Grand Junction, Col,, is president. Lawson
Purdy, of New York, is secretary, and
August Lewls, of the same state, is treas-
urer. An Illinois branch of this assocla-
tion has been formed, which will receive
contributions, either in bulk or in monthly
installments, and forward them to the
national treasurer. The amendment is to
be voted upon at the Colorado election in
November next, and funds are needed
NOW. 8end contributions to U. A. H.
Greene, secretary, 138 Jackson boulevard,
Chicago. )

EDWARD OSGOOD BROWN,
Chalrman Illinois Committee for the Pro-
motion of the Australasian Tax System.
U. A. H. GREENE, Secretary.
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