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British imperialism has now
worked its way to the surface in Eng-
land herself, with an amazing erup-
tion. The people there are informed
by Mr. Chamberlain, in an enthusi-
astic outburst of jingo patriotism,
that the interests of the empire as a
whole demand the sacrifice of free
trade at home.

Mr. Chamberlain’s argument rests
upon the imperial idea. He declares
that preferential duties must be ad-
justed reciprocally between England
and her colonies, or the colonies will
fall away and the empire disintegrate.
So he would have England reestab-
lish the bread tax, with a rebate to
her colonies, in order that colonial
producers may have an advantage in
the English food market, and in re-
turn would demand an advantage in
their markets for British manufac-
tures.

But Mr. Balfour, the premier, sup-
plements this political motive with
4n economic one. He argues that the
markets of the rest of the world are
<losing against British exports, while
her markets are free to foreign im-
ports, and that the time is near when
she cannot pay for the food she im-
ports except at a great disadvantage
in the disposal of her exports. He,
therefore, would tax foreign bread-
stuffs in order to hold Great Brit-
ain in commerecial equilibrium.

Back of both these motives is one
that has as yet not attracted general
notice. This new departure of the
Conservative party, with Chamber-

lain in the lead and the Premier a
good second, is expected to receive
the support of the agricultural land-
ed interests of Great Britain, which
it would certainly serve.

It would serve those interests in
one respect by increasing the value of
British farm land. If the products of
foreign farms were taxed, as Cham-
berlain and Balfour propose,and-are-
bate of duties were allowed the
British colonies, as they also pro-
pose tentatively, the products of Brit-
ish farms would sell upon the Brit-
ish market at considerably higher
prices than now. This would enhance
the demand for British farming land,
and by increasing agricultural rents
would fatten up the great landlord
interests most agreeably.

But it would serve these landed
interests even more vitallyin another
respect. Since neithercolonial farms
nor English farms altogether could
fully supply the great manufacturing
and commercial centers of Great Brit-
ain with foodstuffs, foreign products
would come in. Under the tariff they
would yield, at the expense principal-
ly of British workingmen, greatly in-
creased public revenues; and this
would " postpone for another season
the issue in Great Britain of taxing
land values for the benefit of the gen-
eral exchequer. The ministry has
long realized that it must soon meet
the issue of a tariff tax on bread ver-
sus an ad valorem tax on land, all
other sources of taxation being praati-
cally exhausted.

Thus the question Mr. Chamber-
lain raises is not only an imperial
question; it is a land question. Itis
good policy to mix it up with ques-
tions that admit of appealsto pride of
empire, but the land question is the
real issue. And the agitation may

reach very deep down into the roots
of that question by the time
the fight the ministry is now court-

.ing has been fought to the finish.

Cobden warned the British landlords
that if they did not promptly concede
tariff free trade, the struggle to gain
it would culminate in a free trade
that would shake the unearned incre-
ment of their estates out of their
pockets. They yielded in time then,
but their unearned increment will be
in just as much danger now, even in
greater danger, if the issue of protec-
tion or free trade is revived. The
benefits of tariff free trade have been
largely diverted from the people of
Great Britain by the urban landlord
interests, which have absorbed them.
A new agitation of the subject, such
as that which Chamberlain has pre-
cipitated, will cut deeper and hew
closer to the line than the half-heart-
ed free trade with which Sir Robert
Peel prematurely stopped the demo-
cratic agitation that Richard Cobden
had begun.

The election for Illinois judges in
Cook county, which came off on the
1st (p. 81), has resulted on the whole
quite satisfactorily. It is to be re-
gretted that Capt. Black and ex-
Judge Barnum were defeated. Both
are pronounced democratic-Demo-
crats. But with these exceptions and
one other, every Democratic candi-
date for the Circuit bench, all com-
petent and some of them highly so,
was elected. Of the successful ones,
at least four among the ablest are
well known for their democratic-De-
mocracy—Murray F. Tuley, Edward
F. Dunne, Thomas G. Windes and
Edward Osgood Brown. Judge
Brown is moreover a single tax man
of long standing and national repute.

The result was a distinet set-back
for the Republican machine under
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“Boss” Lorimer. From the Repub-
lican ticket the machine had ex-
cluded the best among the sitting Re
publican judges, Judge Waterman
(p. 51), because Judge Waterman
would not give judicial sanction to
the dark ways and vain tricks of the
machine polities of his party. But the
worst man of all the sitting judges,
Judge Hanecy, was forced by “Boss’
Lorimer into a place upon the Repub-
lican ticket, and the .remainder of
the ticket was a queer mosaic of the
good, the bad, and the middling. The
contest became a negative one against
Hanecy rather than an affirmative
one for any particular candidate, and
Hanecy was badly beaten. In apoll
of 28 candidates for 14 places he was
returned as the 26th.

Of the eight Republican candidates
at this election who were indorsed by
the Chicago bar association—not the
Chicago bar, but a select association
within the bar—only three were elect-
ed, which is a fairly good indication
that the indorsement of this Asso-
ciation was not effective. The ef-
fective voting was done regardlessly
of that indorsement. This is a
wholesome sign. If the zentiments
of the whole bar could have been
fairly obtained with reference to ju-
dicial nominations, laymen might
properly have been influenced by that
result. But the sentiments of a bar
are not represented by a small club
of lawyers; and neither in the bar at
large nor in such a club isit possible
to prevent electioneering, the effect
of which is to deprive & bar indorse-
ment of its value.

It is equally gratifying to observe
that the indorsements of the “inde-
pendent newspapers” were no more
effective than those of the Bar Asso-
ciation. Where they made shrewd
guesses, the candidates they approved
were elected; but their guesses were
well away from the mark except as to
the Democratic candidates they ap-
proved. They hit the mark here be-
cause “Lorimerism,” with all its
manifest evils, had put the Dem-

ocratic party tothefore. Wesay that
this is gratifying, because we can con-
ceive of nothing more dangerous in
politics than an “independent” news-
paper which picks and chooses candi-
dates from opposing ticketsand is sup-
ported therein by the voters. A reg-
ular political “boss” is innocence in-
carnate by comparison. For, mind
you, the “independent” paper often

" has its own private axes to grind, the

same as has the political “boss.” The
only difference is that they are axes
of a different kind, and that the fact
that the private axes of the news-
papers are hunting for a political
grindstone is kept dark. Voters who
accept editorial mixed tickets sup-
pose they are supporting a non-par-
tisan zelection of good men, when
they may in fact be supporting some
little scheme of an “independent” ed-
itor or proprietor. The people of
Chicago are to be congratulated upon
the failure of the “independent news-
paper” ticket, as well as the Bar As-
sociation ticket, and upon having se-
cured a bench of judges whichis com-
posed for the most part of able men
with excellent judicial equipment,
most of whom are Democrats ip
name and several of whom are dem-
ocrats in fact.

The Postmaster General intimates
that he desires to keep quiet the scan-
dals in the post office department,
lest their exposure be injurious to the
department and to the party. Under
the original theory of our government
the Postmaster General and every
man under him is a servant of the peo-
ple. The people are entitled to know
everything, no matter what it is or
whom it hurts. More and.more, how-
ever, the idea grows that the people
are to be governed and the politicians
are masters.

Secretary Root has ordered an in-
quiry into one of the cases of outrage
upon Filipinos which Gen. Miles
brought to light. It is the case of
Maj. Robert L. Howze, who is ac-
cused of having authorized the brutal
and fatal whipping of prisoners of

war at Laoag, Luzon, in the Spring of
1900. The impartiality of the inves-
tigation may be judged by the in-
structions of the Secretary of War
inorderingit. He impressesupon the
court of inquiry to be summoned that
“Howze’s character and conduct af-
ford astrong presumption against the
probability of his having done the
things charged,” and that Maj. Hun-
ter, who collected the incriminating
proofs, “‘appears by his own evidence
and the testimony of his brother of-
ficers to have entertained a bitter per-
sonal animoszity towards Maj. Howze.”
The court of inquiry that convicts
Maj. Howze after that broad hint
from the Secretary of War, no mat-
ter how strong the inculpatory evi-
dence may be, will exhibit fortitude
of a kind that does not usually flour-
ish in army circles, where physical
bravery is cultivated at the expense
of moral courage. Aftersuch a hint
from headquarters, what chance of
promotion could the members of a
court of inquiry expect, if it were to
confirm the report of Maj. Hunter
and convict Maj. Howze?

If William E. Curtis may be relied
upon for a simple statement of fact,
another scheme isabout to be adopted
by the American government in the
Philippines for the Christianization
of their inhabitants and the incidental
profit of some enterprising Yankee.
This scheme contemplates the “farm-
ing out” to a private monopolist of
the entire opium trade. The ostensi-
ble purpose is said to be the better
regulation of that traffic. But if
opium, why not alcohol? And if al-
cohol, why not prostitution? The
principle is the same, and there is no
lack of monopolists able and willing
to regulate almost any of the vices of
the Filipinos upon monopoly terms.

David 8. Rose, “Democratic” may-
or of Milwaukee, is another man to
come out against what he calls
“Bryan’s dictation,”—the same be-
ing Mr. Bryan’s public expression of
opinions which a highly influential
number of people voluntarily accept.
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Rose, however, is candid enough to
admit that he has a personal grudge
against Mr. Bryan. “He beat me for
governor of Wisconsin,” says Mayor
Roze. True enough! He did it by de-
nouncing Mr. Rose as undemocratic,
in consequence whereof democratic-
Democrats of Wisconsin refused to
vote for Mr. Rose. And this is one
more mark to the credit of Mr. Bry-
an as a democratic leader of the De-
mOCTracy.

In a previous issue (p. 85), we told
of a race war in Mississippi, merely
quoting an Associated Press dispatch.
We are now able to quote, from the
Vicksburg Daily Herald of May 20,
what is evidently a fair review of the
situation, based upon an account by
the Laurel (Miss.) Ledger. The con-
flict occurred on the Scott and Smith
county border. A condition of ap-
parent amity was broken by “a squab-
ble between a white Smith county
farmer named Bruce, and a black la-
borer.” The white farmer tried to
compel- the Negro laborer to work on
a Saturday afternoon. Being unable
to doso himself, he called in his broth-
er, and between them “the Negro
was severely beaten.”” He and a
brother of histhen abandoned Bruce’s
farm and crossed over into Scott
county. The two Bruces followed
them, accompanied by a third white
man. Coming up with the Negroes
the white party shot one of them.

Thereupon the father of the vietim

shot back, hitting the third man of
the farmer’s party. “With the shed-
ding of white blood,” says the Vieks-
burg Herald, “the affair became a
race conflict.” It then quotes from
the Laurel Ledger:

)

As soon as it became known that
the Negro hadishot Craft about a hun-
dred men organized into a posse and
began shooting and beating all the
Negroes in the neighborhood. Most
of the Negroes made their escape, but
two are known to have been killed-
Others have ‘“disappeared.,” among
whom was the Negro that did the
thooting. Not a Negro remains in-that
entire section. Wednesday, Thursday
and Friday the mep searched for Ne-
groes all day. Now that they have all

disappeared, things have assumed
their normal aspect.

The Herald had hoped that previous
reports of the circumstances had ex-
aggerated them; but it confesses
that the hope was dispelled by “this
story from the field of action.” In
further comment it describes the af-
fair as “bloody and shameful,” and
strikes an additional note of con-
demnation in these concluding words:
“As to this latest emeute, the Ne-
groes had not even been guilty of any-
thing criminal.” The bare facts in
this case are so eloquent that the
strongest comment upon them would
seem feeble.

Of course this sort of thing goes
deeper than riotous feuds. It is one
of the natural results of a regime in
which Negroes are regarded as a dif-
ferent order of beings from the white
men among whom they live. The
rioters are not alone to blame for
these race riots. Everyone is in some
degree responsible who fosters race
antipathies. That these are fostered
where Negroes are numerous, and
by “the best people,” is evident from
one significant phrase of the Vicks-
burg Herald’s: “With the shedding
of white blood,” ete. The previous
shedding of black blood, which pro-
voked the shedding of white blood,
doesn’t count. The same state of af-
fairs is evident from the reports, if
true, that are coming up from Ala-
bama, which show a deliberate plan,
connived at by officers of the law,
to reenslave Negroes. This plan in
operation appears to begin with
bringing a poor Negro before a mag-
istrate on a flimsy charge. He iscon-
victed and fined, and having no
money to pay the fine, a white man
offers to advance the money provided
the Negro will make a labor contract
with him for a length of time suffi-
cient to reimburse him for his money
and trouble. The Negro is thereupon
taken away and begins what is fre-
quently along term of cruel servitude,
in which frequent whippings are in-
cidents. These reports may not be
true. But unhappily they are not
inherently impossible.

ON SE(QURING THE LEGAL RIGHTS
OF THE AMERICAN NEGRO
IN PRACTIOE.

As matter of abstract principle, it
can hardly be unblushingly denied
that the legal rights of the American
Negro, in respect of his life, hisliber-
ty, his pursuitsand his property,ought
to be precisely the same as those of
the American white man. Such is
our inference, at any rate, from a

.brief examination we have here-

tofore made (p. 83) into the proposi-
tion, which seems, indeed, to
be almost axiomatic, and which in
that examination appears to stand
the test alike of Christianity, of mor-
ality and of ethics. But if the
American Negro’s legal rights ought
to be the same as those of American
white men, as matter of abstract
principle, there is no fair escape from
the conclusion that they ought to be
so as matter of correct practice.

Nothing can be bad in practice
which is sound in principle. It is
often said, to be sure, of one thing
or another that is admitted to be
sound in theory, that it wouldn’t
work in practice; and this astute ob-
servation is made occasionally with
reference to solutions of the Negro
problem which take into considera-
tion any of the rights of the Negro
that white men do not feel bound to
respect. But all such notions will be
found upon examination to be either
a lazy man’s or a selfish man’s door of
escape from a dilemma.

The lazy, man who indolently con-
cedes a false principle, or indolently
makes a slovenly experiment, may
save  himeelf the trouble of
revising the false principle or of
correcting the slovenly experiment,
by resorting to the shallow shift of
explaining that while the idea is
all right in theory it won’t work in
practice. Or, the selfish man, obliged
to acknowledge the soundness of an
abstract political principleat variance
withsome privilege he enjoys or hopes
to enjoy, may endeavor to evade it
and to guard against the loss, by the
same sort of stultification.

Whatever his motive, anyone who
asserts that a sound theory won’t
work in right practice is mistaken.
The only sound theories that don’t
work in practice are those that
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are prevented from being put into
practice.

To this law of the universe the
rights of American Negroes to equal
legal protection with American
whites, in respect of life, liberty, pur-
suits, and property, make no excep-
tion. 1f Negroesought to have such
rights, as matter of abstract princi-
ple, they ought to have them as mat-
ter of right practice. There is no
room for distinction here between
principle and practice; and in the
language of John Randolph of
Roanoke, we ‘“envy neither the
head nor the heart of the man” who
thinks there is.

But if this equality of legal rights
does belong to the American Negro,
not only upon abstract principle—

whether of the Christian religion, or

of intnitional morality, or' of utili-
tarian ethics,—but also as matter of
right practice, then a v1tally impor-
tant practical question arises: Who
is to secure those rights to the Amer-
ican Negro?
_ We may, concede that, in abstract
principle, the Negro ought to have
the same legal rights of life, lib-
erty, pursuits and property as white
men, without bothering ourselves
about their enforcement. But the
moment we advance to the point of
conceding that if he ought to have
those rights as matter of principle,
he ought to have them also in prac-
tice—from that moment we are
obliged to grant the necessity of
lodging protective power with some
one who will exercise it falthfully or
at least try to do so.

Should this power to protect the
black race be lodged, then, with the
white race? The proposition is whol-
ly inadmissible.

Southern leaders, it is true, often
assure us that the whites of the South
would protect the ballotless Negro
in all his primary rights. Recently
the Hon. R. G. Humphreys, of Mis-
sissippi, put the assurance in brief
and positive phrase. On Confed-
erate Decoration Day at Port Gibson,
Miss., May 1, 1903, he delivered the
memorial address, in which he said:

It is my firm conviction that when-

ever we convince the people of the
North by frank and honest arguments,

that the Fifteenth amendment was an
error, and by our couduct satisfy them
that the Negro disfranchised will be
protected in all his civil rights, and se-
cure in his life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness, that they will then be as
persistent in correcting the errors of
reconstruction as they were relentless
in committing them.”

So far as this is an assurance of
protection for the Negro disfran-
chised, it cannot be trusted. Not be-
cause the assurance comes from a
Southern white man about a South-
ern community. That makes no
difference. It would be "'no more
trustworthy if it came from a North-
ern white man abhout a Northern
community. The reason is that
no governing class ever did or prob-
ably ever will fully protect a disfran-
chised class in the enjoyment of their
civil rights. In verification of this
we need do no more than point to the
Greek helot and the Roman slave of
the ancient world; to the serf of the
mediaeval ages; or, in our own time,
to the Jew of Russia, or the Kaffir
workmen of South Africa, whether
under Boer or Briton. Whenever
and wherever any class is treated as
incapable of participating in the gov-
ernment by which it is governed, it
is also treated as incapable of enjoy-
ing the same rights of life, liberty,
property and pursuits as the govern-
ing class arrogates to itself. This is
what history tells us, and our knowl-
edge of human nature assures us that
it cannot be otherwise.

If the power to protect the black
race were lodged in the white race,
there is not a State in the Union,
with a considerable Negro pop-
ulation, where legal rights - to
life, liberty, pursuits and prop-
erty would long be the same for
Negroes as for white men. It maybe
difficult to prove this with reference
to some Northern States, where there
are too few Negroes, except in some
obscure localities, to make a Negro
problem; but it is easily proved with
reference to Southern States; and
what can be proved againet them in
this respect may be taken as a suf-
ficiently accurate index of what could
have been proved also against the
Northern States if the provocative
circumstances had been the same.

When the civil war closed, with the
Negro a freedman instead of a slave,

the power of protecting the Negro's
legal rights of life, liberty, pursuits
and property, lodged at first with the
white race. But instead of protect-
ing those rights alike with the same
rights of white men, the white race
set at once about reducing the Ne-
groes to legal serfdom. The “black
codes” that immediately followed the
war, gave little promise of a disposi-
tion on the part of the whites to se-
cure equal legal rights of life, liberty,
pursuits and property regardless of
race. On the contrary, they showed
what all human experience testifies
would be shown in similar circum-
stances in any community, North or
South, in Europe or America, now or
aforetime.’ They showed a purpose
to establish Negro slavery in some
form legally consistent with the ab-
rogation of the old form. It wasto
enable the Negro to protect himeelf
agamet this new specles of aggres-
sion that the ballot was given him by
amendment to the Federal Constitu-
tion.

Whether Negro suffrage hasserved
that intended purpose, or has proved
a failure, as is freely asserted by
party leaders in the political party
whose traditions are associated with
its bestowal, and if it has proved a
failure, why?—these are questions
that call for no consideratjon at this
point. It is more appropriate here
that we deal with the most familiar

.apology for arbitrary disfranchise-

ment of the Negro, namely, that he
used the ballot not to protect himself
but to oppress the whites.

If he did use the ballot to op-
press the white race, he only did
what the white race had long done to
him, and what any race will do to
another if it holds the ballot for both.
But the Negro did not hold the bal-
lot for both. Whites as well as blacks
were voters at the South; and al-
though the latter were in the ma-
jority in some States, the enfran-
chised Negroes as a race nowhere op-
pressed the whites as a race. They
paid to the minority voters that re-
spect which majorities always pay to
minorities, of enacting, adjudicating
and executing laws without distinc-
tion of race.

Yet the charge that they did op-
press the whites has a semblance of
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truth.  Such maladministration as
they were accountable for bore heav-
ily upon tax payers, and the whites
were nominally the largest tax pay-
ers. But in fact the oppresssion of
tax payers through maladministra-
tion was a burden that fell upon both
Negroes and whites. And when it is
considered that in the last analysis
the earner and not the mere appro-
priator of wealth is the true tax pay-
er, this burden fell upon Negroes
more heavily than upon the whites,
for most of the work of the South-was
done not by the white race but by the
Negro race.

There is no real basis for the accu-
sation that the Negro of the South
used his ballot to oppress the whites.
Neither is it to be inferred that
the maladministration when he
freely voted and was in the ma-
jority furnishes evidence of any pe-
culiar lack of voting capability on his
part. The corruption of the South
curing the Negro regime was peculiar
neither to the Negro nor to the lo-
cality.

At that time “Boss” Tweed wasrid-
ing on the crest of his corrupt career.
He and his ring were exploiting the
tax payers of New York under the
sanction of a majority of its voters,
but few of whom were Negroes, toa
degree and with an abandon that
makes the Negro legislatures of the
South seem almost like ethical insti-
tutes by comparison. Nor was the
Tweed ring alone in its satanic glory.
Political corruption was rampant,
without regard to party, or race, or
locality. The politics of almost every
State and even of the national gov-
ernment was at that period streaked
with putrescence. With a wave of
political corruption sweeping over
the country, is it remarkable that the
men whom Negroes voted into office
in the South should have been less
than immaculate? Does it reflect
especially upon the Negro race to
point to the office holders theyv elect-
ed. as imitators of the Tweeds, the
Sheppards, the Colfaxes and therest?
Is it significant of civie inferiority,
either, that newly fledged Negro vot-

erswere not.ewifter to discipline their
leaders than were Tweed’s white con-
stituents to discipline him?

Let it be remembered, too, that it
was not black men alone who availed
themselves of Negro majorities to do
what Tweed and his like were doing
or had done with white majorities.
The white man was well in evidence
in all the rascalities at the South in
reconstruction times. Norwere these

"white men by any means all Northern

adventurers. Native vultures werein,
no wise reluctant when the savor of
the flesh pots scented the air. The
whole thing was neither “nigger” nor
“carpetbagger,” especially, but hu-
man; a bad kind of human, to be sure,
but a kind, nevertheless, of which no
race has & monopoly.

And when the whole story is
thought over, one can hardly feel that
it was “nigger,” or “carpetbagger,” or
“scalawag” (as the native vulture was
called), that wrought the worst.

Was it not, rather, those white
Southerners of aristocratic lineage,
who, though tco big to be corrupt,
were not big enough to seize upona
great moral opportunity in higher
politics. . They could have made of
the South a fair land for two distinct
and flourishing and mutually confid-
ing races of American citizens, each
with its own message for the other,
each rendering its own service to the
other, each bound to the other by
joint pride of citizenship, and each in
the full and secure enjoyment of all
the legal rights which the other
claimed.

Such an opportunity there was.
For old leaders in the South were be-
sought at first to take the lead again
—mnot of one race now, but of two.
Their experience and ability and ac-
knowledged probity were in demand
for the highest offices. Had they re-
sponded with the broad good feeling
of fellowcitizenship, instead of recoil-
ing with the narrow ill feeling of race
arrogance, the South would have had
a different and better history and
there would be no Negro problem
now.

It was not Negro domination that
offended then, for the Negro
neither dominated mnor sought
to dominate. It was narrow white
pride in the white race. The
men who ought to haveled, and could
have led, and were begged to lead,
contemptuously refused to lead, a

mass of Negro citizens up out of
the slough of an old bondage.

So the Negro, with an impulse em-
inently human, having discovered
that the old master race of the S8outh
was not to be his friend and mentor
but hisdeadly enemy, retreated to the
recesses back of the race veil inwhich
the whites force the blacks to live;
and thence he peered out in awe upon
the savagery of the white man when
the era of persecution began.

Talk of the corruption of the Ne-
gro in politics! It bears no compari-
son for iniquity with the persecution
he has suffered at the hands of white
men. During the shameful “Ku-
klux” period, murder and arson and
incidental rape were among the out-
rages to which the Negro was sub-
jected—for merely being a Negro.
Even that period of criminal intimi-
dation has since been outdone in the
boasted crusade to nullify his vote by
fraud at the polls, and to prevent its
being cast at all by menacing his fam-
ily with the midnight shotgun in the
hands of valiant assassins. And what
could Negroes do to rival the bar-
barity of whites, as exhibited in the
press dispatches that tell of the mobs
that lynch Negroes? From the vari-
ous horrible burnings at the stake of
the past-decade, to the mobbing of the
Negro residence quarter at Joplin a
few weeks ago, there is nothingin the
history of Negro crimes upon whites
—whether political or not—to equal
in barbarity the outrages of whites
upon Negroes.

It will not do to charge these bar-
barities to the savagery of a low class
of whites or to the frenzy of angry.
mobs. Such savagery and such frenzy
—distinguishing, as they do, people
of a particiular race for their peculiar
victims—do not originate in low-
er class instinets or mob fury. The
race distinction they make identifies
them with the race hatred of all the
whites asa class. Theyiare thebrutal
expression by brutal or frenzied men
of the brutal prejudices of the com-
munity in which they do or can oc-
cur.

Wesay “canoccur” advisedly. The
community where these outrages do
occur is not alone responsible for
them, any more than are the brutes
who actually commit thecrime. Race
hatred causes them, and whoever fos-
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ters race hatred makes himself an
originating cause of race outrages.
As the Jew haters of Russia, no mat-
ter where they live, are morally re-
sponsible for the massacre at Kish-
ineff, so the Negro haters of the
United States, North as well as
South, are morally responsible for the
outrages of white brutes upon Ne-
groes. Such outrages could not oc-
cur if public opinion everywhere were
as sensitive to the rights of Negroes
as to the rights of white men.

The whole history of the relations
of whites and Negroes affords over-
whelming proof of the incompetency
of white Americans to protect the
rights of black Americans. If the Ne-
- gro is to be protected equally with

white men, respecting hislife, his lib-
erty, his pursuits and his property,
one thing is certain, however uncer-
tain other things may be. 1t may be
doubtful if the Negro is capable of
protecting these rights for himself;
but it is absolutely certain that the
white race cannot be trusted to do it
for him.

And that answers the question we
have propounded: Should the power
to protect the black race be lodged
with the white race?
must of necessity be, No. The
white race cannot be trusted either to
exercise it faithfully, or to try to ex-
ercise it faithfully.

But there is only one alternative.
We must either lodge this power with
the white race, or else make Negro
suffrage secure, so that the Negro
himself may use it to protect his own
rights. If the first horn of this al-
ternative must be rejected—and who
with a conscience has the temerity
to argue for its acceptance—then the
second must be adopted. It must be
adopted, that is, by those who recog-
nize the Negro’s right to be proteet-
ed.

Wherever the Negro has been di-

vested of voting power, partially or
wholly, the white men of that com-
munity must either insist upon itz full
restoration upon equal terms with
whites, or by their refusal confess
that thev do not believe the Negro
‘ought to have. either in principle
or practice, the same rights to life,
liberty. pursuits and property that
they claim for themselves.

The answer.

NEWS

Wekk ending Thursday, June 4.

Great Britain isstirred from Lands
End to John Q’Groats, by a political
agitation of the first magnitude. It
is due to nothing less than a proposal,
made by Joseph Chamberlain, the
British secretary of state for the col-

‘onies and leader of the Unionist fac-

tion of the Conservative party, sec-
onded by Arthur J. Balfour, the Brit-
ish prime minister and Conservative
leader, that Great Britain abandon
her policy of free trade and return
to the policy of protection.

This proposed change of front with
reference to an economic policy that
dates back to the days of Cobden and
Peel, in the 40s. when Parliament be-
gan the abolition of tariff taxes on
imported food, iz urged as a necessity
for the maintenance of British im-
perialism. But it is believed to have
heen inspired in mno little degree by
the seeming necessity for raising a
new patriotic issue to save the Con-
servative party from disaster.

That suspicion is reenforced cer-
tainly by the manifest decline of this
party in popularity since the close of
the Boer war (vol. v., p. 264), with
its incidental advantages as a political
issue to the party in power. Several
by-elections, this Spring, to fill va-
cancies in Parliament, have been
badly disappointing to Conservative
hopes. The only one in which Con-
servatives even pretended to find con-
solation, had returned the Unionist
candidate by only half the nsual ma-
jority; and this poor consolation was
more than neutralized by the tri-

-umphant election of Sir Wilfrid Law-

son. a thorough-going “Little Eng-
lander.” His majority was several
hundred larger than the Liberals
usually poll in his constitueney: not-
withstanding that Mr. Chamberlain
forced the Boer war question against
him in the contest and that he re-
sponded hy placarding the district
with a strong denunciation of the
annexation of the Boer republics.
These Liberal successes created a
widespread impression that at the
next general elections the Conserva-
tives would be retired from power.

About this time the first clear in-
timation of the new tariff policy was
made. A large and influential dele-

gation of Unionist members of the
House of Commons, supported by
memnbers of the Lords and delegates
from chambers of agriculture and of
commerce, waited upon Mr. Balfour
on the 15th of May to protest against
remission of the war duties on grain.
Mr. Balfour is reported to have made
a long and groping argument in reply
to their representations. He ex-
plained that this grain tax had ac-
cidentally and without the slightest
intention on the part of the ministry,
given some protection to millers and
thus indirectly "and unexpectedly
helped farmers, but that inasmuch
as the measure was never intended
to be protective, the ministry must
not be blamed for now remitting the
tax. He urged them toconsider. also,
that protection cannot be introduced
silently, as if by accident and with-
out a broad public indorsement of
such a change in the national policy.
at the same time assuring them that
he must not be understood as saying
that the existing poliey must neces-
sarily be permanent. On the con-
trary, he thought it must be recog-
nized that new conditionshave arisen
since the old free trade policy was
adopted, and he could imagine cir-
cumstances under which Great Brit-
ain would no longer consent to be
made a passive target for other coun-
triesliving under different conditions.
While he believed in universal free
trade. he realized that at present ev-
ery country except Great Britain is
protected. In conclusion, he said
that he would welcome a closer fiscal
union of the motherland and the col-
onies, but that the movement would
be extremely difficult to carry out,
and must come from the heart. con-
science and intellect of the great
masses of the people.

On the very day of that conference
with Mr. Balfour. Mr. Chamberlain
addressedagreat Unionist mass-meet-
ing at Birmingham, making the abo-
lition of British free trade the bur-
den of his speech. Asthisspeech was
cabled, Mr. Chamberlain declared—

that England had reached the point
in her career where she must abandon
the policy of free trade or lose her
colonles; that on imperial policy for
the next few years depended whether
the British empire should stand: to-
gether as a; free nation against the
world. or fall into separate States. each
selfishly seeking its own interests and
losing those advantages which ,unity
alone could give; and that the policy
of dictation and interference by for-
eign Powers was justified by the be-
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lief that England was so wedded to the
policy of free trade that she would not
even defend her own colonies. He ag-
vocated, comsequently, a departure
from the existing interpretation of
free trade, proposing the establish-
ment of preferential tariffs between
the colonies and. Great Britain. His
main point was that England’s pres-
ent condition in this respect is abso-
hutély new and that this new situation
must be met by a new policy. Re-
ferring to Canada as in the full swing
of extraordinary prosperity, which he
hoped and believed would result in a
great increase in population, strength
and importance, he recalled the fact
that Canada in 1898 voluntarily gave
Great Britain a preference of 15 per
cent. which it afterward increased to
33 1-3 per cent, and stated that Canada
is now willing to go further, especially
regarding goods in which the British
compete with foreigmers, if Great Brit-
ain will give her a drawback or a tax
of a shilling per quarter on grain. The
government has had to refuse the offer.,
because the established fiscal policy
binds it to keep the British market
open for all the world. even though
other nations close their markets
against Great Britain. England, he
said, could not offer any favor to her
own children or make any gifference
between those who treat her weli and
those who treat her badly. That was
the accepted doctrine of the free trad-
ers. He himself was a free trader. but
he doubted whether the present inter-
pretation of the term was the true one.
Continuing his speech, he said: “I
am no protectionist, but I want
to discover if the true interpretation
of free trade is that it is our only duty
to buy in the cheapest market without
regard to whether we can sell there.
Tf that is the theory of free trade, and
it it finds acceptance here and else-
where. then you will lose the advan-
tage of the further reduction in duty
“which Canada offers to the manufso-
turers of this country, and you may
lose a great deal more. because the
minister of finance in Canada told the
Capadian parliament the other day
thrat if they are told definitely that the
mother country can do nothing for
them in the way of reciprocity they
must recomsider their position and re-
consider the preference they have al-
ready given. The policy which pre-
vents us from offering an advantage
to our colonies prevents us from de-
fending them if they are attacked. We
may well have supposed that an agree-
ment of this kind, by which Canada
does a kindness to us. was a matter of
family agreement concerning nobody
else. Unfortunately. Germany thinks
otherwise. Germany insists upon
treating Canada as though it was a
separate country. and has penalized
Canada by additional duties on Cana-
dian goods. German newspapers frank-
ly explain that this is a policy of re-

prisal, and that it is intended to deter
other colonies from giving us the same
advantage. This policy of dictation
and interference is justified by the be-
lief that we are so wedded to our fiscal
system that we cannot defend our
colonies, and that any one of them
which attempts to establish special re-
lations with us will do so at its own
rigk and’ must be left to bear the brunt
of foreign hostility. That is puttingus
in a humiliating position. If we allow
it to prevail how can we approach the
colonies with appeals to aid us in pro-
moting the union’ of the empire, or
ask them to bear a share of the com-
mon burdens? Is it better to cultivate

the trade of your own people, or let,

that go in order that you may keep
the trade of those who rightly enough
are your competitors and rivals? That
is the new position which the people
of this empire have to consider. I do
nmot want to hmsten their decision.
They have two alternatives. They may
maintain In its severity the artificial
and wrong interpretation which has
been placed upon the doctrine of free
trade by the small remnant of ‘little
Englanders,” who profess to be the
sole repositories of the doctrines of
Cobden and Bright. In that case they
will be absolutely precluded either
from giving preference in favor to the
colonies abroad, or from even protect-
ing the colonies when they offer a fa-
vor to us. The second alternative is
that we must insist that we will not be
bound by any purely technical defini-
tion of free trade; that while we seek
a free interchange of trade between
ourselves and all nations of the world,

we will, nevertheless, resume the pow-’

er of negotiation. and, if necessary.
retaliation, whenever our interests or
our relations with the colonies are
threatened by other people.”

On the 20th, Mr. Chamberlain made
two speeches of the same tenor in
London, one at the Guildhall, upon
receiving congratulations upon the
results of his mission to South Africa,
and the other at the Mansion House,
at a luncheon given to him and Mrs.
Chamberlaia by the Lord Mayor.

The subject came up in the House
of Commons on the 28th. Sir Charles
Dilke, of the Radical faction of the
Liberal party, interpellated the min-
istry with a question regarding the
significance of Mr. Chamberlain’s
gpeeches. He asked—

whether Mr. Chamberlain, in advocat-
ing something in the nature of a pro-
tective tariff. spoke with the authority
of the financial department or of the
whole cabinet. and also whether ne-
gotiations had been opened with the
colonies.

He reenforced his questions with an

effective speech. In reply, according
to the cable reports—

Mr. Balfour deprecated “the waving
of the ragged, moth-eaten flags of
either the protectionist or the free
trader in the controversy now as far
removed as the poles from the contro-
versy of half a century ago.” A partof
the speceh of the honorable baronet,
the Prime Minister said, had been de-
voted not to the fiscal policy of the
country/ but to the less elevated ob-
ject of making mischief between Mr.
Chamberlain and himself. Continuing,
the Premier asserted that the position
of the British islands is entirely differ-
ent from what it was in 1846 and 1847.
It is different from what the free trad-
ers supposed it would be. They pre-
dicted that free trade would become
universal, but they yere wrong. Eng-
land is the only freé tradé country in
the world, and if the present condition
of things continues. the time must
come when England’s only neutral
markets will be the Turkish empire,
the British protectorate and crown
colonies, and India. England would
then be in a position where she would
be obliged to import a large proportion
of food stuffs and raw material and
would have to pay for them with ex-
ports which she would find it extreme-
Iy difficult to dispose of in any but the
countries he had named. He there-
fore urged “that the time has come
when it should be publicly discussed
whether the doctrine that revenue was
never to be raised except for purposes
of expenditure must not be aban-
doned.” .

With reference to negotiations with
the colonies, he said that if foreign
countries were to be allowed to treat
British colonies as foreign nations,
England must be forced by patriotic
motives and a regard for her colonies
to retaliate. Canada, New Zealand,
Australia, and India were parts of the
empire, and it would be absurd for
them to be treated as separate aggre-
gations because they had been given
self-government. If preference was
to be given to imports for the benefit
of the colonies, they. in exchange,
would mitigate the severity of their
hostile tariffs against England. That
could only be done by taxing the food
of the people and raw materials. The
Premier said that he did not think it
would be wise to tax raw material. He
did not know whether a tax on food
would be accepted. but unless some-
thing of the kind was accepted the
scheme could not be carried out. He
did not feel sure that certain wealthy
classes in England would repudiate the
suggestion. as had been intimated.
He did not know whether the
working classes of the country or
whether the colonies would accept the
proposed tariff modifications. as had
been asked, although he knew the
traditonal objections of the for-
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mer to taxation of food and of
the latter to abandoning protection.
1f these objections could not be over-
come, this plan would have to go. It
was not the case that the plan had been
originated by Chamberlain as a policy
of his own without consulting his col-
leagues. He, himself, was in agree-
ment with the colonial secretary, and
if this scheme or some other were not
praticable the empire could not be
brought to that stage of fruition that
had occurred in the United States of
America.

When the Premier had finished,
Mr. Chamberlain took the floor. He
expressed surprise at the special at-
tention his Birmingham speech had
attracted, remarking that it was ab-
golutely the same in substance as
speeches delivered before by Lord
Salisbury and by Mr. Balfour, be-
tween whom and himself there was
no difference of opinion. There was
no intention, he insisted, of reversing
Great Britain’s fiscal policy. if Cob-
den’s definition of free trade as “a
free exchange of commoditiesat their
natural prices” is accepted. But—

Although nothing is now suggested
in the nature of a reversal of Great
Britain’s fiscal policy, it is certain that
e mandate must be given the ministry
if the snggestions he had thrown out
are to be carried into effect. He would
do his utmost to bring this question
in all its bearings before. the people.
Thus far he had only raised a principle
and had not formulated a plan. If
there was to be no change in the fiscal
system the country would have to give
up all hope of closer fiscal relations
with the colonies and must abandon
all idea of securing at any time closer
political relations with them. If the
ministry receives a mandate he will
produce a plan. He would.call another
oolonial conference; but he cannot ne-
gotiate with the colonies before the
people have given a mandate. Every-
thing depends upon what the country
has to offer. In the first place, how-
ever. he must learn from every manu-
facturing district what articles made
in those districts could be more largely
sold if there were preferential rates
in the colonies. What Great Britain
would have to give is preference on
great colonial products, and that pref-
erence will have to be on raw material,
on food. or on both. He agreed that it
is undesirable to tax raw material,
because Great Britain would be re-
quired 'to give drawbacks on the fin-
ished article, which is a complicated
system, and he preferred the simple
method of taxing food. The working-
man’s dislike to taxes on food had no
terrors for him. He was prepared to
go into the homes of the laboring men
and argue the subject with them. He

ol

would give them a table showing how
much beer and bread they used and
exactly how much duty they would
have to pay if this policy were carried
out. He would also give them a table
showing how much extra wages they
would require to earn. If the opposi-
tion were able to show that it meant
greater cost of living with no increase
of wages their optimism would be jus-
tified, but if he was able to show great-
er increase of wages than loss on food
then “I think I shall have a chance.”
It was inevitable, if preferential du-
ties were levied, that a tax be placed on
foodstuffs, and as the working classes
would pay three-quarters of such a tax,
it was only fair that this money and
the one-quarter paid by the rich classes
should be applied to social reforms,
like old age pensions. Such a tax is
not protective in intention, but, inci-
deatally, it would be protective. He
would say to the workingman: “Not
only do you get back in benefits the
whole sum you pay, but also all that is
paid by the richer classes. In-addition
to that, you receive higher wages, and
it will be possible to press forward
other social reforms, which are at pres-
ent impracticable for lack of money.”
He observed thatthe grain tax, though
not intended to be protective. had inci-
dentally protected the farmer. If food
were taxed in the future it would not
be an unmixed evil, because it would
help the depressed industry of agricul-
ture and increase Great Britain’s home
supply of food. More than that, it
would enable her to deal with Germany
in defense of Canada. We should not
enter on war tariffs, but I would say
to Germany ‘I am afraid if you cannot
meet us in this matter I may be com-
pelled to put a duty on that.’” The
Colonial Secretary said repeated rep-
resentations had been made to Ger-
many in regard to Canada, but he did
not see what Germany could do tomeet
the British views until Great Britain
was in a position to touch the pockets
of the German people. “Is it not also
conceivable,” asked Mr. Chamberlain.
“that Great Britain would have to de-
fend . her trade against unjust com-
petition, such as that of the trusts of
America and the continent? At pres-
ent Great Britain is the one open mar-
ket of the world, and therefore a gen-
eral dumping ground. If dull trade
comes, the trusts will flood our mar-
kets and the markets - in which
we compete with iron and steel
at prices that we cannot meet.
If that happens nothing will
prevent the people from putting
on a duty to protect our staple indus-
try.” Mr. Chamberlain concluded with
an emphatic assertion that heintended
to press the matter on public atten-
tion,

With a view to making good the
final assurances of this speech in the

Commons, Mr. Chamberlain has in-
vited 6,000 of his constituents to a
garden party at Birmingham on the
20th, when he is expected to make
another address on his tariff propo-
sals. The cooperative societies of the
United Kingdom have formally de-
nounced the proposals. At a dele-
gate convention at Doncaster on the
2d, attended by 1,500 delegates, a
resolution emphatically protesting
against “any tampering with the free
trade policy of this country by pref-
erential tariffs” was adopted with
only three dissentient votes.

The principal item of American po-
litical news is the assembling of the
Republican State convention of Ohio,
at Columbus on the 3d. It wasinses-
sion only an hour on that day. But
permanent organization was effected,
the usual convention committees
were appointed. and the new State
centarl committee was elected.
Senator Hanna is reported to have
been from the opening in complete
control. Of the 21 members of the
new State central committee, 17 are
described as Hanna men. Senator
Hanna presided as temporary chair-
man. His speech appears to have
had reference wholly to national is-
sues, nothing in the reports ef it
showing that he considered State is-
sues at all. '

A judicial election for Cook county
(Ilinois) judges (p. 81) was held on
the 1st, each of the principal political
parties presenting a full list of candi-
dates. The result was as follows:
Superior Court:

Republican — Theodore
(reelected). ’

Circuit Court:

Brentano

Democrats—Edward F. Dunnpe (re-
elected), Murray F. Tuley (reelected),
Francis Adams (reelected), Richard
W. Clifford (reelected), Charles M.
Walker, Frank Baker (reelected),

"Thomas G. Windes (reelected), Lock-

wiood Honore, Julian W. Mack, Edward
Osgood Brown and George Kersten.

Republicans—Richard S. Tuthill (re-
elected), Frederick A. Smith (reelect-
ed, and John Gibbons (reelected).

Three other judges of the Circuit
court were voted for under an act of
the legislature which has been re-
pealed. but regarding which the re-
pealing act iz claimed to be uncon-
stitutional. Those elected were—
Democrats — Thomas M. Hoyne,

George Mills Rogers and Joseph A.
O'Donnell.

Socialist and Prohibition candidates

ey
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were on the ballot, but the result has
not vet been officially reported, and
the votes for candidates cannot be
given. :

Reports of great national disasters
have made up much of the news of
the week.  Advices received at Con-
stantinople from Asiatic Turkey on
the 28th, told of a terrible earthquake
on April 2 at Melazgherd, in the vil-
ayet of Van, 80 miles south and east
of Erzeroum, on the Euphrates. The
town was totally destroyed, with its
entire population, numbering 2,000
souls. These included 700 Ar-
menians. as well as the troops forming
the garrizon of Melazgherd. Inaddi-
tion over 400 houses in neighboring
villages collapsed. Melazgherd is de-
scribed as being situated on the south
sice of the Euphrates river, near its
gource. in a tableland country trav-
ersed by mountain ranges running
west from the Caucasus mountains.
The 2.000 inhabitants of the place
were divided about equally hetween
Moslems and Christians. The town
had several churches, mosques and
bazaars.

A tornado of unparalleled fury
struck Gainesville, Ga. on the 1st.
“In a space of less than two minutes,”
says one of the reportz, “nearly 200
people were killed, 400 more were in-
jured. of whom not fewer than 50
will die, and property aggregating
$500,000 was reduced to splinters.”
The day was hot and cloudless. The
tornado struck a couple of small
houses on the outskirts of the town
and then leaped to the Gainesville
cotton mills, where” the employes
were at dinner. It cut the two top
stories from the large brick building
and cast. the bricks a quarter of a mile
awav. In the debris, or thrown far
by the storm. were the bodies of the
operatives. many of whom never real-
ized that death was upon them. Not
until after the mischief was done did
the sky become overcast with a black-
ish green cloud. making it almost as
dark as night. This had been scarce-
Iv seen when it leaped to New Holland
and then out to Sulphur Springs,

-towns a few miles distant. where
great lose of life was caused. The
tornado did not enter the business dis-
tricts. but made a wide circle around
the outskirts of the town. leaving a
vawnine streak of earth in the place
of residences. stores, churches and
laree buildings. FEvervthing in it
path was torn up and scattered far
and wide. The first onslaught of the

tempest was without rain, but assoon
as the dark cloud appeared the rain
began to fall in torrents and those in
the streets who, amazed and panic-
stricken or wounded by flying debris,
were seeking shelter, found them-
selves swept off their feet by the
flood. In this flood, buildings, trees,
human bodies and property of all
kinds imaginable, were hurled hither
and thither by the force of wind and
torrent.

Tloods have wrought enormous de-
struetion in Towa, Nebraska, Kansas
and Missouri. In Des Moines, Ia.,
on the 30th, business was entirely
suspended. 500 factories and business
houses were submerged. 1,000 inhabi-
tants were surrounded by water, and
railroad traffic was at a standstill.
The flood came so suddenly that no
preparations for protection could be
made. North Topeka, Kan., suffered
on the 30th.‘with both fire and flood,
and many lives were lost. The wa-
ters rose higher in the Kansas river
than at anv other time since 1844..0n
their joining those of the Miseouri
at Kansas City, Mo., that place also
was submerged.  On the 1st it wae
without gas. electric lights and wa-
terworks, the street car service was
very limited and railroad transporta-
tion was blocked. Better conditions
hegan to prevail on the2d as the flood
in the rivers subsided. Followingis
a newspaper estimate. made June 1st,
of the damage and casualties:

Homeless. Dead. ILosses.
Kansas City, Kan....20000 %  $2.600.000
Kansas Citv, Mo...... 10,000 2,700.000
Argentine. Kan. 4.500 .. 475.000
Tooeka. Kan... R.000 34 2,000,000
Ottumwa, Ia.... 8000 .. 100,000
TDes Moines, Ta........ &aW . 1.000.000
Hutchinson, Kan...... 200 ., 2.000,070
Manhattan, Kan...... 150 50 1,000,000
Fddyville, Ta.......... 800 .. 26,000
Eldon, Ia............... 1 10,000
Council Grove, Kan.. ... 14 20,000
Clinton, Ta............. 1 8,00
Madison, Ind.......... 500 100,000

NEWS NOTES,

—At Liverpool on the 3ist, T. P.
O’Connor was reelected president of
the Irish National League.

—On the 28th the Presbyterian
General Assembly, in session at Los
Angeles (p. 121), completed the adop-
tion of the explanation of certain
parts of the Presbyterian confession
of faith.

—The Woman’s National Single Tax
League, of which Mrs. John S. Crosby
(7 W. 108th St., New York City) is pres-
ident, will hold its third annual confer-
ence on the 23th, 26th and 27th of June,
at New Haven, Conn.

—A general strike at Philadelphia,
under the order of the Central Union

of Textile Workers, began on the 1st.
The object is to secure higher wages
and a 55-hour week. The number of
employes involved is 90,000.

—The personal property of ex-
Speaker Thomas B. Reed was judicial-
ly appraised in New York on the 2d,
at $431,099. It consisted principally
of shares in corporations controlling
railroad and other landed interests.

—President Roosevelt, after leav-
ing Butte, Mont, (p. 121), on the 27th,
was in Idaho on the 28th; in Wyoming
on the 29th, 30th and 31st; in Ne-
braska on the 1st, and in Jowa on the
2d. He reached Illinois at Freeport
on the 3d and went southward
through the State on that day and
the 4th.

—Frederick 0. MacCartney, So-
cialist member of the Massachusetts
legislature, died on the 26th, of
pneumonia, at the age of 39. He
was first elected to the legislature
in 1899 and was serving his fourth
term at the time of his death. By
profession Mr. MacCartney was a
Unitarian clergyman. ‘

—The Canadian banking and stock
brokerage firm of A. E. Ames & Co,,
of Toronto, failed on the 2d with lia-
bilities amounting to $10,000,000. The
failure was due to a break in the
stock market—more especially to a
raid in the New York market upon
Canadian Pacific. As a result of this
failure, the Atlas Loan Co.. of St.
Thorthas, suspended on the 3d with
liabilities to the amount of $400,000.

—In consequence of the examina-
tion of the books of the Working-
men’s union at Manila (p. 120), the
president of the union, Dominadnor
Gomez, was arrested on the 29th,
charged with using the funds of the
union to furnish arms and food to
“insurgents” in Rizal province. The
union has a membership of 15,000, is
closely affiliated with the Nationalist
party. and is strongly in sympathy
with the “insurgents.”

—Mrs. T. H. Tibbles, wife of the ed-
jtor of the Nebraska Independent,
died on the 26th. Mrs. Tibbles was the
daughter of an Omaha Indian chief.
Under the pen name of “Bright Eyes,”
a translation of her Indian name. she
had been a contributor to the news-
paper and magazine press. She was
also a lecturer and worker for the
recognition of the rights of her race.

PRESS OPINIONS.

.CHAMBERLAIN'S NEW MOVE.
Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), May 29.—
The British government has evidently de-
termined upon early dissolutiom of par-
Hament and an appeal to the country. As
jingoism and territorial aggression will no
longer serve as campaign capital, a new
issue is imperative. Mr. Chamberlain has
oneready. . . : The whole scheme isab-
surd. and purely political. If the country
is asked to pronounce judgment upon it,
the answer, we believe, will be emphat-
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fcaly andoverwhelmingly adverse. Cham-
beriain will not get his mandate; in fact,
the electlon may prove his Waterloo. The
British masses will not wote to revive the
infamous corn laws.

The (London) New Age (Rad.-Lib.), May
21.—Mr. Chamberlain is apparently of opin-
fon that the time has come for him to su-
persede Mr. Balfour; and he announces a
policy—issues, in short, another unauthor-
ized programme. The result of the last
did not exactly realize Mr. Chamberlain’s
anticipations. The Liberals went out and
the Tories came in, but Mr. Chamberlain
did not become prime minister. As a re-
sult of this new move, the Tories may go
out, and still Mr. Chamberlain fail to reach
his goal. But the point of importance for
all good Radicals is that we should keep
our eyes open, and be ready for the great
fight which may be sprung upon us at
any moment. We should make all the
running possible on the free trade and the
educational questions . On both the Union-
ists are at loggerheads, and Tory adversity
is Liberal opportunity. Nothing can be
better for the cause of democracy than the
thorough discussion of free trade and edu-
cation.

HANNAH AND ROOSEVELT.

Cleveland Recorder (Dem.), May 2(.—The
surrender of Hanna on the proposition to
endorse Roosevelt for nomination in 194
certainly marks the beginning of the end
with the great boss of the Republican
party,

Milwaukee Dally News (Dem.). May 27.—
The withdrawal of Hannah's opposition to
the Foraker resolution not only marks the
passing of Hanng as a dominating force in
Republican national politics, but it marks
the collapse of the opposition to Roosevelt's
nomination,

Pittsburg (Pa.) Post (Dem.), May 27.—
Mr. Roosevelt is left in the revealed predic-
ament of having notified the country that
he had asked no man for suppor{, but
that since the Ohio issue was up it might
as well be settled, and then by private
message of having begged Mr. Hanna to
clear the track.

Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat (Dem.), May
23.—Mr. Hannah has reason to be in good
humor. He has brought the President a
suppliant to his feet, and, magnanimously,
he has consented to let the Ohio Repub-
licans endorse the great man for the nom-
ination next year. Just why anybody
should consider Mr. Roosevelt the victor
in this affair is not clear.

CLEVELAND'S GREATNESS.

The New York Press (Rep.), May 30.—
It must be a source of gratification ‘to
Mr. Cleveland to know that, whereas by
the Sun's measurement he sank from zero
in 1834, to minus one million in 189, remain-
ing stationary until the clash of Theodore
Roosevelt with the ‘trust’” powers in 1902,
he has ascended In the brief interval since
then to plus billions and billions.

MISCELLANY

THOSE WHO TOIL.

For The Public.
I am weary, I am weary;
Life Is har@ and sad and dreary.
I and joy have long been strangers;
Pleasures arc long absent rangers.
Fortune keeps her smiles for others;
I angd poverty are brothers.
Hoping, toiling, doing. daring.
Effort I have not been sparing.
Brain and motive I've not needed,
Only—I have not succeeded.
Millions also any time

Are guilty of the selfsame crime.
Disappointment, pain and worry—
That's my pay, for toil and hurry.
I protest amid the huddle,

Society's a godless muddle.
Cunning, selfishness and sinning
Give the likeliest chance of winning.
Conscience, beauty, pity, kindness,
Pertsh in the scramble. Blindness
Heartlessness, deceit, vain giory,
Make this life a purgatory.

Yes! I'm weary, very weary;

Life is hard and sad and dreary.

Shell 1 uselessly repine?

No! a nobler part is mine.

Wrong is trampling down the right—
That's a call for me to fight.

Error blinds the masses; so

I must speak the truths I know.
Poverty and crime abound;

Misery everywhere is found.

Then I must not ddty shirk;

1 must resolutely work,

Poverty and crime to cure,

And make human miseries fewer. ‘

Oh! how trifling is my load!

Smooth by contrast is the road

1 must tread, while bleeding feet,
Cruel thorns, sharp -stones must meet;
Aching and unresting know
Summer’s heat and winter's snow,
Bearing loads 1 could not bear,

Into hopeless, blank despair

I'd be crushed by their dark fate,
Tempted, hungry, desolate!

Helpless children cry for bread!
Hungry women are not fed! .
Hearts are breaking—hearts that know
All the depths of human woe!

Souls are lost! Strong souls they were,
Caught at last in evil's snare.

Could 1 fight where they fought well?
Could 1 conquer where they fell?
Tempt me not; [ am but weak.

1 would for the erring speak.

And I speak, I weep for those

Who the dregs of human woes

Daily drink, those who can teil
What it means tolive in hell—

Hell of want and madd'ning care.

Not a bright ray anywhere

Shines upon their deep despalir.

They must work and weep and toil,
While the owners of the soll

Loll within the silken fold
Purchased by the toilers’ gold.

Could I from these crowds who earn
Just enough to starve on, turn

With unsympathetic stare.

Turn with supercilious air

To my gold, and smiling stand

'Mid an idle, useless band

Bent on pleasure? Spurn—could I—
Those who toil and starve and die?
No! by God' I'd rather share

E’en their crimes and their despalr;
All their woes would sooner feel,
Than possess a heart of steel,

Or be the sleek “rich fool'”” who says:
‘“All these crowds could change their ways
If they chose, and learn to be

Just as wise and good as we."”

Yes, indeed, I'm very weary,

And the world is getting weary,
Weary of the silly nostrums

Vended from well paying rostrums
By the various tribes of quacks

Who won't get off the people’'s backs;
Weary of the rags and tatters

Of old creeds and other matters,

Weary of the man who flatters
Unearned wealth, an@ idly chatters,
Preaching patlence to the toilers,
Breathing blessings on the spoilers.

Weary is the world, I say;

Wearier it will grow each day

Until forced to see the cause

Of its woes in unjust laws—

Laws which make the tolling sinners
Buy the idle fellows’ dinners;

Laws which let one landlord call
Part of this terrestial ball

*“Mine,” while it belongs to all.

O you pawns, you common folks,
Who bear patiently the yokes

Put upon you by the few;

Don't you see? Onme thing is true,
Those who own the earth own you.
Ail your grumbling, growling, toiling,
All your hurry, worry, moll‘ing,
Won't enrich you one red cent

Until you divide the rent.

The more you get the more you'll give
In rent for place to toil or live.

Have some common Sense and see,
Earth belongs to you and me.

All the timber, all the land,

The rivers and their golden sand;

All the surface, all the mines,
Every gem that in them shines;
Al the iron, all the coal—

To us all beiongs the whoie.

All the sllver, all the gold—
We own everything—all toid.
Yes! 1 swear it by the powers,
All this solid earth is ours.

1f some big trust should come our way

"And want a part of it, I'q say:

“Take just what you want—and pay.”
Bigger pay for richer spot.

Bigger pay for corner ot
Telephone, street car, must pay;

And telegraph, for right of way.

The most convenient right of way

Wou:d justly bring us bigger pay.
We shouid be the iandlords then,
Get our rents in yearly, wken

You are ready, working men!

Oh! what strikes, what stress, what pain,
Do you have, and scarce maintain
Undiminished your small gain.

How you fight for shorter hours

While all this bounteous earth is ours.
Stupids, clarify your mentais,

And divide the total rentals.
Franchise values an@ ground rent—
We produce them, yet consent
Private purse shall take alone

What we all produce and own.

When we claim this earth as ours
You'll not fuss about short hours,
You'll not need to strike for pay
When the rentals come your way;

Nor entreat the employer then—

He wiil bow to working men.

Not alone for work, but leisure,

Life is given—for joy and pleasure.

Weary hearts there need not be,

Nor joyless homes. if life were free.

Clalm your heritage, the earth.

It is yours by right of birth.

You are growing more and stronger;

Waste the precious hours no longer,

Asking small things. Ask for all;

Ciaim this whole terrestrial ball.

I now proclaim. by right of birth

This earth is ours. Demand the earth.
SAMUEL BRAZIER.
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MUZZLING THE LANDSPECULATOR
4,000 YEARS AGO.

“Land must be cultivated, and if neg-
lected the owner had to pay the same as
neighboring land!""—Babylonian Code 4,000
years old.

The monument which bears this in-
scription is a pillar ol black diorite
eight feet high, and was found by M.
de Morgan at Susa, in the Acropolis
mound, in December and January,
1901-2. One of the most remarkable
historical monuments that has ever
been recovered from the buried cities
of the ancient world.—The London
Times.

TOM JOHNSON'S VICTORY.

A Republican newspaper, comment-
ing upon the Cleveland election, an-
nounces gravely that Tom L. Johnson
has succeeded in “cramming his
humbugs down the throats of the peo-
ple,” and also refers to the “fakir’s
evanescent popularity.”

Without desiring to enter into any
political argument or to discuss John-
son’s future, it seems to the News that
its contemporary is unfair to theCleve-
The “humbugs” that the
fearless Cleveland mayor has crammed
down the throats of the people are
the beliefs that it is unfair for a man
with $500,000 worth of property to

pay taxes on one-tenth that valuation, |

while the man with a $2,000 house
pays taxes on two-thirds, and * that
traction companies have not the right
to charge a five-cent fare when they
can make a reasonable profit on a
three-cent basis. Briefly stated, these
are the “humbugs” responsible for
Johnson’s “evanescent
Other reasons are his courage, his
rugged honesty, his business ability,
and, what is rare in politics, his be-
lief that promises are made to be kept.

But this talk of “humbug” is rot on
its face. There is not a man living
who by “humbugging” could be elect-
ed mayor three times in a city the size
of Cleveland. The people are not so
easy as all that.—Wheeling News,
quoted in The Commoner.’

PARABLE OF THE OFFICE BUILD-
ING.
For The Public.

Now it came to pass that in the land
of US, men did build most like unto
the Tower of Babel—20 stories high—
and called it an office building. This
they separated into parts, and let the
offices out for hire at so much per, ac-
cording to location desirability or
size.

One man who thus did hire an office
spent many shekels on beautiful furni-

popularity.” |

ture and extra fittings for his place,
and made it a credit to the building, of
which the owners were justly proud.

Another man, having an equally de-
sirable office, at the same rent, only
putiin:a few old chairsiand a desk.

Then along came another man with
money to invest in “futures.” Finding
a third office unoccupied, as good as the
other two,he saw the owners,informed
them he wished to buy or rent it, so
as to make a profit from some one who
would hereafter need it. He would not
put anything into it, but would allow
neighbors to throw such rubbish as
they wished in; and of course, would
not expect te pay as much rent as the
man who did lots of business in his
office. ,

But the cold-hearted corporation
could not see it, saying that offices
were rented according to their desir-
ability, regardless of the use made of
them, the business done, a man’s in-
heritance, his ability to pay, or the
equipment he put in. But if any re-
bate or lower rent was to be given, it
should justly go to the man makingim-
provements which were a credit to the
institution, and not to the man acting
the dog in the manger, holding oppor-
tunities in a disgraceful condition.
They did not fine or charge rent to a
man on the improvements HE put in.

And they further said unto the in-
vestment man: “You should go unto
the City or National government. and
get land, which is their office building.
They encourage the industry of weeds,
tin-cans and garbage—holding natur-
al opportunities out of use—by less
taxes. And annually fine a man by
more taxes for improvements HE
makes.”

Moral: For common sense in taxa-
tion see what modern corporations do,
and don’t look to fossilized govern-
ments that are wedded to ancient

traditions.
GEORGE W. PATTERSON.
Denver, Col.

HUMORS OF THE ENGLISH INCOME
TAX.

A fact, not altogether free from hu-
mor, is that the salary of the English
tax collector is a percentage of what
he can extract from the taxpayer.

He asks you to send him the amount
of your income, and warns you that
you will have to.pay a penalty of $250
if you send him a false return. I
have it on the authority of Mr. W. S.
Gilbert that every Englishman sends a
false return and cheats his govern-
ment; but now a good many men, Iam
sure, cannot cheat the government,
those, for example, in receipt of a sal-

ary from an official post and inany
others whose incomes it is easy to find
out. .

Of course some cannot be found out;
so that those who cannot conceal their
real and whole income have got to pay
for those who can.
~ A merchant sends his return and val-
ues it at $10,000. The collector says to
him, if he chooses to doso: ‘“Your re-
turn cannot be right. I will charge
you $20,000. Of course, you can ap-
peal.”

The merchant is obliged to lose a
whole day to attend the court of ap-
peal, taking all his books with him io
order to prove that the return he'sent
is exact.

Very often he pays double what he
owes, so as not to have to let every-
body know that his business is not
as flourishing as people think. But the
most. amusing side of the whole thing
is yet to be told.

If you sell meat in one shop, and
groceries in another, and you make
$5,000 in the first, and lose $3,000 in the
second, you must not suppose that you
will be charged on $2,000, the difference

‘between your profit in the first busi-

pess and the loss in the second. Nov
a bit of it; the two businesses being
distinct, you have to pay on the $5,000
profit made in the first, and bear your
loss in the other as best you can.

As an illustration, I will give you a
somewhat piquant reminiscence. Many
vears ago I undertook to give lec-
tures in England, under my own man-
agement. My manager proved to be
an incompetent idiot, and I lost money.

When I declared my yearly income
I said to the income tax collector: “My
books brought me an income of so
much, but 1 lost so much on my lec-
ture tour; my incomeis the difference;
that is, so much!”

“No,” he said, “your books and your
lectures are two perfectly different
things, and 1 must charge you on the
whole income you derived from the
sale of your books.”

Then I was struck with a luminous
idea which proved to me that I was
better fitted to deal with the English
tax collector than to manage a lecture
tour.

“The two things are not at all dis-
tinct,” I replied; “they are the one and
the same thing. 1 gave lectures for
the sole purpose of keeping my name
before the public and pushing the sale
of my books.”

“Ah!"™ he exclaimed, “you are right;
in that case you are entitled to deduct
your loss from the profit.”

And this is how I got out of the dif-
ficulty, a little incident which has made
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me proud of my business abilities ever
since.—Max O’Rell, in the Chicago Ex-
aminer.

GIVING UP.

THE MILLIONAIRE SUNDAY SCHOOL
CLASS.
Topic: Giving Up. Golden Thought:
Give and Make Others Give.
Leader—You will notice that our

topic this morning is Giving Up,
which, we infer from the Scripture
lesson, means that we must give up
something in life. First, let me sug-
gest that we need not worry with
the argument of the Nazarene, that
it is easier for a camel to pass
through the eye of a needle than it
is for a rich man to enter the king-
dom of heaven; the comparison is
not well drawn, for all depends upon
the size of the needle and the camel.

He also mentions that we should
give all we have to the poor, but we
know that it would be simply folly
to consider that literally. The Naza-
rene was undoubtédly a wise person,
but he never managed a coal trust,
nor an oil trust, nor a beef trust.
If he lived to-day and should hap-
pen to be president of an oil com-
pany, and should attempt to do busi-
ness on those lines, he would soon go
to the wall. (Unanimous assent
from the class.)

These injunctions must be taken
practically. We naturally desire a
few shares of the future life, there-
fore we know that it is business to
give up something that will extend
our influence with the Creator ofall
natural products—the one who made
a universe of trusts, each of which
he holds in the hollow of his hand.
The question is: What will be the
easiest service for us? Giving!

Now we come to the underlying
thought. The command to give is
virtually a command to get, for we
cannot give unless we first get some-
thing to give. How shall we get it
to give? From the people! This will
be a twofold work: When we get it
from other people that we may give
up, we will be making them give up,
too, and they unconsciously will be
saving their souls.

I should like to have an expression
from a number of the class as to
how we can arrange to give up some-
thing according to these principles.
As for myself, I have advanced the
price of oil two cents on the gallon,
and at the end of a year I not only
will have made others give up, but
will have gotten enough extra profit
to enable me to give a few hundred
thousands to a university.

Coal Operator—I can easily cut
miners’ wages ana clear enough to
endow charities to help the poor buy
fuel.

Head of Beef Trust—I can fix the
prices of beef and other meats and
raise a sum to establish friendly inns
and soup houses for those who can-
not get enough work to live.

Steel Trust Magnate—I can man-
age to clear the price of a few free
libraries where people can read and
forget their miseries.

Head of Sugar Trust—I can make
people give up enough extra for
sugar to defray the expenses of a
hundred or so missionaries in Cuba
and the Philippines. ‘

Leader—This is what I call a pra¢-
tical Christian spirit. By our works
we shall be known!—James Ravens-
croft, in Life.

THE MAN IN THE DESERT.
There are incidents in the individ-
ual life that fasten on the mind and
remain vivid so long as memory itself
endures.
Such an experience came to me in
the Idaho desert.

I was aboard a train, traveling
eastward. As we sped over the
dreary desert, flat almost as the
ocean, and so alkaline that only the
low, scraggy sagebrush will grow at
clumpy intervals, the train stopped
about nightfall at what was marked
on the railroad map as a station.

There was a little shed for a depot,
and a huge water tank and a fuel bin
for the locomotive; and two or three
frame houses not far away.

Nothing else appeared but sunset
sky and alkaline prairie, the latter
cut in balves by straight lines of
steel track.

It was as lonely a place as ever a
coyote prowled over.

The arrival of this train was one
of the events of the day, yet so few
people lived in that part of the world
that only three or four men were
at the station to meet it.

The engine took water and fuel.
From one of the forward cars a
bundle of newspapers and a small
mail pouch were thrown off, and a
small pouch taken on.

The signal was then given to start.
But scarcely had the train got in mo-
tion, when it stopped with a tremu-
lous jolt.

The conductor and brakeman got
off, ran back, disappeared under the
last car, which was a sleeper, and

pulled forth a dusty, forlorn-looking
man.

He had sprawled himself out, face
downward, across the beams of the
rear truck, within a few inches of
the revolving axle, intending, doubt-
less, in that fashion to ride during
the night through the clouds'of dry,
choking alkaline dust that sifted past
double windows into the sleeping
cars and covered all within with a
fine powder.

When the man had been pulled out
the signal was given to go ahead.

The train again started. But the
man was not to be left behind. He
bounded forward and darted under
the rear car, between the front and
rear trucks. Practice, doubtless, had
made him skillful in the dangerous
feat of climbing in over a car’s mov-
ing wheels.

Again there was a jolting and a
jarring, and the train stopped. Again
the man was dragged out, the train-
men using threats this time. And
they saw that he did not try the
thing again, as at last the train moved
on without him.

The miserable man from first to
last said not a word. .

And there he was left, standing on
the track; a stolid, motionless, silent
figure, that became smaller and
smaller as the train drew away, until
figure and station, houses and water
tank, were lost in the gray of the
desert and the shades of descending
night.

Who was he—this man? Who, in-
deed? Had he credentials? What!
he, who had scarcely better than
rags to cover him, and must needs
ride cheek by jowl with death, to get
through the desert?

Who would believe him, even if he
told the truth? Left at nightfall at
a stopping place in this vast sea of
sand, where men are few, and where
such as he are regarded with sus-
picion. Perhaps if he should ask for
alms and a sleeping-place he would,
instead, get the dog!

Marooned in the desert!

Marooned as much as ever the vie-
tim of buccaneers was along the
Spanish main.

Marooned! with miles upon miles
to the next station, and the next
station is just as inhospitable as the
last; and with never a drop of sweet
nature’s water by the way!

This is one of the too frequent pic-
tures of the vast,the naturally bounte-
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ous, the wonderfully varied west. Its
population is as nothing, yet its lands
suitable for farms, its forests, its
mineral regions, its grazing tracts,
its very watersheds and watercourses
are enclosed. Not a ten-thousandth
part in use, or, at least, its highest
use, but practically the whole held
speculatively for a “rise.” It is a
colossal speculation in a prime ne-
cessity of human life—in mother
earth.

The masses of men are cut off from
access to the soil, save at an increas-
ing price, and more and more men
cannot pay the price. They cannot
become fixed to the soil, but are
compelled to roam about in quest of
work. They roam and roam. until
hope dies within them, and pride is
smothered. Then they become hu-
man coyotes called “tramps.”

In a letter written from France in
1785 to Rev. James Madison, Thomas
Jefferson said:

Whenever there is, in any country, un-
cultivated lands and unemployed poor,
it is clear that the laws of property have
been so far extended as to violate natural
right. The earth is given as a common
stock for man to labor and live on. If
for the encouragement of industry we al-
low it to be appropriated, we must take
care that other employment be provided
to those excluded from the appropriation.
If we do not, the fundamental right fo
labor on the earth returns to the unem-
ployed.

This means that instead of making
human coyotes, we should open the
land to labor—we should tax out the
speculators.—Henry George, Jr., in
Boyce’s Weekly for Feb. 11.

THE GOOD JUDGE.
CONTEMPORARY HISTORY
by
Anatole France.
Translated for The Public by Frank W.
Garrison.

M. Goubin wiped his glasses. He had
tender eyes and a penetrating glance,
and he looked at Jean Marteau intent-
ly and said with more surprise than
sympathy: “You say you have not
eaten for 36 hours?”

“That is true,” replied Jean Mar-
teau. “I have eaten nothing for 36
hours. But I erred—it is bad form to
lack food. Hunger should be a crime
like vagrancy; but in reality the two
crimes are identical and article 269
punishes with from three to six
months in prison those who have no
means of support. Vagrancy, says the
code, is the state of vagrance. The
great offenders are persons whom no
lord owns as his vassals, who have
neither home nor means of subsist-

ence, and who do not habitually en-
gage in any trade or profession.”

“It is remarkable,” said M. Bergeret.
“that the conditions of these vagrants.
liable to six months’ imprisonment
and ten years’ surveillance, is precisely
that in which the good St. Francis
placed his companions. St. Francis of
Assise and St. Anthony of Padua, if
they. came to preach in Paris to-day,
would stand a very good chance of
being summarily: dispatched to the
‘lock-up.” I do not say this to turn
the police upon the wandering monks
now swarming here. They have means
of support and practice all trades.”

“They are respectable because they
are rich,” said Jean Marteau, “and va-
grancy: is only forbidden to the poor.
If I had been found under my pear
tree, I should have been arrested and
that would have been justice. Possess-
ing nothing I should have been pre-
sumably an enemy of property and it
is justice to defend property from its
enemies. The august task of the judge
is to secure to each one that which is
his, to the rich man his riches and to
the poor man his poverty.”

“I have meditated upon the philoso-
phy of law,” said M. Bergeret, “and
have concluded that all the justice of
society is based upon two axioms:
‘Theft is infamous.” ‘The product of
theft is sacred.” Those are the princi-
ples which assure the security of indi-
viduals and maintain order in the
state. If one of these guardian prin-
ciples were forgotten the whole struc-
ture of society would crumble. They
were established at the beginning of
the ages. A chief clad in & bear skin,
armed with a stone hatchet and a
sword of bronze, with his companions
entered the stone enclosure where the
children of the tribe were gathered
with the herd of women and reindeer.
They had carried off the girls "and
young men of the neighboring tribe
and took with them the meteoric
stones which were precious because
swords which would not bend could be
made from them. The chief climbed a
hillock in the enclosure and said:
‘These slaves and this iron which I
have taken from the weak and de-
spised are mine; whoever stretcheshis
hand over them will be struck with my
hatchet!” Such is the origin of laws.
They are old and barbarous in spirit,
but since justice is the consecration of
all injustices, everyone is satisfied. A
judge may be good, for men are not all
wicked; but law cannot be good, be-
cause it is prior to all idea of justice.
The changes that have been made in it
in the course of time have not altered

its original character. Jurists have
made it subtle but left it barbarous.
In fact it owes its respectability and
seeming authority: to its ferocity.
Men are inclined to worship strange
gods, and that which is not cruel does
not seem venerable to them. The
amenable believe in the justice of laws;
they have no moral standard higher
than the judges, and, like them, be-
lieve that because an action is pun-
ished it is deserving of punishment.
I have often been touched to see in the
police courts or courts of assizes that
the prisoner and the judge are per-
fectly at one in their conception of
good and bad. They have the same
prejudices and a common moral stand-
ard.” -

“It could not be otherwise,” said
Jean Marteau; “an unfortunate who
has stolen a sausage or a pair of shoes
has not on that account penetrated
deeply or with profound insight the
origin of law and the foundations of
justice. While those of us who are not
afraid to see in the origin of codes a
consecration of violence and iniquity,
are incapable of stealing a.cent.”

“But, after all,” said M. Goubin,
‘“there are just laws.”

“Do you think 50?”” demanded Jean
Marteau.

- “M. Goubin is right.”” said M. Ber-
geret. “There are just laws; but law
having been instituted for the defense
of society, cannot be in spirit more
equitable than that society. Solongas
society is founded on injustice the
function of the laws will be to defend
and sustain injustice. And the more
unjust they are the more respectable
they will seem. Observe, also, that, be-
ing ancient, for the most part, they do
not represent altogether present in-
iquity, but a past iniquity—rougher
and more brutal. They are the mon-
uments for barbarous times which
have survived to a gentler period.”
“But they are revised,” said M. Gou-
bin.

“They are revised,” replied M. Ber-
geret. “The Chamber of Deputies and
the Senate work over them when they
have nothing else to do. But the harsh
fundamental principle remains. As a
matter of fact I should not greatly
fear bad lawsif they were interpreted
by good judges. It is held that law is
inflexible. I do not think so. There is
no text which does not lend itself to
divine interpretations. Law is dead—
the magistrateisliving. He hasa great
advantage over it. Unfortunately he
seldom makes use of it. Ordinarily he
proves more dead, colder and more in-
sensible than the text which he inter-



142 !

"

The Public

! . Edser A

-

Sixth Year

prets. Heisnot bumap; he has no pity.
The spirit of caste stifles all sympathy
within him. I refer only to upright
magistrates.”

*Most of them are upright,” said M.
Goubin.

“Most.of them are upright,” as-
sented M. Bergeret, “if we refer to
common righteousness and morality,
But is it enough to be simply .an up-
right man in order to exercise with-
out error or abuse the monstrous
power of punishment? The good judge
ought to unite simple rectitude with
the philisophic spirit. That is a good
deal to ask of a man who isintent on
his career and anxious for promotion,
Not to mention the fact that if he
shows a moral sense superior to that
of his time he will become odiousin the
eyes of his colleagues and arouse uni-
versal indignation. For, all morality
which is not our own, we class as im-
morality. Allthose who have brought
a little new goodness into the world
have earned the contempt of up-

right men. Precisely that bhas hap-

pened to President Magnaud. Here
are his decisions collected in a little
volume., When they were pronounced,
austere magistrates and virtuous leg-
islators were indignant. The decisions
are marked by a profound philosephy
and delicate feeling. They betrgy a
most elevated mind and tender soul.
They are full of pity; they are human;
they are just. It was the opinion of
the bench that President Magnaud did
not have the judicial mind, and the
friends of M. Meline accused him of not
having enough respect for property.
1t is true that the ‘whereases’ on which
his judgments rest are singular, for
every line betrays an independent
mind and a generous heart.” M. Ber-
geret, taking a little volume from the
table, turned the leaves and read:

Probity and delicacy are virtues much
easler to practice when one does not lack
anything, than when one is destitute.

That wHiich cannot be averted ought not
to be punished.

In order justly to appreciate the crime
of the indigent, the judge ought, mo-
mentarily, to forget the comfort which
he enjoys, so that he may put himself as
nearly as possible in the unfortunate place
of the destitute,

The care of the judge in his interpreta-
tion of the law ought not to be limited to
the special case which is submitted to him,
but should extend to the consequences,
good or bad, which his decision might
produce in a general way.

**And I have cited almost at. random,”
added M. Bergeret, closing the book.
“They are living words reflecting a
noble soul.”

Mr. Carnegie’s gift of $1,500,000 to
put up a building for The Hague Court

of Arbitration to sit in is indeed warm-
ing.

At the time of the Homestead im-
broglio (Judge Gray instructs us that
strikes are not war) Mr. Carnegie got
himself talked about some by his re-
luctance to arbitrate. .

But if he had arbitrated, the chances
are he would have been beaten and
forced to raise wages, and if he had
raised wages, who may say that he
would nevertheless have this $1,500,000
about his clothes?

Time is never in a better business
than when it is vindicafing the pur-
poses of great and good men.—Life.

“David B. Hill doesn’t seem to be so
conspicuous as he used to be.” ’

“No; he ought to petition the New
York legislature to change his name
to Valley.” G.T.E.

When it was proposed to create yet
more public offices, the stupid masses
were made suspicious.

“There is no work for
offices!” protested the masses.

But fortunately constructive states-
men were not lacking.

“More offices,” explained these, “will
necessitate the erection of additional
public buildings, which means a graft
fort about everybody.”

Now the masses changed their tune
and filled theair with paeans of thanks-
giving, in that there was somebody
at hand to tell them what was what.
—Puck.

more

\¢

“Don’t you think three-cent street
car fares would pay?”

“Oh, I don't know as to that; but if
they were legalized it would be gross
injustice to the shoe dealers.”

G. T. E.

l\

I'm glad the sky is painted blue,
And the earth is painted green,
With such a lot of nice fresh air
All san@wiched in between,

—Unknown.

The Englishman, the Russian and
the American rushed into one an-
other’s arms. *“We are brothers!”
they exclaimed.

The Boer, the Finn and the Filipino
wondered—not because of the asser-
tion—they wondered that for once the
gentlemen had spoken the truth.

G.T.E.

BOOKS

THE LOST ART OF READING.

If a reader has not lost this art, he
will find exceeding delight in this book
(The Lost Art. of Reading, by Gerald
Stanley Lee, Putnam’s Soms, $1.75).
He will like to own it and keep it near,
that he may, at any time, and especial-

ly when depressed by the literary rush,
take it up for ten minutes or an hour
or longer. After he has got into fair-
ly intimate acquaintance with the
scope and splirit of it, he will not care
much at what page it falls open; he
will like to browse about in it any-
where. 1t will be a very good test for
him whether he has lost the art of
reading—as expounded by the author.
For if he has, then the chancesare that
he will be utterly unable to get on with
it. No hustler need apply.

The pity is that those who need it
most may most likely find it hard read-
ing.

I would enjoin upon the intending
reader not to give up too soon, not to
be deterred by certain mannerisms in
the table of contents orin thevery first
section, and not to be discouraged by
the thought that he has lost the art
until he has read—at least to midway
page five. There he will come upon the
following: .

“One almost wonders sometimes,
why it is that the sun keeps on year
after year and day after day turning
the globe around and around, heating
it and lighting it and keeping things
growing on it, when, after all, when all
is said and done (crowded with wonder
and with things to live with, as it is),
it is a comparatively empty globe. No
one seems to be using it very much, or
paying very much attention to it, or
getting very much out of it. Thereare
never more than a few men on itata
time, who can be said to be really liv-
ing on it. They are engaged in getting
a living and in hoping that they are
going to live sometime. They are also
going to read sometime.”

The author does not tell us why
nearly all of us have to be engaged all
the time in getting a living and can
only hope to live sometime; but he
does tell us with wonderfulinsight and
cleverness how the modern rush to
gain life Is destroying the good and
beautiful things that make it worth
living. It Is especially the literary
rush—the rush for quick-raising cul-
ture and get-there education—with
which he deals.

With all its lightness of style and
play of delicate satire, it is a serious
book. It is a book that the American
public at the present stage of our game
of life would do well to ponder. There
are certain sets of people that ought
surely to take it to heart—such as
teachers and librarians and all pro-
moters of organized knowledge. It i§
perhaps the author’s central point of
attack, where he satirizes and tells the
truth about the deadening effects of so
much organization and machinery in
the modern processes of promoting
education. In crisp but pleasant hu-
mor and in good form, he pleads for
freer spirit, and protests against sub-
jecting every earthly and heavenly
thing to science and system.

As to the subject announced in the

‘
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book's inadequate title, the author’s
conclusion is: “There is but one way
to recover the lost art of reading. It
is to recover the lost art of living.”
Now he owes us a book whieh shall tell
the specific causes of the lack of the
art of living, which shall tell us why
we are so wholly absorbed in making
livings instead of having time for liv-
ing.

It seems to me that his word “‘recov-
er” is unfortunate. It is too limited.
We want not only a recovery of theart
of living for the few, who seem once to
bave known it better than any of usin
these days know it, but we want, and'
for the salvation of democracy must
have, more chance for all of ustolearn
this art. There are many, very many
who are longing for this chance.

‘“The poor, the poor, the poor they stand
Wedged by the pressing of Trade's hand
Against the inward-opening door

That pressure tightens evermore:

They sigh a monstrous foul-air sigh

For the outside leagues of liberty,

Where Art, sweet lark, translates the sky
Into a heavenly melody."”

With this thought of Lanier, and re-
membering the presenceand inevitable

and philosophic insight which he has
shown in his present volume, he will, 1
believe, perform a great service.

J. H. DILLARD.

. PERIODICALS.

The Booklovers Magazine, a publication
that improves with every issue, opens for
June with a rare collection of portralits
and signed biographles of men of the time
who are about passing from'the stage.
It is rich, also, in other matter, including
a set of unique Napoleonic prints.

Trumbull White's “The Red Book'’ (Chi-
cago), the second number of which, the
number for June, is just out, is distinctive-
ly a short story magazine. Fourteen sto-
ries in this number, each complete, sug-
gest the attractiveness of the magazine for
an idle hour on the cars or in a hammock.

It can hardly be sald that Everybody’s
Magazine 1s much improved’dy its change
of publishers. There is more of a hustling
tone in its announcements, which are dis-
agreeably lacking in dignity, and are al-
most as much ‘‘too personally familiar’’ as
street car advertisements, or as some
Y. M. C. A. circulars unfortunately are.
The editor promises that ‘‘there will be a
lot of rattling good fiction.”” The most in-
teresting feature of the June number is the
autobio aph?' of a member of congress,
which wol‘ worth reading, both as a
study of politics and as a study of human
nature, J. H.

McClure's for June is attractive without
and within. The light-blue cover I8 very
pleasing and summer-looking. The leading
article by John La Farge on the “Barbizon
School'’ is the m important art paper
that has appeared for some time. It is so

one of the famous paintings of the
world, he wag the last In the competition,
obtaining only the number sixty.”” Milss
Tarbell contributes the eighth chapter of
her Standard Oil History, and these two
articles, together with lighter matter,
make up a more than usually interesting
number. J. H.D.

The May number of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury opens with a vigorous attack upon
the Irish land blll, in which all manner of
{ll results are predicted. There is a very
interesting paper on the 8ocial Democratic
party In Germany, showing an inevitable
confiict of some kind between this party
and the Emperor. *‘The position,’” says the
writer, ‘‘promises to shortly become a crit-
ical one.”” Mr. Birrell's assay on the Car-
lyles, apropos ot the recent publication of
additional letters, is, of course, most de-
lighttul. An article on the New Zealand
elections discusses several issues in that
nteresting country. Speaking of the elec-
tion itself, the writer says that they ‘‘were
marked throughout the colony by the ut-
most good order and decorum. . . The
new spirit of orderliness on election-day is
to some extent attributable to a wise pro-
vision of the law by which all bars are
closed from noon till 7 P. M. on the day of
the polling; but it is mainly the result of.the
entry of women into politics.” J.H.D.

Gen. Wm, H. Carter, U, 8. A, has an
article in Scribner’s Magazine for June
on the War Department. While contessing
that ‘‘the Department has not come un-
scathed from the wordy conflict,” he writes
with t enthusiasm of the recent
achievements of the army, whose ‘‘heroes
of the swamp and jungle’” will some day
stand with those of Yorktown, Molino del
Rey, and the Wilderness. “The extension
of American commerce,’” he says, ‘“is fol-

Virgil,’

demands of democracy, let Mr, Lee
give us another book. If he will trace
the relation of the art of living to mad-
ern social conditions, and will face the
problem with the same brave candor

because the writer is not onl
but a great man. Speaking o
he says:
attending merit is the
unable to attain the prize he steadily com-
peted for in the Beaux Arts.
moment when he exhibited that

“Another for

an artist
Delacrolx
of the insuccess
ct that heé was

At the very
‘Dante and

 lowing in the trall of war, and all our peo-
ple are participating in_its practical re-
sults. . . . American diplomacy, backed
by our highly clvilized” and' inteiligent
troops, has become a synonym for fair
dealing and unswerving honesty.” It would
be highly entertalning to have a series of

REAL BARGAINS IN BOOKS

Socialism and the Social Move-
ment in the 19th Century .
By WERNER SOMBART
Professor in the University of Breslau.

With a Chronicle of the 1750 Social
Movement —— 1896.

Cloth, 12 mo, publishedat . . . . $1.35
Net 65 Cents . . . Postage 10 Cents Extra

Sombart's treatise on Socialism impresses me
as admirable, and the translation is certainly an
excellent piece of work.—]J. P. Clark, Professor

of Political Economy in Columbia University.

" " For Cash

' The Slavery of Our Times

By LEO TOLSTOL

Cloth, 12 mo. . . . . Published at$1.25
Net 65Cents. . . Postage 10 Cents Extra

The author in this book treats of modern in-
dustrialism. He claims that slavery exists
among us and traces its cause; declares that the
public is indifferent to the ruin of men’s lives,
and that science exonerates the existing system;
shows why political economists maintain an un-
truth. and points out the incounsistency of the
socialistic idea.

Any of These
Books Mailed
for 76 Cents

All Four

$2.50

ANARCHISM

A Criticism and History of the An-
archist Theory.

By E. V. ZENKER.

Cloth, 338 pages, . . Published at $1.50
Net 65Cents . . Postage 10 Cents Extra
¢ The fullest and best account of adarchism

ever published . . . A most powerful and
trenchant criticism.”—London Book Gazette.

Send for our Cata-
logues of Best
Books at Low
Prices

The Trusts

What Can We Do With Them?
What Can They Do For Us?
By William Miller Collier.

New York State Civil Service Commissioner and
Recently Appointed. by the President, Special
Solicitor General to Prosecute the Trusts.

Cloth, 346 Pages, . . Published at $1.25

Net 65 Cents. . . Postage, 10 Cents Extra

_ A careful discussion of the economic and po-
litical questions springing out of the great trust
problem, dealing with the industrial benefits
and evils of trusts, and also the necessary re-
::‘ricnons and limitations that must be put upon

em.

‘:tzqtl) _Cg_ntury Pi'ess, i7 East 16th Street, New York
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A NECESSARY REMINDER.
“Gentlemen, I’'m not a Problem, I'm a MAN!”

or “The Water Cure as Practiced by Our

more specific articles by the same writer
s Highly Civilized and Intelligent grc)ﬁpst;’

on some such subjects as “War and Com-
merce,” or ‘‘Washington and Funston,”

The Sunday Afternoon Meetings to be Continued Throughout June.

LECTURES Suax™

At HANDEL HALL, 40 East Randolph Street
SUNDAY AFTERNOONS, AT 3 O’CLOCK

UNDER AUSPICES OF THR

HENRY GEORGE ASSOCIATION

JOHN Z. WHITE

W:lll Lecture Each Sunday Afternoon during June. Subject
‘“Questions and Answers on the Single Tax.”

Lectures every Thursday Evening throughout the year in Lecture Hall, 608, same building.

A THURSDAY. JUNE 11th — HON. JOHN J. McMANAMAN,
: ‘‘ The Grand Jury System,"

THURSDAY. JUNE 18th — GEOQ. A. SCNILLING, ‘¢ Twenty-
Eight Years in the Labor Movement in Chicago."

THURSDAY, JUNE 25th—H. B. LOOMIS, *‘The Single Tax."

| THURSDAY. JULY 2nd — HON. THOMAS G. MOELLIGOTT,
‘* The Torrens Land System.'

THURSDAY. JULY 9th — LEON HORNSTEIN, ‘A Review of
Tom Wataon's *8tory of France.'"

THURSDAY, JULY 16th — JAGOB C. LeBOSKY, ‘‘The Sweat
Box—The Tool of Tyranny." '

THURSDAY, JULY 23rdi—ADDISON BLAKELY, * A Review of
Henry Demorest Lloyd's * A Country WithGut Strikes.’' "
THURSDAY, JULY 30th— HONORE J. JAXON, Secretary for the National Council of Metls

or French Indian Federation of the N.W. ¢‘A Review of the Causes and Events of the
Riel Rebeliion.’
THURSDAY, AUG. 6th — L., P. STRAUBE, Secretary and Business Manager of Allied Printing
Trades Councll and Kditor of Allied Printing Trades Journal. ‘‘The Reiation of Labor Unions
to the Question of Taxation."
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