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It is impossible not to sympa-
thize with the Canadians in their
irritation over the decision
{p. 446) of the Alaska boundary
commission. Their feeling that
they have been tricked by Brit-
ish-American diplomacy in the
guise of judicial arbitration, finds
much in the circumstances to ex-
cuse it.

The question at issne concerns
the patriotism of Canada deeply.
It has concerned Great Britain
but little or not at all. Canada has
been at fever heat about it; Great
Britain has been indifferent. In
these circumstances Great Brit-
ain, assuzerainoverCanada,made
an arbitration treaty with the
United States under which there
was no reasonable probability of
any award at all except one ad-
verse to the Canadian claims.

The matter came about in this
wise. Canada dealt directly, at
first, with the United States,
through a joint commission organ-
ized for the purpose of agreeing
upon a treaty which Great Britain
and the United States might
adopt. The Canadian commis-
gioners proposed an arbitration
tribunal consisting of three dis-
tinguished jurists—one to be
chosen by Great Britain, another
by the United States,and the
third by the other two. This emi-
nently fair proposal the United
Btates rejected, proposing in-
stead that the tribunal consist of
8ix jurists, three to be chosen by
each side. Such a tribunal could
not come to an agreement unless
at least one member were to defy
his home sentiment and join the
“enemy”—a contingency much

more likely to result, in a doubt-
ful case, from diplomatic influ
ences or bargainings than from
any judicial considerations. Ap-
parently awakened to the absurd-
ity of insisting upon a tribunal of
that kind, the American commis-
sioners finally offered to accept
the Canadian proposal of three
arbitrators, provided the third,
who wouldreally be umpire,should
be selected from a South Ameri-
can republic. But the Canadians
would not agree to this; they in-
sisted upon a European umpire.
Here again the Americans were
less fair than the Canadians.
For whereas any South American
umpire might have been subject
to diplomatic pressure from the
United States, it would have been
easy to choose a competent and
absolutely independent jurist
from France,NorwayandSweden,
Holland or Switzerland. TUpon
this disagreement the commission
broke up, and Great Britain nego-
tiated an arbitration treaty with-
out any preliminary agreement
between the United States and
Canada. In the light of what pre-
ceded this treaty, as noted above,
and of what followed it, there is
certainly room for reasonable sus-
picion that the treaty was agreed
upon under a diplomatic arrange-
ment for a decision adverse to
Canada.

The treaty provided for an ar-
bitration tribunal of six jurists,
three to be chosen by each coun-
try, and the majority to decide.
This was the identical scheme
which Canada had rejected as un-
fair, and properly so. Then came
the selection of jurists, which was
startlingly significant. Great
Britain chose two Canadians and
a distinguished English judge, re-
cently attorney general. That was
fair, at least upon the face of it;
for it supplemented two partisans
with a man approximating, appar
ently, as close to an impartial um-

pire as the treaty permitted. But
the United States appointed three
partisans. One of these, Senator
Turner, who hails from the State
of Washington, which is affected
by the boundary question more, if
possible, than any other State,
mightbetterhave withdrawnfrom
politics and gone into the busi-
ness of rag-picking had he decided
in favor of Canada. He certainly
would thenceforth have been per-
sona non grata in the State of
Washington. His colleagues,
Lodge and Root, were no better.
They would have worked deadly
harm to President Roosevelt’s
prospects of reelection had they
decided in favor of Canada, and of
course they knew it. It was hu-
manly impossible for any one of
these three men to decide other-
wise than as American partisans
so long as there was even an ap-
pearance of justice or of legal
right to the American claims. So
the arbitration tribunal was com-
posed, under the most favorable
view regarding its judicial char-
acter, of three American parti-
sans, two Canadian partisans, and
an impartial English umpire. The
umpire might have made a dead-
lock had he favored Canada, but
he could by no possibility have
given the award to Canada with-
out converting one of the Ameri-
can partisans.

Inasmuch as the English judge
decided against Canada, is it any
any wonder that patriotic Canadi-
ans think of him now as a fourth
American partisan, made so by
some secret diplomatic arrange-
ment — an “understanding be-
tween gentlemen,” as Mr. Cham-
berlain would put it,—where-
by Canada wastolose her case and
Great Britain was to gain some
advantage of another kind in ex-
change? Suspicious minds may in-
dicate low motives, but it must
not be overlooked that suspicious
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circumstances tend to make suspi-
cious-minds.

Nevertheless, whether there
has been *“an understanding be-
tween gentlemen” across the At-
lantic or not, it is quite within
the possibilities that the award
against Canada was right in it-
self. It has been argued that this
inference is completely refuted by
the provision in the British-Rus-
sian treaty (p. 445) that the Prince
of Wales’ Island should belong
wholly to Russia. Such a clause
would have been unnecessary, so
the argument runs, if it had been
intended to run the boundary line
10 leagues into the interior of the
mainland at all points; for in that
case, no part of the island named
could possibly have fallen on the
British side of the line. This ar-
gument is plausible, but not more
so than one of the counter argu-
ments. We refer to the one that
contends that the naming in the
treaty of the summit of the moun-
tain range as the boundary line,
wherever the range summit was
not more than 10 leagues from the
coast, precludes the possibility of
supposing that there was an in-
tention of leaving any bays or
other inlets within British juris-
diction. The fact apparently is
that the geography of this coast
was 8o poorly known at the time
of the treaty as to make such ex-
pressions in the treaty as those
named almost valueless for pur-
poses of interpretation. The pur-
pose of the treaty makers must be
ascertained fromotherindications.
This purpose seems to have been
to give the coast territory to Rus-
sia, and what would now be called
“the hinterland” to Great Britain.
And such in substance is the
award of the arbitration tribunal.

A Canadian journalist, E.
W. Thompson, was quoted last
week (p. 456) in support of this
view. He had entered upon a mi-
nute study of the subject, thor-
oughly prejudiced in favor of the
(anadian contention; but he
emerged from that study with the
conviction that—

the purpose of the treaty was to give
Russia a coast strip which would serve

as an effectual barrier against the Hud-
son Bay company’s fur trade along the
coast north of latitude 54 degrees 40
minutes. Such a barrier could not have
been erected, except by giving Russia
possession of the flords,inlets or ‘“canals”
up to their heads.

To the same effect is the testi-

~mony of another distinguished

Canadian, Prof. Shortt, who occu-
pies the chair of political economy
at Queen’s University, Kingston,
Ontario. Prof.Shortt was report-
ed on the 21st from Kingston as
saying:

About three years ago I was asked to
write an article on the Alaskan bound-
ary question. I agreed to do so, presum-
ing from what I had read on the sub-
ject from the usual Canadian sources,
that at least as good a case could be
made out for the Canadian contention as
for that of the United States. The
result of my study was to con-
vince me that the Russian claims,
which were transferred tothe United
States, were 8o strongly supported by
the documents that it was impossible
to. make out a valid case for the Cana-
dian contention on the more important
points at issue.

Another instance of heroism in
peace (p. 452) isreported by the
newspapers this week. The cred-
it is due to Capt. Fisher and his
crew of life-savers at Race-point,
near Highland Light, Cape Cod.
Capt. Figher and his crew, seeing
a fishing vessel in distress, her
crew unable to escape through the
surf, launched a surf boat
through a tremendous sea that
threatened to overturn it. They
gained the side of the stranded
vessel with difficulty and through
danger, and nine of the ship-
wrecked crew jumped into the
surf boat. After a perilous trip
the rescued seamen were safely
landed. Again Capt. Fisher
headed the surf boat for the
stranded ship, but two giant
waves, the second larger than the
first, swamped it, and, hurling the
whole life-saving crew into the
sea, threw them back help-
lessly upon the beach. The
remainder of the shipwrecked
crew were finally rescued by
means of a mortar and breech-
es-buoy apparatus. Heroism of
this kind may be too common-
place even for honorable mention.
But it is worth while contrasting

it with the heroisms of war. To
save a score of human lives at the
risk of one’s own, may count in the
records of the great Judgment
Day; but if you want the plaudits
of “our hest people” and the re-
wards of valor now and here, yon
will get them more surely by kill-
ing a score—in strict accordance
with the laws of war, of course,
unless the killees are only tribes-
men.

It is reported of the younger
Mr. Rockefeller that when some of
his Bible-class members recently
suggested that certain modern
methods of getting great fortunes
could not be consistently prac-
ticed by Christians, he asked
if the manner in which these
men disposed of their wealth
did not count for something
to their advantage. This is
the new doctrine of Christian plu-
tocracy. Most of the velvety
clergvmen are preaching it. Not
hew you get your wealth, but
what you do with it, is the test
they are fond of applying. The
doctrine is not new. It was
practiced long ago by Jonathan
Wild, Sixteen-String Jack, and
Jack Sheppard. Perhaps the
excellent Mr. Rockefeller doesn’t
know who these worthies were, be-
ing unfamiliar with low-bred liter-
ature. Let him understand, then,
that they were highwaymen, who
soothed their consciences for
their un-Christian modes of get-
ting wealth from its owners by
their Christian habits of bestow-
ing it upon others.

Senator Gormanis trying to
carry the Maryland election for
the Democratic party of that
State by making a political issue
of President Roosevelt’s luncheon
with Booker T. Washington. If
this is what the Democratic party
stands for, the sooner it is wiped
out of existence as a weak imita-
tor of the false Democracy of pro-
slavery days, the better not only
for the country, but for the Demo-
cratic spirit of the country.
American Democrats want no re-
incarnation of Robert Toombs for
their political leader in these days
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when the natural rights of the
masses of all races are the stake
for which plutocrats are playing
in our politics. The true Demo-
cratic issues are drawn in Ohio,
not in Maryland.

When Mr. Herrick, the Repub-
lican candidate for governor of
Ohio told some guileless Repub-
lican farmers that the single tax
has been a failure whenever and
wherever tried, he displayed a
wealth of ignorance on fiscal sub-
jects which eminently qualifies
him, under the principles of the
merit system, to be the figurehead
of the Republican party in Ohio.
Not only has this single tax sys-
tem proved successful.in the in-
stances which we have enumer-
ated (pp. (404, 435, 451), but Mani-
toba may be mentioned as another
successful instance. Regarding
the experience of Manitoba, wearc
informed by W. A. Douglass, i
well-known accountant of Toron-
to, that—

About the year 1890 the farmers in that
Province called the attention of the Pro-
vincial ministry to the fact that for every
improvement made by the farmer, who
was developing the country, his taxes
were increased, and the taxes of the
speculator correspondingly diminished.
Consequently the late Mr. Norquay, then
premier of the Province, introduced a bill
into the legislature, worded as follows:
“Allland in rural municipalities used for
farming or gardening purposes, shall be
assesged as it would be assessed if it
were unimproved.”

Accordingly, since the year 1890 there
has been no taxation assessment of the
improvements of the farms and gar-
dens of that Province. When I was there
four years ago, I made inquiry of the
farmers and others as to the feeling of
the people regarding that method of tax-
ation, after an experience of nearly ten
years, and I received only one answer,
namely, that it gave universal satisfac-
tion. About a couple of years ago I
had the pleasure of an interview with the
Hon. Thomas Greenway, the successor
of the Hon. Mr. Norquay in the premier-
ship. and I put the question to him:
“Should I be safe in making the state-
ment that the abolition of taxes on im-
provements on the farms of Manitoba
is unanimously approved of?”’ His re-
ply was: “That is quite correct.” About
two months afterward I put the same
question to the Hon. Colin Campbell, the
attorney general of Manitoba, and he
fullv confirmed the testimony of Mr.
Greenway. Last Spring I met Mr. Stew-
art, member of parliament for Lisgar, in
Manitoba, and when I asked him if the

‘innovation was unanimously approved,
his reply was: ‘“‘Yes, by the farmers; but
not so with the speculators.” The tes-
timony of Mr. Macdonald, of Winnipeg,
was the most emphaticofall. This gen-
tleman was formerly Mayor of Winni-
peg. His statement was as follows:
“If any man were to propose to make
a change in the law, the people would
not ask him to go out of the door, they
would throw him out of the first win-
dow.”

This testimony in support of the
desirability of the single tax is pe-
culiarly valuable, because it comes
from a farming region, and the
single tax has been described by
land speculators as being espe-
cially objectionable to farmers.

Important steps in the direc-
tion of equitable taxation in New
York city are being taken by the
commissioners of taxes and as-
sessments. They have recently
issued directions to the deputy
tax commissioners, who perform
the work of assessing real estate,
in which they call -the attention
of the deputies to the amendment
to the charter requiring them to
state separately what would be
the value of each parcel if it were
wholly unimproved, and the value
of the same parcel with the im-
provements, if any. The deputies
are directed also to assess all
property at its market value as
the law requires. An examina-
tion of the assessments for 1903,
as compared with those for 1902,
shows a great advance toward
equitable valuations. It has been
believed by those acquainted with
the facts that heretofore vacant
land and costly residences_ have
been greatly under-assessed. This
is now being demonstrated. The
increase in assessed value for the
whole city is 42 per cent. On 173
parcels of the most valuable sec-
tion of Fifth avenue, opposite Cen-
tral Park, it is more than 100 per
cent.—from $18,000,000 to $37,
000,000. On one unimproved sec-
tion on Manhattan Island it is
75 per cent.—from $21,000,000 to
$36,000,000. The increase in an
unimproved section of the Bronx
is from $33.000,000 to $57,000,000,
or about 70 per cent. In the bor
ough of Brooklyn the increase is
on the average only about 29 per
cent.; but for some of the unim-

proved sections it is over 40 per
cent., and in one case 50 per cent..
The taxes upon tenements and
modest dwellings have been al-
most invariably decreased. This
is a result of the single tax idea
in actual even if only moderate
operation.

In view of the disclosures of
Chairman Salen, of the Democrat-
ic committee of Ohio, there is lit-
tle to wonder at about the Repub-
lican chairman’s refusal to unite
with the Democrats in publishing
accounts of their respective cam-
paign expenditures. Of the ex-
penditures the Republicans are
making, Mr. Salen says:

From the start no 1limit has been

placed upon the amount of money neces-
sary to accomplish a given purpose.
Every paper published in a foreign lan-
guage, whose support could be bought,
was given the price demanded. I have
seen the contracts between one of these
papers and the Cuyahoga and State Re-
publican committees, which called for
the payment of $3,000 to that one sheet.
Every Democrat who could be reached
by the allurements of money was given
what he asked, and just now a separate
division of money for various counties
is being made for the specific object of
“lining up” dishonest Democrats.
Mr. Salen gives a bill of particu-
lars of this county division of
funds, stating the amount for
each county. For Cuyahoga it is
$100,000; for Franklin, where Co-
Jumbus is situated, it is $12,000:
for Hamilton, the Cincinnati
county, it is $25,000; and the ag-
gregate runs up to a quarter of a
million or more. Not only does
Mr. Salen itemize this corrup-
tion fund, but he names the per-
sons in the several localities who
have its distribution in charge.
The campaign manager who, in
the face of charges as specific as
those of Mr. Salen, refuses to
agree to a joint publication of the
amount and nature of campaign
expenditures, thereby pleads guil-
ty to the charge of corruption. If
the Ohio clectorate can be de-
bauched, the Hanna combine in-
tend to debauch it at next week’s
clection.

When Mr. Herrick, Republican
‘andidate for governor of Ohio,
told the coal miners of New
Straitsville that every omne of



468

-The Public

Sixth Year

them could “rise to high rank if
he has the muscle, brains and
pluck,” he did not seem to realize
that he was accusing every one of
those working men of deficiency
in muscle, brains or pluck. Yet
that is what his foolish words im-
plied. The fact that these miners
have not risen proves their defi--
ciency, if Mr. Herrick’s assur-
ances are true. Mr. Herrick is
-evidently one of the public men
who, because they themselves
have risen from poverty to wealth
(never mind the “boosts’” on the
way), think that anyone can rise
if he only has their “muscle,
brains and pluck.” It is a highly
self-satisfactory state of mind.

THE OHICAGO TRAOTION QUESTION.

The people of Chicago are now
-entering upon another distinct
stage in the process of solving

* their traction problem (pp. 195,
225-29-31-41-42-48, 300-60-94, 401-
08-18-25-41-52-58). They are about
to determine (unless the city coun-
il prevents it by a premature ex-
tension of franchises), whether or
not they will immediately proceed
to the establishment of a system
-of municipal’ownership and oper-
ation of the Chicago street car
system.

The preliminary stepshave been
taken.

An act of the legislature en-
abling the city to own and operate
traction lines (p. 196) was passed
last Spring. It is known as “the
Mueller act.” But this act can
have no effect in Chicago until
adopted by the people of the city
upon a referendum vote. At pres-
ent it is not a law in Chicago.

It is, however, to be submitted
to a referendum vote at the Chi-
cago city election in April next.
Provision for its submission was
made by the city council (p. 458) a
week ago.

Upon the adoption of this act by
the people of Chicago at that elec-
tion, the city will have the pow-
er—

1. To own street railways within the
corporate limits of the city.

2. To operate the street railways so
owned; provided three-fifths of the
voters at a referendum election voting
on that question vote in favor of it.

3. To lease the street railways so
owned, for not longer than 20 years:
no lease to be valid for more than five
years (if a referendum is demanded by

ten per cent. of the voters), unless the
lease is approved by a majority vot-
ing thereon at a referendum election.

4. To borrow money on the credit
of the city for the construction or pur-
chase and the operation of its street
railways; provided that the constitu-
tional debt-limit of the city be not
thereby exceeded, and provided, also,
that at a referendum election two-
thirds of the voters voting thereon
vote therefor.

5. In lieu of thus borrowing money
on the credit of the city, to issue
‘“street railway certificates” payable
out of the revenues of the street rail-
ways so owned; provided that at a
referendum election a majority of the
voters voting thereon vote therefor.

6. “To acquire, take and hold any
and all necessary property, real, per-
sonal or mixed, for the purposes speci-
fied in this act, either by purchase or
condemnation in the manner provided
by law for the taking and condemning
of private property for public use.”

The provision last above noted,
which authorizes the “condemna-
tion” of all existing street car
property upon proceedings insti-
tuted by the city, raises the most
important consideration now at
stake in the matter. Itis because
that provision is contained in “the
Mueller act” that the traction
companies and their friends are
straining every mnerve to se-
cure a compromise between the
city and the companies before the
adoption of “the Mueller act? at
the April election. To nullify this
provision would be one of the ef-
fects, if, indeed, it is not one of the
chief objects, of the “tentative
ordinance” which the traction
committee of the city council has
just published as a compromlso
offer to the tractlon companies.

The anxiety of the traction in-
terests to accomplish that object
of nullification will be better un-
derstood, perhaps, if the circum-
stances are explained.

“Condemnation” proceedings
are not unfamiliar in their
general features. They are the
method whereby the public takes
private property for public use,
paying the owner its value.

In form, these proceedings are
simple enough The right to take
the property being a right of sov-
ereign power, only one question
remains when that right is as-
serted by the sovereign authority,
which in this country is the State.
The auestion that then remains is
the simple one of the valne of the
property, and this is decided by a

jury empanelled for the purpose.

Since the advent of mechanical
power the sovereign right to con-
demn private property to public
use has been extensively exert-
ed in behalf of highway corpora-
tions, principally railroads, on the
theory that they are agencies of
the State serving a public use.
Consequently a considerable body
of “condemnation” law has grown
up, partly legislative and partly
judicial, which tends to favaor the
corporations that require private
property for the public uses they
serve. For instance, if a jury as-
sess the value of such property at
more than the corporation is will-
ing to give, the corporation, upon
paying the trifling cost of the pro-
ceeding, may not only abandon
that proceeding, but may begin a
new one; and then another, and
another, and so on repeatedly un-
til a verdict satisfactory to itself
is'secured. Moreover, the ver-
dict, when so accepted, is final
as to the person whose property is
“condemned.” The jury, and not
an appellate court, is regarded as
the sole judge of the value of the
property. Thus in the 8Su-
preme Court of the United States
the “condemnation” of a right of
way across a railroad track in
Chicago was sustained, although
the jury had fixed the damages
at only $1; and in another
case, the Supreme Court of Illi-
nois sustained the “condemna-
tion” of a street car franchise in
Chicago, although the' jury had
fixed the damages at only one
cent.

With this body of “condem-
nation” law confronting them, is
it any wonder the traction inter-
ests of Chicago are extremely
anxious to complete a compromise
agreement with the city council
before “the Mueller act” becomes
law in that city?

When that act is adopted by
the people of Chicago next April,
the city will acquire the sovereign
right to seize for the public uses
incident to municipal ownership
and operation of street railways,
any of the property of the street
car corporations. To do this, it
need only apply for a jury to ap-
praise the value of the property;
and, if it accepts the jury’s ver-
dict, to pay that amount as dam-
ages for the seizure.

But it need not accept any ver-
dict that seems excessive. All it
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need do if a verdict is excessive is
to abandon that particular pro-
ceeding, upon paying some small
costs, and begin a new proceeding;
and so on repeatedly until some
jury renders a verdict that is not
excessive. Furthermore, the val-
vation fixed by the jury whose ver-
dict the city does elect to abide by
will be conclusive. ’

Consider now the practical ap-
plication to the street car ques-
tion of this “condemnation” pow-
er under “the Mueller act.”

If the city decides to own, ac-
quire and operate its own street
car system, or any particular linc
or part of a line, it can proceed to
condemn the streetcarproperty of
the traction companies — either
the whole system or one or
more lines or parts of lines, as
may seem most expedient. This
property consists of no more than
these three classes of things:

1. The tangible property, such as
tracks, trolleys, cables, power-houses
and machinery, cars, etc;

2. The legitimate franchises that are
still unexpired; and,

3. The ineffective and valueless 99-
year franchise.

In order to condemn all this
property to the use of the city,
nothing would be necessary, other
than “condemnation’ formalities,
but to empanel a jury to appraisc
its value. If that jury were im-
properly influenced and returned
an enormouslyexcessive value, the
particular proceeding could be
abandoned and a new one insti-
tuted; and this could be repeated
until a jury had fixed the value at
a reasonable amount, whereupon
the city eould accept that verdict
as final and proceed with its pol-
icy of municipal ownership and op-
eration, or suspend that policy
until the highest courts had
passed upon the “condemnation”
proceedings, as might be thought
best.

Let us stop. then, to ask: What
kind of verdict ought to be ac
cepted?

In the first place, a fair, even a
liberal, valuation, might properly
be placed upon the tangible prop-
erty—that of the first class enu-
merated above. In the next place,
for the legitimate franchises (the
second class enumerated above)
there might properly be allowed a
liberal bonus for the unexpired

terms. In the third place, the un-
expired part of the ineffective 99-
years franchise (the third class
enumerated above) might proper-
ly be appraised at one cent or one
dollar. Either valuation would be
sustained, unless judicial prece-
dents inuring to the benefit of pri-
vate corporations were overruled
when appealed to in behalf of the
public.

A verdict so found might be an-
alyzed about as follows, assuming
for simplicity of illustration that
the proceedings were for the *“con-
demnation” not of one line mere-
ly, but of the whole system:

1. For tangible property (the
amount estimated in tax-
ation proceedings by the
traction companies’ law-

{

h22) o N $11,000,000
2. For unexpired terms of
effective franchises (say).. 1,000,000

3. For the unexpired term of
the ineffective 99-years’

franchise (say) ........... 1
Total damages for ‘‘con-
demnation” .............. $12,000,001

In this manner a basis for the
settlement of the whole traction
question, including the 99-year
franchise problem in all its rami-
fications, could be made—fairly,

liberally, legally, and immedi-
ately.
The representatives of the

traction interests know this, and
are accordingly anxious to secure
an extension of franchises from
the city council before “the Muel-
ler act” becomes law in Chicago.
They want to use their valueless
99-vear franchise as a club to
force a compromise extension.
They do not want to have that
franchige valued and disposed of
in “condemnation” proceedings.

In some quarters it is arguned
that an extension of franchise be-
fore “the Mueller act” is voted on
will not prevent “condemnation”
proceedings, if the extension or-
dinance reserves to the city the
right to adopt municipal owner-
ship.

Thig view rests upon a retroac-

tive clause in  “the Mueller
act.” According to that clause,
when such a reservation is

made in a franchise ordinance, it
is to be “as valid and effective for
all purposes.” in case the city
afterward adopts “the Mueller
act,” as if the act had heen already
adopted.

It is to be observed, however, at
the outset, that if this were done,.
the value of the new franchise
would be an additional factor in.
“condemnation” proceedings, and
that an entirely new 20-years”
franchise would be of enormous-
value in that computation.

But consider what else is
volved.

If an extension of franchises
with that reservation were made,.
even in good faith, it would need-
lessly inject into the Chicago trac-
tion problem two entirely new
questions, upon which trouble-
some litigation might be based. It
would make an opportunity to
raise the question (1) of the valid-
ity of the retroactive clause itself,.
and (2) of the sufficiency of the res-
ervation in the extension ordi-
nance. It may be added that no-
such reservation as would give im-
mediate vitality to the retroac-
tive clause of “the Mueller act”
seems to have been inserted in the
“tentative ordinance” of the coun-
cilmanic committee.

It is urged in the same connec-
tion that if the proposedextension
ordinance were submitted to a ref-
erendum vote at the election next
Spring, there might be no objec-
tion to its passage by the city
council meanwhile. But in that
way, also, new questions for liti-
gation would be needlessly thrust
into the problem. The point
might be raised that there
was no legal authority for
a binding referendum and that
the extension ordinance had
consequently acquired legal va-
lidity upon its adoption by the
council, no matter how the people
might thereafter have voted. En-
tirely apart from the legal as-
pects of the matter, two street car

in-

referendums at the same elec-

tion—one for the adoption of an
enabling act conferring power to-
establish municipal ownership,
and the other for a franchise ex-
tension practically nullifying that
power for several years—would
give the Chicago newspapers,
most of which are opposed to mu-
nicipal ownership as long as it ean
be staved off, an excellent oppor-
tunity to confuse public senti-
ment and thereby to deceive the
people themselves into giving the
law to the city and the plum to the
traction companies.

Still another objection to ex-
tending the Chicago street car
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franchises before the people pass
apon the question of adopting
“the Mueller act,” is the objection
that such an extension would com-
plicate if it did not wholly nullify
the acquired right of the city to
wipe out the ineffective 99-years’
franchise with a verdict in “con-
«demnation” for nominal dam-
ages as to that claim. How easy it
would be to insert in such an ex-
tension ordinance some clausc
that could be held to amount to
an agreement conceding value to
that valueless franchise. If this
were done, the jury in “condemna-
tion” proceedings would be bound
by the agreement. They would
Thave to value the valueless fran-
chise not at its true value but at
itsagreed value. Evenif the agree-
ment did not seem to be very
plain, it could be made a basis for
litigation.

Or, the 99-years’ claim could be
nominally abandoned in the com-
promise agreement for an exten-
-sion, but be really perpetuated by
changing its form; as, for exam-
Pple. by making an agreement that
the city shall take over the prop-
«erty of the companies at some ex-
cessive valuation when it estab-
Tishes municipal ownership.

In go far as the “tentative ordi-
nance” of the councilmanic com-
mittee relates to this point, it ap-
pears to have been cautiously
drawn with the definite purpose of
substituting arbitration for “con-
demnation” in all future action by
the city with reference to traction-
company property. It would nul-
lify the “condemnation” clause of
“the Mueller act.”

In any possible view of the mat-
ter the proposition to “compro-
mise” with the traction compa-
nies by giving them an extension
of franchises before the vote
on “the Mueller act™, is fraught
with all manner of danger to the
municipal ownership movement;
and when the secrecy in which the
negotiations are conducted be-
tween the councilmanic commit-
tee and the traction companies is
considered, it is not without a sus-
picious flavor. The only safety for
the city is to keep the whole ques-
tion out of the domain of con-
tracts, and to bring it within its
proper domain of police regula-
tion. The region of contracts is
full of “vested rights” pitfalls;the
region of police regulation, inclu-
sive of the powers of “condemna-

'

tion” for public use, is clear and
safe.

The chairman of the committee
having these negotiations in
charge for the city council pro-
tests that the committee ought to
be trusted though it does hold se-
cret confabs with the traction rep-
resentatives. His protest was
made in explanation of a joint ses-
sion of the committee and the
traction representatives, from
which tlte councilmanic commit-
tee excluded authorized represen-
tatives of the organized move-
ment for municipal ownership.
“Like Caesar’s wife,” said this al-
dernian, pleading for himself and
his associates on the committee,
“they should be above suspicion.”

He was quite right. Theyshould
be. But unfortunately they are
not. Wherefore it may be as well
to drop the allusion to the Caesar-
ian family episode.

By no means do we imply that
these aldermen are suspected of
pecuniary corruption. That is not
the point. What they are suspect-
ed of, entirely apart from any
question of corruption, is dis-
guised hostility to municipalizing
the street car system. They are
suspected to be in favor of munici-
pal ownership but opposed to put
ting it into practice.

And that suspicion seems to be
pretty well supported by the cir-
cumstances. These very aldermen
were responsible for the clauses
in “the Mueller act” which make
municipal ownership and opera-
tion difticult to get and corpora-
tion ownership and operation easy
to perpetuate. It was they who
fixed up the provision in “the
Mueller act” which makes two
negative votes count as much as
three affirmative votes at a refer-
endum election on questions of
municipal operation of municipal-
Iv-owned lines, and only as vote
for vote on questions of leasing
the lines. It was theyv who fixed
up the provision that absolutely
requires a referendum on the
question of operation, but none
on the question of leasing unless

-the lease is for more than five

vears, and then only in case it is
petitiond for bysome 40,000 voters.
These facts alone are suspicious.
But in addition we find the same
aldermen hunting with miero-
scopes of a million magnifying
power, for difficulties in the way

of putting the provisions of “the
Mueller act” into operation, now
that they have been driven by pub-
lic opinion to take that act out of
the pigeon hole into which they
had buried it, and submit it to pop-
ular vote. The chairman of the
committee, for instance—he who
thinks, praperly enough, that he
ought to be above suspicion, like
Caesar’s wife—enumerates three
reasons for believing that munici-
pal ownership is impossible at
present. We quote his reasons
from the Chicago Examiner of the
26th:

First—The fact that 60 per cent. of the
lines by the terms of the ordinances con-
trolling them, and over which there is
no legal dispute, do not expire for some
time to come. The longest franchise
has about 14 years to run.

Second—The 99-year act, which con-
trols several of the main arteries to the
city, must be got out ot the way, either
by the determination of the courts orre-
linquishment by agreement, or on con-
ditions that the traction lines so affect-
ed receive a new grant.

Third—The impossibility at this time
of raising the money by the city of Chi-
cago necessary to construct, equip and
operate a system of street railways. It
would require at least $80,000,000 to
carry out municipal traction plans, and
such a sum {s out of the question.

He might have added that mu-
nicipal ownership is impossible
immediately because it takes time
to shift the ownership of so big an
institution as the Chicago street
car system. Of course municipal
ownership is impossible immedi-
ately. But the beginning of the
necessary proceedings is not im-
possible immediately. And as to
necessary delay, it will be much
shorter if steps toward municipal
ownership are taken immediately
than if they are postponed for five,
ten or twenty vears by a compro-
mise contract with the traction
companies.

None of the objections noted
above alludes to the “condemna-
tion” clause of “the Mueller act.”
Yet that clause sweeps away the
first and second objection alto-
gether. Can anyone be criticised
for suspecting the good faith of al-
dermen who raise such objections
without at least explaining away
the “condemnation” clause, which
nullifies them unless it can be ex-
plained away?

The only objection of the three
that requires any further consid-
eration is the third, namely, that
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Chicago could not raise the neces-
sary money to establish municipal
ownership. Let us consider it. For
that purpose we will suppose a sit-
uation.

Suppose the city council refus-
es to compromise with the trac-
tion companies.

Suppose the people adopt “the
Mueller bill” at the city election
next April.

Suppose the council thereupon
enters upon the consideration of
a municipal ownership and oper-
ation ordinance, such as “the
Mueller act” allows.

Suppose one of the traction
companies’ aldermen objects that
“it would require $80,000,000 to
carry out the plans of the pro-
posed ordinance, and that such a
-sum is out of the question.”

Suppose the alderman having-
the proposed ordinance in charge,
replies that he doesn’t believe
that it would require as much as

_ that. nor that the necessary sum

cannot be raised; but that he is
willing to proceed cautiously, and
therefore he moves to amend the
proposed ordinance, so as to make
it applicable to only one of the ex-
isting lines.

Suppose the traction compa-
nies’ alderman then objects that
the city cannot buy that line for
any reasonable sum because its
valuable franchise has some years
vet to run, while its valueless
99.vear franchise is a powerful
¢lub which it holds over the cityin
all negotiations.

Suppose the alderman incharge
of the ordinance then calls the at-
tention of the objecting alderman
to the power of “condemnation”
conferred by “the Mueller act”
and availed of by the proposed or-
dinance.

Suppose then that this silences
the objecting alderman and that
the ordinance passes the council.

Suppose that the short line in
question it thereupon “con-
demned.” the jury valuing its tan-
zible property and the unexpired
term of its valuable franchise
liberally, and its 99-yvear fran-
chise at its true value of one cent.

Suppose now that the owners
of the “condemned” line go into
the courts. They can attack noth-
ing but the sufficiency of the val-
uation. The right to condemn is
absolute, subject only to compen-

sation to be assessed by a jury.

Meanwhile the city may proceed
to operate the line, or it may de-
lay operating until the highést-
court has passed upon such legal
questions as are involved.

Is it asked how the city will get
the money to pay the compensa-
tion which the jury awards? By
selling the “streetrailway” certifi-
cates authorized by “the Mueller
act.” Would there be a market
for those certificates? Not much
of a market would be needed for
one line. But that aside, does any
sane person imagine that those
certificates would go a-begging
after the highest court had sus-
tained the city in a “condemna-
tion” case? They would instantly
be recognized as a good invest-
ment; and that they would in fact
be a good investment is proved by

"the nine vears® experience of Glas

gow.

From the moment that this tak-
ing over of one line had been ef-
fected, the whole street car ques-
tion would be settled. The own-
ers of the other lines wonld “fall
over each other” to sell out to the
city, and would gladly take their
pay in  “street railway certifi-
cates.” It is absurd to suppose
that certificates to the value of
$100,000,000 could not easily be
placed at par, sccured as they
would be under “the Mueller act,”
and buttressed by a test case de-
cision. But nothing like $100.-
000,000 would be needed.

Tet this plan of proceeding be
adopted, and within five years
Chicago would be setting her sis-
ter cities of the United States the
same splendid example in efficient
and profitable street car service
that Glasgow has set to the cities
of Great Britain and which 50
of them have followed. Five years
at the most. And that is the time
the aldermanie committee propose
giving the traction companies for
putting their lines into condition
for good modern service.

Meanwhile might not the com:
panies abandon their service?

If they did. the “condemnation”
proceedings would be so much the
easier. But they would not. Ne
franchise is mnecessary to hold
themtotheirjob. The experience of
Boston and of Washington prove
that mere licenses, revocable at
any day oranyhour,securefarbet-
ter street car service from private
companies than Chicago has beeun

able to secure with 20-year and
even 99-year franchises. Give the
traction companies a franchise
and they will forthwith stock-job
it, as they always have. Fight
them for the recovery of the pub-
lic streets, giving themn licenses
meantime, and they will have
nothing to stock-job. There will
be no way for ‘them to get money
but by earning it. o

When the possibilities for the
city under “the Mugller act™ are
considered, the ‘“tentative ordi-
nance” of the councilmanic com-
mittee appears to be such a braz-
en trifling with public sentiment
and the people’s interests as to
challenge all patience. '

It would doubtless be a good or-
dinance for the purpose of perpet-
uating corporation ownership and
management of the street car sys-
tem. But as a step toward mu-
nicipal ownership it is utterly
without merit.

It would probably nullify the
“condemnation” clause of ‘“the
Mueller act.” At any rate it would
open up delicate legal questions
on that point over which long and
vexatious litigation would be pos-
sible. And as to the 99-year fran-
chise, which is nominally abro-
gated, the city would have to pro-
ceed for 20 vears with the caution
and agility of a tight rope walker
to prevent a complication of cir-
cumstances which would énable
the traction companies, at the end
of this franchise, to coerce the
granting of another one by the
same kind of threats of litigation
that they now make with refer-
ence to the 99-vear franchise.
Even as to theoretical municipal
ownership, it is but Dbarely
squeezed into this “tentative or-
dinance.” The city could not
adopt municipal ownership until
1923. Tt could not take the first
step in that direction—the serv-
ing upon the companies of notice
of intention—until 1922. And un-
less it served that notice within
the 12 months between 1921 and
1922, the notice would be void and
the city would be bound by con-
tract to give another franchise
(by compromise) extending until
1943. What a magnificent oppor-
tunity for corrupting the council
of 1921-22!

For any other purpose than to
perpetuate private ownership of
traction rights in the streets of
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Chicago, that ‘“tentative ordi-
nance” is as misleading in design
as it is skillful in construction.

EDITORIAL OORRESPONDENGE.

Cincinnati, Oct. 27.—During this
campaign Mayor Johnson has visited
58 counties and addressed 130 meetings,
more than twice as many as Mr. Mc-
Kinley addressed in his famous cam-
paign. Johknson’s meeting hnere last
evening, considering the conditions un-
der which it was held, was perhaps the
most successful of the entire campaign.
Although the weather was unseasonably
frigid, the meeting was a warm one
from start to finish. - Four thousand
people crowded into the tent, which
had been located in an obscure quarter
of the city. There was no red fire, no
music or other contrivauces for attract-
ing the attention of the people. The
audience embraced all shades of citi-
zenship—professional men, business
men, mechanics and laboring men of
all degrees. It was a well behaved, or-
derly, intelligent, responsive audience:
an audience altogether indicative of an
aroused condition of political feeling in
this community, and, therefore, prophet-
ic of a large vote in opposition to the
autocratic rule of George B. Cox, ip
Hamilton county.

Mayor Johnson never spoke with
more force. His voice was as clear as
a bell. It could be heard distinctly,
every word clegrly enunciated, several
rods beyond the folds of the-tent. He
spoke for an hour and three quarters,
the last half hour being devbted to
questions, which were fired at him
from every part of the meeting. It
was evident to an intelligent observer
that the questions were prepared by
men who had a thoraugh grasp of the
political situation in this State and
who knew how to state the point con-
cisely and quickly. But every one was
answered like a flash and then elabo-
rated so eloquently as to surprise even
the admirers of the speaker.

Mayor Johnson gives no evidence of
anxiety as to the result. He declares
with confidence and emphasis that he
has Mark Hanna defeated. In appear-
ance and manner he is as serene and
unconcerned, as full of life and ener-
gy, as if he had not done anything more
than take exercise sufficient to keep
his blood circulating freely; and he
looks as happy and jolly and smiling as
a boy of 17 who never had a care in
the world. Arduous campaigning in
all kinds of weather, speaking, fre-
quently from four to five times a day
and sometimes as high as seven, ap-
pears to have agreed with him, for his
eye is bright and his energies seem to
be unabated.

After Johnson finished his speech he
invited all the visiting demo-

cratic Democrats who have been
conducting the street nfeellngs for
the past ten days to accom-
pany him to a downtown restaurant,
and around one table 20 in all were
seated, with Mayor Johnson at the
head. Anecdotes and reminiscences,
in which “The Prophet of San Francis-
co”” was the central figure, were in-
dulged in until two o’clock in the
morning. The meeting then broke up
only at the insistence of some consid-
erate friends of Mayor Johnson, who
knew that he had to leave the city at
5:50 in the morning.

Could the cohorts of privilege have
listened, and have come in touch with
the spirit that animated each one of that
little group, they would have realized
that they are now merely engaged in
a skirmish, even if their boasts come
true that on the morning of November
4 Tom L. Johnson will find himself de-

.feated by one hundred thousand ma-

jority. .

At the tent meeting last night the4

vresiding officer, Judge Harmon, who
was attorney general in President
Cleveland’s cabinet, first introduced
Prof. Lybarger, of Philadelphia, who
recited the well known poem “Ninety
and Nine,” following it with an
eloquent speech in harmony with the
sentiment of the poem, which was en-
thusiastically received by the vast
audience. In introducing Mayor John-
son, Judge Harmon made a strong plea
for harmony in the ranks of the Dem-
ocratic party.

Street meetings are held at half a
dozen points in the business center of
Cincinnati, beginning promptly at 12
o’clock. All are kept up for two hours,
and now two of them, at Fountain
Square and Fifth and Race streets, are
kept going until dark. They are again
started at 7:30 and continue until near-
ly midnight. Congressman Robert Ba-
ker, of Brooklyn, N. Y., who has been
speaking several times every day for
nearly two weeks, says of these meet-
ings:

The success of the street meerings here
is beyond question. Where lethargy and
indifference prevalled ten days ago, the
audiences are now casily secured, and are
held by the speakers for hours. From six
to tenr meectings @ day have been held, at
two points, being contitued every day for
from four to five hours. This strain upon
our out of town fricnds has been great, but
they feel well repald by numerous evi-
dences that have come to haund of the (f-
fect of their specches. Qulte a number
have openly proclaimued their conversion,
and it iz within tile truth to put the a tual
chunge of votes to Johnson and the Demo-
cratic ticket at not less than three thou-
sand. Several of our friends, judging from
the marked change in the temper of our
audiences, believe it will be much greater,
and that Hamiiton County will not give
more than 20 Republican plurality, de-
spite 10,00 fraudulent votes,

D. S. LUTHER.

Cardinal Newman says that a con-
servative is a man who is at the top of
the tree, and knows it, and means never
to come down.

NEWS

Week ending Thursday, Oct. 29.

The heavy fighting of the Ohio
campaign appears to be centering
in Cuyahoga county, the home
county of Mayor Johmson. At
any rate, the Republican news-
papers are predicting a Republi-
can majority of 100,000 in the
State at large, and reporting that
nothing 12mains for them to do
but to recover Cleveland and Cuy-
ahoga from Johnsonism, an event
which they also predict confident-
ly. This, they hold, will drive
Johnson out of Ohio politics.
Johnson expresses his confidence,
on the other hand, that the Re-
publicans will not only lose Cuya-

hoga county by an increased ma-

jority against them, but that their
majorities in the State at large
will be greatly reduced. While
virtually conceding Herrick's
election as governor, he predicts
the defeat of Hanna for the Sen-
ate.

From his large meeting at Mt.
Vernon, on the 19th (p. 457), Mr.
Johnson went on the 20th to Mil-
lersburg, in the strong Democrat-
ic county of Holmes, where he
spoke at a tent meeting attended
by 3,500. This is the home of one
of the eight Democratic members
of the legislature (“black sheep™
who voted for the street-franchise
“curative’ act against which their
party was pledged (p. 113), and
whose treachery to the people
Johnson has exposed and de-
nounced at all his meetings. The
Holmes county member, Mr. Col-
lier, was not present to defend
himself. although he had been in-
vited and assured a fair hearing
and courteous treatment. But
later in the same day, at Shreve,
in the Democratic county of
Wayne, the home of another of
the “black sheep”—Uriah F.
Wells—the situation was differ-
ent.  Mr. Wells appeared.

v

The incident at Shreve was so
unique in Ameriecan political cam-
paigning that we reproduce the
report of it by the Cleveland Plain
Dealer’s staff correspondent, Carl
T. Robertson:

Mayor Johnson met Wells immediate~
ly after the flaying of Collier, having
left Holmes county and entered Wayne
at Shreve, on the way to Wooster for &
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pight meeting. A crowd of 1,600 and a
band was awaiting at Shreve, the
arrival of the ‘red devil.” An im-
promptu committee of prominent citi-
zens stepped forward to greet and wel-
come the mayor, and among these was
Wells, of Wayne.

“How de do, Brother Johnson,” said
Wells, of Wayne, extending his hand.
“How de do, Brother Wells,” was the
noncommittal reply of Mayor Johnson,
as he limply grasped the proffered fin-
gers of the Shreve statesman. This was
the extent of tl/:e conversation between
the candidate and the “curativist” for
the time being.

Johnson .was grabbed and surrounded
by the local committee and was begged
to say nothing bad about Wells during
his speech in Shreve. ‘“You see,” they
explained, ‘“Wells i{s for the ticket all
right, and he’s got a lot of friends, and it
would be unwise to antagonize him.”
“It would be cowardly,” replied the
Mayor. “to denounce these black sheep
all over the State and then for reasons
of policy to keep quiet when in the home
of one of them. I do not believe in that
kind of campaigning.”

After the Mayor had been introduced
he lost no time in getting after Wells.
He said a few pleasant things about the
size of the crowd, the cordiality of the
reception and the pleasure he expe-
rienced in being able to be in Shreve and
to address its populace, and then it was
the turn of Wells of Wayne. ‘I have
been saying some very harsh things,”
sald the speaker, ‘‘of the eight Demo-
cratic legislators, who, .in the last legis-
lature, proved false to their party and
their platform, and voted for the so-
called curative act or Cincinnati steal.
One of these eight Democrats was your
fellow townsman, Mr. Wells. Of all the
eight Mr. Wells has been the only one
who has spoken to me since that time.
This afternoon Mr. Wells shook hands
with me. I shall try to be fair with Mr.
Wells in what I have to say. Your com-
mittee has asked me not to make any
reference to Mr, Wells in my remarks
here. I cannot be cowardly and omit to-
day here in Mr. Wells's presence what I
have said in every other county which
I have visited. I do not think Mr. Wells
would ask me not to say before his
face what I have said behind his back.”

The Mayor then reviewed the history
of the curative legislation, the stand of
the Sandusky platform in opposition to
the granting or renewal of street rail-
way franchises without a vote of the
people and the great pressure which
was brought to bear to secure the pas-
sage of the curative act,

“Mr. Wells cannot plead ignorance,”
continued Mr. Johnson. “He knew both
sides of the question. Representatives
of both sides talked to him. My whola
point is that when a man is elected on a
platform he is bound to vote in accord-
ance with the declarations of that plat-
form. If he does not intend to stand on
the platform he ought not to let the peo-

ple vote for him. This, in short, is my
complaint against Mr. Wells. During
the campaign I have said some pretty
hard things against Mr. Wells and his
associates. I am not putting it nearly
as strong to-day as I have on other oc-
casions. I have been asked not to.
(Laughter. )Now, I am going to give Mr.
Wells a chance to reply to what I have
said. If he has any objection to makeI
invite him to come forward and make
it. 1 shall treat him courteously.”

Wells, of Wayne, was not slow to ac-

cept the invitation to come forward. He
promptly arose, but instead of entering
into a discussion of his own curative
record, Wells asked Mr. Johnson & num-
ber of questions of a general nature, in
no way related either to Wells or the
curative act.

“Did you ever hold an interest in a
street railroad with a franchise extend-
ing for 999 years?”’ asked Wells.

“I have owned an interest in two dif-
ferent roads with 999 years’ franchise,”
replied Mr. Johnson. “I never, however,
asked for a 999-year franchise, or a 50-
year franchise. I merely bought up a
number of roads which had been granted
these long franchises by foolish people.
When I was in the street railroad busi-
ness I was in it to make money; and,
while I never asked for these franchises,
1 did not hesitate to purchase a road
which had already received such valua-
ble grants.”

The second question of Wells, of
Wayne, was still more remote from the
curative act: ‘“When a member of Con-
gress did you make a mistake when you
voted against the coupler act?”

“Yes,” replied the mayor. “I made a
mistake. There is no man who does not
make a mistake. When the eoupler bill
was introduced I thought it was some
scheme to benefit the holders of a cer-
tain patent, a scheme to grant a special
privilege, and I opposed it. It was a mis-
take, and I recognized it soon after. The
bill was a good oite.”

Wells, of Wayne, had a third question,
“You claim that vou are working for
the interests of the people of Cleveland.
How then do you account for the fact
that under your administration the ex-
penses of the city have increased $260,-
000 a year, and that the tax levy has
been raised?”’

“The expenses of the city have not in-
creased in proportion to the increase in
population,” replied the Mayor. *‘We
have haq many new improvements made
necessary by the city's growth. But the
best answer to this charge is that the
people of Cleveland, who alone are in-
terested, have in five successive elec-
tions vindicated my administration.”

Wells, of Wayne, had no more ques-
tions, but he had not finished. *“Mr.
Johnson,” he said, “I never said an un-
kind thing about you in my life, I
wouldn’t do it, because we belong to the
same church, and I have always felt
kindly towards you on that account.”

“That’s right,” assented the Mayor,

“we're both Campbellites. If you say
you have never said an unkind thing
about me I will take your word for it. I
must say, however, that your questions
which you have just asked me, and
which had nothing to do with the mat-
ter which we were discussing, appeared
to me to have been intended unkindly.”
. “You said,” suddenly exclaimed
Wells, “that we were paid to vote for
that bill.”

~ “No, I never said that,” replied the
Mayor. “I never said you were dishon-
est. I do not know whether you are
dishonest or not. I know that the pas-
sage of that act was worth from $25,000,-
000 to $40,000,000, and that they were
spending a great deal of money. .I know
that there was not a cent to be spent on
the side of the people, the side which
you were bound to stand on when you
were elected on the Democratic plat-
form.”

“I voted for that curative act because
I thought it was right,” declared Wells,
of Wayne. “No man ever approached
or offered me a cent.”

“Now, Mr. Wells,” said the mayor,
most blandly, “when you asked me
about that coupler bill I admitted that
I made a mistake. Will you not now
admit that you made a mistake when
you voted for that curative act?”

“No, T will not,” replied Wells. “I
think I voted right.”

“You have a right to your opinion,”
said the Mayor, and therewith dropped
Wells, of Wayne, from further consid-
eration. He proceeded to make to the
people of Shreve a speech on the issues
of the campaign, and in no way referred
to Wells again.

But the strangest incident of all came
when the Mayor had finished his speech
and was about to depart. Wells pressed
close up to the automobile and again ex-
tended his hand ‘to bid the mayor
“good-by.” “It’s all right, Brother John-
son.,” he said, and the Mayor is still
wondering just what Wells, of Wayne,
meant. But the two shook hands and
parted as the best of friends would part.

Several other meetings were ad-
dressed by Mr. Johnson on that
day, the last being at Wooster, in
the same county of Wayne. where
the audience, wmeeting in the
opera honse, numbered 1,000. On
the 21st he addressed seven meet-
ings, none of which numbered less
than 500 auditors, the last one
being at Canton, in the Republi-
can connty of Stark, where the
audience nnmbered 5.500. At this
and one other of these meetings
Mr. Johnson referred to the sin-
gle tax reform in substantially
the same terms.  As veported in
the speech at North Lawrence
(one of the seven), in the connty of

Stark, he said, on that point:
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When they say it is a tax on land
they are deliberately telling what they
know is untrue. If the single tax wil
not reduce the taxes of the farmers by

one-half I'll quit being a single taxer !

and will vote for Mark Hanna. It will
also reduce the taxes of those who live
in rented houses. The single tax pro-
poses to place taxation on land values,
and it would fall upon steam railroad
rights of way, upon coal mining lands,
upon street railroad franchises in our
cities, and not upon the mechanic or the
tfarmer. The farmers now pay one-half
of the taxes and do not own one-tenth
of the land. Single tax, I regret to say,
is not in this campaign. My interest in
politics is the single tax, and my hope is
that some day the Democratic party will
take it up as one of its principles.

Mayor Johnson returned to
Cleveland on the 22d, after ad
dressing four meetings in the Re-
publican county of Carroll during
the day. He had. up to this time,
spoken at 130 meetings in 55
counties. The Cleveland meetings
at which he spoke on this day
were three in number; two of
them were large-—1.500 and 3.000
respectively. The 23d was devoted
to the overwhelmingly Republi
can county of Geauga in the day
time and to Cleveland at night;
while on the 24th the afternoon
was given to Conneaut and the
evening to Ashtabula, both in the
overwhelmingly Republican coun-
ty of Ashtabula. On the 26th,
after addressing a meeting of
4.000 at Greenville, in the Repub-
lican county of Darke. Mr. John-
son held his first tent meeting in
Cincinnati, a vreport of -which will
be fonnd in another column under
the head of “Editorial Corre-
spondence.” From Cincinnati Mr.
Johnson went, on the 27th. to Cir.
cleville, in the Democratic county
of Pickaway, where his last meoi
ing outside of ¢ leveland and vi-
cinity was held.

Cincinnati had been prepared
for Mayor Johnson's coming by a
campaign of street meetings (p.
458). At first these meetings were
small and were ignored by the lo-
cal papers. But on the 22d a street
sprinkler drove his cart through
one of the meetings, under ecir-
cumstances  which  foreed the
newspapers to notice the mali-
cions incident, and from that time
on the meetings grew in number
and size and some of them were
held from mnoon until into the
night every day, with continuous

speaking. The speakers and man-
agers included—

Daniel Kiefer, Charles Stewart, Wal-
ter H. Beecher, Prescott Smith, William
Scherer, Herbert S. Bigelow and G. S.
Turnipseed, of Cincinnati; Congress-
man Robert Baker, and William E.
Hicks, of New York; L. P. Custer, of St.
Louis: Thomas Bawden, of Detroit; Lee
Francis Lybarger and W. L. Ross, of
Philadelphia; George Bigley, of Colum-
bus, O.; William Radcliffe, of Youngs-
town, O.; William Horan, of Portland,
Ore William W. Rose, of Kansas City,
Mo.. and R. T. Snediker, of Kansas
City, Kan.

The first meeting of the final
tour of Ohio by Senator Han-
na and Mr. Herrick (p. 457) was at
New P’hiladelphia, in the Demo-
cratic  county of Tuscarawas.
where Senator Hanna gave his
version of the single tax reform,
with which Mayor Johnson is
identified. He said:

The Insidious doctrine championed by

Henry George is as venomous as the
fangs of a snake. It does not belong to
America and never can and never will
stand here. It must be crushed out in
this State November 3. Free trade and
free silver are bad enough, but when
you add to it Socfalism. Communism
and Johnsonism it is more than the peo-
ple of Ohio can stomach.
On the 2181, at Zanesville. in the
Republican  county  of Musk-
ingum. where William J. Bryan
had recently spoken (p. 458), in
replyving to Mr. Bryan Senator
Hanna said:

With all the eloquence at his com-
mand and with the winning smile since
borrowed by Tom Johnson he came here
this Fall. Why? Because he was the
only man in the country whom John-
son could induce to help him out. I
‘hope Mr. Johnson is paying his ex-
penses. It would be too bad otherwise.
There are the other Democrats, all in
hiding because they don’t believe in
Tom Johnson and his vaporings. Now
this man Bryan says that I insist that
unless there is a Republican success in
this State there will be a panic. He
ought to know for he was instrumental
in bringing about a fearful crisis.

He says I did not dare to come here be-
cause the soap factory has closed down.
Well, I am sorry for his followers here
if they are short of soap. If the
soap factory in Zanesville is going to
produce a panic over this country it will
give these seclf-claiming patriots the
chance to lift aloft their evil sounding
laughter. I am accused by Mr.
Bryan of working solely in the interests
of a ship subsidy bill. I am here and
ready to take that up with you now.

. . I happened to take a little excur-
sion out into Nebraska to the very home
of Bryan in 1900 and I paid my compli-

ments to that gentleman at three meet-
ings. No hall was large enough to hold
the people, so I addressed 20,000 peopla
in the open. And what was the result?
He did not carry his precinct, ward,
county or State. The Republicans made
a clean sweep. No, Bryan is as dead as
the issue of free silver, which he now
himself in secret admits is dead. He
doesn’t preach any more unless he is
most liberally paid, and he wants his
pay in sound money at 100 cents on the
dollar.

As the Republicans in  Musk-
ingum county arc disturbed by
factional differences over the leg-
islative candidate, Senator Han-
na referred to the matter and said
to his aundience:

If you do not like your legislative
candidate remember you are voting for
me. -

From New Philadelphia Hanna
and Herrick went, on the 22d, to
Caldwell, in the Republican coun-
ty of Noble, then to the miners’
town of Byesville, and finally to
Cambridge, in  the Republican
county of Guernsey, holding large
meetings at each place. Four
meetings were addressed by both
candidates on the 23d, largely to
workers in the c¢lay potteries and
coal mines of the c¢lose county of
Hocking * and the Republican
county of Perry. It wasat one of
these meetings, before an audi-
ence of 600 coal miners at New
Straitsville, that Mr. Herrick
said:

I know that everybody in New Straits-

ville can rise to high rank if he has the
muscle, brains and pluck. He does not
need money. I know this because no
boy ever started in life poorer than I
did.
The day's mmp.ugnmg ended at
Shawnee, in the Republican coun-
ty of Perry, where the small opera
house wus crowded.

The validity of the “anti-an-
archist” law enacted by Congress
last winter (vol. v, p. 743) is abour
to be tested in the case of John
Turner, an English communist
anarchist, who landed imr New
York (p. 458) on the 14th without
being observed by the immigra-
tion officers. Mr. Turner is chief
organizer of the retail clerks’
union of Great Britain, and a
member of the London Trades
Council. He had been announced
to speak in New York as follows:

Sunday. November 1, 3 p. m., at the
Brooklyn Philosophical association, in
the Long Island Business College.
South Eighth street; Sunday, Novem-
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ber 8, 8 p. m., at the Woman’s Henry
George club; subject: “The Labor
Struggle;” Monday, November 9, 8 p.
m., at Bronx Casino; subject: ‘‘The
Legal Murder of 1887;" Friday, Novem-
ber 13, 8 p. m., at the Manhattan Liberal
club, 220 East Fifteenth street; subject:
“The Essentials of Anarchism.”

One meeting preceding this pro-
gramme had gathered at Murv-
ray Hill Lyceum. New York on the
23d. This meeting is reported to
have been peaceable and the
speaking entirely within the law.
But in the middle of the speaking,
secret service detectives of the
United States. authorized by the
Secretary of Commerce and
Labor at Washington, and with-
out other authority, broke up the
meeting, and, arresting Mr. Tur-
ner, conveved him to Ellis Island,
aFederalgovernment reservation,
where, on the 24th, a special
board of inquiry, not judicial, de-
c¢ided that Turner was an “an-
archist” and therefore subject to
deportation under the Federal
law. A writ of habeas corpus
was immediately procured from a
Federal judge, Lacombe, by the
law firm of Pentecost & Campbell,
and under this proceeding the
constitutionality of the law and
the arbitrary proceedings under
it are to be tested in the courts.

bt .

The most conservative news-
paper of New York—the Evening
Post—refers to the Turner arrest,
in its issue of the 24th, as follows:

The first attempt at enforcing the
anti-anarchist act passed after the as-
sassination of President McKinley is
not only ridiculous, but alarming, to all
who hold to American ideals of personal
liberty. Last night Secretary Cortel-
you's TUnited States marshals broke
into a meeting and arrested John Tur-
ner as “an avowed anarchist.” Unques-
tionably the government means to de-
port him—a logical act under an absurd
law. Turner hgs made no incendiary
utterance in this country; he has not, in
the words of the law, “advocated the
overthrow by force or violence’” of any
organized government. When he
preaches the gospel of anarchy among
us it would be time to deport him. To
proscribe him because he may have
written or talked elsewhere against con-
stituted authority may be legal; it cer-
tainly is repugnant to American ideals.

REWS KOTES.

—William E. H. Lecky, the historian,
died in London on the 23d.

—A new cabinet for Norway, in place
of the Otto Blehr cabinet, was formed on

the 22d, by Prof. Hagerup as premier and
minister of justice.

—The Canadian Single Taxer, edited
by Alan C. Thompson and Arthur W.
Roebuck, has issued its first monthly
number, the number for Qoctober.

—Sir Henry Mortimer Durand, the
British ambassador at Madrid, has been
selected as British ambassador to the
United States, to succeed the late Sir
Michael Hicks.

—At a session of the French Cham-
ber of Deputies on the 22d, after an im-
portant debate on the general policy of
the ministry. the policy was sustained
by a vote of 332 to 233.

—Dr. Francis E. Abbott, professor of
philosophy in Harvard university in
1877-78, was found dead on the grave of
his wife, in the cemetery on Hale street,
Beverly, near Boston, on the 22d.

—At the Henry George association,
Handel hall, Chicago, the following
speakers are announced: October 29,
at eight, Miss Jane Addams, on “The
Moral Substitute for Wars.”

—The Industrial League of Independ-
ent Colored Voters began its second an-
nual conference at Cleveland on the
26th. Frank H. Warren, of Detroit, pre-
sided, and Harris R. Colby, of the city
administration, welcomed them in the
name of the city.

—The Supreme Court of Illinois de-
cided on the 28th that the State board
of tax equalization cannot be required
to assess railroad terminal property in
Chicago for local taxation, but has pow-
er only to spread out the total value
of railroad property over the lines.

—The board of Philippine commis-
sioners issued a proclamation at Ma-
nila on the 24th announcing the de-
monetization of the Mexican dollar on
and after January 1, 1904. Until that
date the coin will be accepted at all the
government offices in the Philippines, at
the usual rate, which is equivalent to 50
cents American money.

—Secretary Harry B. Walters. of the
Colorado State Federation of Labor,
(socialist) is sending out a call to all the
State federations in the United States
for a national convention, to be held in
Denver, beginning January 11, 1904. It
is expected that 300 or more delegates
will be sent to this gathering. Their
purpose will be to organize the unione
affiliated with the various state bodies
in a system similar to the United States
government.

PRESS OPINIONS.

HULL HOUSE AND FREE SPEECH. |
Chicago Record@-Herald (ind. Rep.), Oct.
28.—1t almost passes human bellef that any
person in hils right mind should find it in
his heart to malevolently assail the found-
ers of Hull Hou3e or to criticise the broad-
ly catholic spirit which animates them in
the conduct of this world-famous soclal
settlement. It will surprise most Chica-

-goans indeed to learn that the work of this

institution has been made the object of
attack. It will surprise them still more
to learn the occasion for this attack.
Singularly enough this attack is aimed at
what wouild be considered by most fair-
minded persons as essential to any sort of
a soclal settlement movement that pretend-
ed to be of any educafional value to the
community in which it is founded. It is
directed against the open forum. It chal-
lenges the right of Hull House to recognize
the principle of *free speech. . . . .
Whatever else Hull House stands for it
must stand for free discussion. It aims to
give every part of our soclal structure a
tongue. It makes no distinctions. It invites
vagaries as well as philosophies.. The
privileges of its open forum are given to
all alike. Its poiicy.is not suppressive, but
expressive. When it departs from this idea

it will not be a social settlement. It will
not be Hull House.
OHIO POLITICS. _

Cleveiand Recorder (Dem.), Oct. 26.—

There is little wonder that Hanna and
Dick do not desire to publish an account of
thelr campaign expenses before election;
or at any othor ume, as far as that goes.
The casual observation of any one is con-
vincing that the most gigantic effort is now
on foot to debauch the State of Ohio which
has ever been known.

Dubugue (Ia.) Telegraph-Herald (Dem.),
Oct. 2.—The Republicans have interjected
the single tax question into the campalgn
in the hope of frightening voters. The is-
sue has proved a boomerang, for Johnson
manifests the utmost willingness to dis-
cuss every phase of the George proposi-
tion. Mr. Herrick has devoted much of his
time to a discussion of the question, and
what he says admits of but one of two
conclusions: That he is densely ignorant
of the subject, or that he indulges in mis-
representation of it with malice afore-
thought.

Salem (0.) Daily HeraM (Dem.), Oct, 26.
—If Senator Hanna entertained a respect-
able opinion of the intelligence of the Re-
publican voters of Ohio, he never would
have publicly declared that his defeat
would precipitate an awful panic upon the
nation, and cause a suspension of the shops
and factories with all the consequent dis-
asters of such suspension. This proves too
much for him, and is a confession of the de-
plorable condition into which monopoly
rule has plunged the nation.

CHICAGO TRACTION QUESTION.

Chicago Examiner, Oct. 2 (Dem.).—As
to the value of this property we have for-
tunately very competent testimony. In
1901 all the property of the Union Traction
company was assessed at $15.000,000. In Au-
gust of that yvear Mr. W. W. Gurley, the
general counsel of the TUnion Traction
company, made an argument before the
board of review in which he declared abso-
lutely that the entire plant and all the
property of the Unlon Traction company
could be duplicated with the very best of
modern equipment, modern raiis, modern
cars, modern motive power, modern build-
ings, for $11.000,000, and he offered to pro-
duce the company's books and documents
to prove his assertion.

The new Paragon Dictionary contains
over a billion definitions. Ten thousand
editors have been at work eight years
inventing words for it.

The Paragon is sold with a hydraulie
crane, and is the only complete diction-
ary which women and children can con-
sult as readily as the strongest men.—
Life.
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“TOILING AND TOILING AND TOIL-
ING—ENDLESS TOIL.”

From the Chicago Chronicle of Oct. 22

“Lying on his parlor floor at 510
West Twelfth street, covered with a
black mantle and surrounded with
lighted candles and grief-stricken rela-
tives, after the manner of the Jews, lay
last night the body of Isaac Reingold,
the tailor-poet of the Chicago ghetto.

“Reingold was only 31 years old and
a tailor by trade, but was 8o
gifted with poetic feeling that his pa-
triotic and lyric poems have made him
famous all over this country, if not in
Europe. Tuesday evening he attended
the Star theater and while there wrote
a song—which was his last—with the
prophetic title, “I Have No More Time.”
At two o’clock the next morning his
wife awoke and found him dying, as
his physician says, of dilation of the
heart.

“Reingold, whose real name was Isaac
Toomim, was born in the province of
Zhitomir, Russia, and fled from his na-
tive country when he was 15 yearsold in
consequence of the persecutions waged
against his race. He came to America
the next year, spent one year in Balti-
more, another in New York and then
came to Chicago, where he lived until
his death. He married a Milwaukee
woman, who, with five children, survives
him.

‘“His poems were all composed as he
sat at his sewing machine, and related to
the sufferings of his race in Russia, the
Joy they experienced in finding an
asylum in America, their hardships in
the Chicago sweatshop, their longing
for home and peace and native land,
and their passionate desire for free-
dom. They are all in the Yiddish lan-
guage, and the following is the only
translation:”

The roaring of the wheels has filled my
ears,
The clashing and the clamor shut me in.
Myself, my soul, in chaos disappears,
I cannot think or feel amid the din.
Toiling and toiling and toiling—endless toil.
For whom? For what? Why should the
work be done?
I do not ask or know. I only toil.
I work until the day and night are gone.

The clock above me ticks away the day,
Its hands are spinning, spinning, like
the wheels,
It cannot sleep or for a moment stay,
It is a thing like me, and does not feel.
It throbs as though my heart were beat-
ing there,
Heart? My heart? I Know not what it
means.
The clock ticks, and below I strive and
stare,

And so we close the hours. We are ma-
chines.

Noon calls a truce, an ending to the sound.
As if a battle had one moment stayed,
A bloody fleld! The dead lie all around.
Their wounds cry out until I grow afraid.
It comes—the signal. See, the dead men
rise.
They fight again,
fight.
Blindly and knowing not for whom or why
They fight, they fall, they sink into_the
night.

Amid the roar they

HOW THE CANADIANS FEEL ABOUT
IT.
From the Toronto News.

Lord Alverstone (to Canada)—Is
there anything more I can do for you?

Canada—We would like to go on draw-
ing our breath. )

Lord Alverstone (to Messrs. Root,
Lodge and Turner)—Any objections to
our young friend continuing to use the
atmosphere?

Messrs. Root, Lodge and Turner
(cheerfully)—None at all—just now.

Lord Alverstone (with judicial air)—
My decision is that you areentitled to
the temporary use of all air not re-
quired for United States purposes.

A GOOD SHERIFF.

Sheriff Barry entertained four youth-
ful prisoners of the juvenile court yes-
terday. The four lads were taken up
stairs to the sheriff’s residence dite,
and there they were given their dinner
at Sheriff Barry’s own board. The rea-
son for the sheriff’s hospitality to the
prisoners is that he did not care to
have children of so tender an age in-
carcerated, even temporarily, in the
county jail.

All four of the lads had been given
a hearing In juvenile court. Their ages
ranged in years from seven to 12. All
had been taken from questionable lives,
and Judge Callaghan sent them to the
city’s farm school at Hudson. Hither-
to it has been the rule for boys so com-
mitted to be kept in jail until such
time as the Hudson authorities saw fit
to send for them. Barry objected
strongly to this, however, and yester-
day, after giving them their dinner,
sent them at his own expense to Hud-
son so as to obviate the necessity of
their being kept too long in the county
jail.—Cleveland Plain Dealer of Oct. 18.

MAYQR JOHNSON’'S WAY.
SUCCESSES OF ADMINISTRATION.
John Jones, of Toronto, superintend-

ent of streets and of garbage disposal in
the Canadian city, called upon President
Springborn, yesterday, after having
made an investigation of the street
cleaning methods in vogue in Cleve-
land. Mr. Jones said that the Cleveland

streets are much cleaner than those of
Toronto.

The methods in Toronto are very sim-
ilar to those in Cleveland, both “white-
wings” and sweeping machines being
employed. Toronto, however, has not
yet adopted the flushing machines which
have recently been provided in Cleve-
land.—Cleveland Plain Dealer of Oct. 24.

It is probable that the Cleveland sys-
tem of accounting, which has been de-
vised and inaugurated by Auditor Madi-
gan, will be prescribed by Auditor Guil-
bert, as the system to be adopted by all
the cities of the State.

E. H. Archer, an expert examiner
from Mr. Guilbert’s office, has been
conducting his examination in Cleve-
land for several weeks. Yesterday he
completed his labors. During his work
he made his headquarters in Mr. Madi-
gan’s office, and examined not only the
city accounts, but the accounts of the
board of education as well.

Mr. Archer said yesterday that with-
out doubt the Cleveland system, with
one or two minor changes, would be
adopted all over the State. He said that
Cleveland is the only city at present
which keeps a close itemized account.

Before leaving the city Mr. Archer
thanked Mr. Madigan for the courtesies
which had been extended to him.—
Plain Dealer of Oct. 24.

THE DEER AND THE MAN.

Deer hunting is now on in the Adi-
rondacks and the north woods.

It is great sport.

The method of procedure is as fol-
lows:

The hunter, having armed himself
with a trusty rifle, takes the midnight
train for the hunting grounds. He is
met at the way station by a fierce guide
and together they track through the
untrodden wilderness, until they come
to a convenient watching place.

And some time their patience is re-
warded. The preoccupied deer walks
out into the open. The hunter takes
careful aim. There is a puffless vuff
of smokeless smoke. And the deer
drops dead, shot through the heart.

Sometimes, however, the deer is not
killed at the first shot.

He staggers on through the woods,
leaving a trail of blood behind him—
and often an ‘excellent trail it is. This,
of course, adds to the enjoyment of
the pursuit. ’

‘'o the hunter the advantages of this
kind of sport are evident. .

In the first place he is perfectly safe.
Then he is indulging himself in *“‘man-
ly” exercise. He is also developing &
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reputation as a sport. And lastly, he
is killing something.

With science on your side to insure
absolute safety, to get out in the early
morning and kill something is fine
fun.

There are some misguided eritics
who assert that to make deer hunting
a really true and manly sport, the deer
ought to have the same chance to kill
the man as the man has to kill the
deer.

Furthermore, they seem to feel that
to lie in wait for a beautiful and inno-
cent animal, and deliberately murder
it, is not developing the most humani-
tarian instincts.

But these critics are old fogies.

To slaughter is always the preroga-
tive of the '‘dead game sport.”—Tom
Maseon, in Life.

THE RACE ISSUE AMONG THE IN-
DIANS.

A letter which appeared in the Baltimore
American of Oct. 12,

A friend writes me from North Da-
kota that echoes of the Democratic
campaign in Maryland have reached the
“wards of the nation”—the Indians—in
that State. These Indians, in a some-
what vague fashion (as politics is not
clearly understood by them), have
learned that i{n the East, where white
men are very plentiful, one Negro is es-
teemed to be superior to four white men,
in that it is feared that the one Negro
shall ultimately dominate the four white
men, by reason of his superior excel-
lence bodily and mental. It will thus
be seen that these Indians have gotten
hold of the Democratic contention in
the present Maryland campaign. These
Indians have given a name fo this tribe
of whites which, being translated, means
‘The Tribe - of - the - Four-White-Men-
Afraid-of-One-Negro,” and have ar-
ranged a totem for this name in their
sign language consisting of four white
figures done in chalk lying prostrate
with a black figure done in pitch holding
a rod over the white figures. These In-
dians regard this matter as one of im-
portance to themselves. No Indian of
good sense will admit his inferiority in
any way to a Negro. Upon the contrary,
he believes that he can beat the African
In any game he undertakes, whether in
peace or war. The average Indian
would regard it as a gross insult even to
intimate that the Negro is superior. In

this respect he differs entirely from the

Maryland Democrat, who holds that he
is not quite equal in ability to a quarter
of a Negro.

The Indians are talking of holding a

“sun dance” of the tribes of the North-
west to discuss this question. They
think they see a great opportunity for
themselves in this state of affairs. Their
logic is that if four white men, by their
votes, acknowledge their fear of being
dominated by one Ncgro the time of the
Indian has come. They fully believe
that one Indian is at least equal to one
Negro, and, generally speaking, greatly
his superior. They think they can whip
the Negroes, notwithstanding the diffi-
culty they have experienced in taking
the scalps of Negro soldiers whom they
have met on the field of battle and regard
as “black devils.”

This is a curlously odd phase of the
political situation, and would certainly
bring a smile to the lips of the average
citizen if it were not so sad to think that
in the evil days which have come upon
us when we have no political leaders
worthy of the name we have to resort
to such absurd political humbug as the
cry of “Negro domination.”

WILLIAM N. HILL, M, D.
Baltimore, October 10, 1903.

THOSE WHO SWEAT FOR IT.

From ‘‘the Pride of Telfair,” by Elmore
Elliott Peake. Harper Bros,

‘‘Here are some very interesting pa-
pers—to me,” observed Davenport, so-
cially taking them up. “They are the
abstract and deed of the Holbruok
farm, out in Turtle township. 1
bought the farm on Tuesday, held it
two days, sold it on Thursday and
made $2,000.”

Bowman started.

‘“That’s more money than I make in
a year,” sald he.

“It’s more than I make in two days,”
answered Morris, laughing. Perhaps
he was not wholly blind to the opera-
tions going on behind Bowman’s high,
white scholarly forehead, and rather
enjoyed the situation.

“It’'s easy money for you, Morris,
but somebody sweat for it,” the minis-
ter could not help saying.

“Yes, I have thought of that,” said
Davenport. “But with me it’s come
easy, go easy.”

“In that case I don’t know that you
could do better than let $60 of it go
toward the piano for the Sunday
school,” suggested Bowman, only half
in earnest.

“I'll do it,” said Davenport, and wrote
Bowman a check for the amount. “But
did you ever stop to think just who it
was that sweat for that money? Not the
man who has just bought the farm, for
he will make money on the investment.
Not Holbrook, who has just sold the
farm, for he bought the land for $30
an acre and sold it for $100, and has

lived off it for a quarter of a century
beqides. and lived well. Not the first
white man that owned it, for he got
the tract and thousands of acres be-
sides from the Indians for a barrel of
cheap whisky. Not the Indians, for
they never did anything for it except
to hunt over it.” .

“I should say the people who sweat
for that money were tne laborers who
have worked on the land all these
years and improved it.”

“No, for they received a due wage
for their labor. Now, I'll tell you who
it was. Not to go back too far; it was
the people who made the State of 1l-
linois, guaranteeing protection to life
and property. It was the people who
built the cities of this and neighboring
States, creating a merket for the wheat
and corn and stock which came off
that farm. It was the railroads which
made it possible to carry this wheat
and corn and stock to a market. It
was the men who made the steel which
made the railroads possible. These
people, thousands upon thousands in
number, sweat for that money, as I
see it.”

UNCLE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHN

BULL.
Printed from the Original MS.
Dear John: There is no sense, not a

bit, in Canada gettin’ mad. Trouble
with Canada is she did not study her
geography lesson when she was small.
Why, law me! that northwest boundary
has been about as well fixed as any-
thing else for fifty year. But you lead
me in one thing, John. You turned out
a man who placed his principles above
his party. I don’t believe you have two
of ’em; and I’'m mightily afeared I have
none at all, leastways, not in my con-
trollin’ party. I mind when the Hayes-
Tilden presidential election went to
my Supreme Court, there was no Lord
Alverstone in the bunch. They divided
on party lines, six to seven, I disremem-
ber, like carters in a tavern. They all
had principles, my justices had, but they
was rudimentary, and not conflictin’
with party ties, and I've never had no
great conceit of my Supreme Court
since. Same way with my politicians.
At the end of the Spanish war they took
all that Spain had in the Philippines;
and then took all that she didn’t have.

Now suppose a similar case. Suppose
gold was found in Canada West, and I
should suddenly discover that my line
did not run through the middle of the
chain of great lakes, but through the
middle of Hudson Ray. You'd say,
“Rats!”’and we’dappointa joint commis-
sion to sit on it. I would appoint on my
side the head-lights of my Republican
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party. Let's see; I'd appoint Mark
Hanna, Postmaster Payne and Theo-
dore. You would look my crowd over,
and you’d say:

‘““You are two men short, Sam; you
have left off Taffy the Welshman, and
Ali Baba, captain of the forty thieves.”

I'd say: ‘“Confound you'! Are youa
reflectin’ on my committee?”

You'd say: ‘“Reflect nothin’;
there ain’t a-goin’ to be any core!”

‘“What do you mean?”’ I'd say.

“Why, Sam,” you'd say, “ain’t that
the same gang of benevolent assimi-
lators that stole the Filipino Republic?
Take 'em severally—would Uncle Mark
Hanna do the George Washington, and
say: ‘I can tell a lie, but not such a
whopper as that; the boundary line is
and always was the middle thread of
the lakes." No, Uncle Mark might say:
‘The line runs through Hudson’s bay,
I carried the chain for Hudson when I
was a boy; and we'll let well enough
alone.’ Postmaster Payne would just
laugh; and Theodore—there are things
Theodore will not talke, and that’s flags.
No, Sam, Candda West is yours if you say
so, but I won't play with no loaded
commission and pretend I don’t know
it.”

And right you'd be, John. They are
bright boys, and I suppose I ought to
be proud of ’em; but sometimes they
make the old man a little ashamed. I
vum! I'd rather you had ’eni.

I dropped the question into my po-
etry machine last week, whether a
President should accept gifts; but the
blamed thing missed the pint, it seems

to me,—and turned out two stanzas that |.

ain’t mates:
NAY, NAY, NAY!
I cannot take your flag, little girl, little
girl;
I cannot take your flag, charming daugh-
ter.
I cannot take your flag, though a mighty
pretty rag;
I am President, indeed I hadn't oughter.
“STCCESS.”
The strenuous life he follered
With might and main;
Strained at a flag, and swallered—
A rallway train,
UNCLE SAM.

THE SOCIAL PRICE.

The following article from the pen of
Ethelbert Stewart, published in a recent fs-
sue of The Outlook, illustrates so lucidly
certain conditions in our Social System that
it should be carefully studled by every read-
er of The Publf¢; and the author goes so
forcibly and straight to the point that the
article 1s given in full, as extracts would
fall to do him justice.

G. W. FLINT.

If the price paid by the individual
consumer of a commodity was the full
and only price attaching to it, society

but”

could strike a balance-sheet each night
like a bank. Unfortunately, too much
of our production and commerce adds
to the output an intangible social ex-
pense not carried to the price lists nor
paid by the consumer. Years, and
sometimes generations, may pass be-
fore this running account against the
Social Whole is presented for payment
in a tangible form. Even then it
comes through a collection agency so
remote from the source of the original
expense that society is likely to forget
all about it, grudgingly pay the bill it
does not believe it owes, and charge
it up to incidentals.

Most of our taxes go to pay the so-
cial price of commodities individually
consumed long since by those who may
or may not now be taxpayers. Thie
was palpable when, under the poor
laws of England, the wages of laborers
were deliberately'reduced by manufac-
turers and farmers alike, so that gen-
eral taxation might be compelled to
pay in poor rates a part of the cost
of production of all commodities. So-
cial price is very apparent when con-
gress pays the sugar producers twc
cents a pound bounty out of the federay
treasury, leaving the individual con-
sumer to pay a first installment and
take the goods. It is just as real,
though not so apparent, when child
labor and old age limits to employment
throw upon society droves of morally
and physically mal-developed adults,
and still greater droves of practically
blacklisted persons charged with the
new crime of having gray hairs.

“Squeeze the lemon and throw away
the skin,” was said to be the motto of
the railroad wreckers of the Erie
school. When the famous engine 99%
of the Empire State express' was made
a switch engine after six years of rec
ord-breaking service, the general sur:
prise called out an interview with an
American railroad manager. He said
that while English and German roads
coddled and repaired their engines,
keeping them in service sometimes for
forty years, and as “switchers” for
twenty more, the American plan is to
“hammer the road life out of an en-
gine in five or six years, use it as a
switcher for five or ten more, and then
scrap-iron the whole engine at once,
We believe it pays better.”

At a recent milk dairymen’s conven-
tion the policy of milking cows to
death in the shortest possible time was
discussed from a purely business point
of view. It was claimed that by means
of milk-producing foods the quantity
could be trebled. To the objection that
such milk-forcing shortened the life of

the cow, it was replied: “It does not
pay to look to long life for a milker.
If the life energies of a cow represent
100 units of milk, and these can be
marketed in flve years under high
pressure feeding, why should the cow
be kept ten years? If the milking pos
sibilities of a cow can be gotten out of
her in three years, it does not pay to
keep her five.”

With lemon peels and engines soci-
ety need not concern itself, nor will
we sentimentalize over the application
of humane ideas to milch cows, but
when the economic doctrine embodied
in these. three illustrations is applied
to men, society has much to do with
human engines sent to an early scrap
pile. The “age limit to employment’
is now practically universal, and
ranges from 25 to 35 years. Most cone«
cerns prefer to employ youths of 20
years when taking on new help. “Old
men cannot stand the pace,” says the
employer, but neglects to add that «
pace in any industry which a man ot
40 is too old to stand is one that pute
a large element of social price in the
product. Where the “premium plan”
of increasing the pace has been
adopted, it too frequently, though hap.
pily not always, happens that work-
men who do not earn premiums are
discharged. In reducing the number
of employes, those who do not earn
premiums or bonuses are always the
first to go. A convention of bankers,
ministers and university presidents is
called for Chicago to discuss the op-
position to piece work in the Machin-
ists’ International union. Piece work
is the lemon-squeezer of most approved
pattern. It is believed to be the quick-
est way to “hammer the life out of” a.
human engine and scrap-pile it all at
once. It is the foundation of sweat-
shopism.

Taking the ages of gangs of men em-
ployed at street cleaning and park
labor in various cities recently, it wast
found that only three per cent were
young enough or physically strong
enough to obtain employment in pri-
vate establishments. Most of these
men would have to be supported out
of the public funds directly if they
were not employed by the public on
public work. If half their wages rep:
resents charity disguised, it is in real
ity the social price of commodities pro-
duced by them years ago “at a pace
old men cannot stand.” After all, is
it charity to the old men that we are
giving in our street departments and
old people’s homes, or is it subsidies
to the ‘“cheap commodities and high
proflits” mania with which we are fool-
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ing ourselves? The shoplifting which
as “bargain hunting” “lifts’” only the
soclal price, proudly paying the
“marked down” one, is, unconsciously
perhaps, second cousin to the shoplift-
ing which takes all. Public or private
contracts let to the “lowest bidder’
merely postpone to a future day to be
paid as social price the difference be-
tween the lowest and the fairest bid-
der. Especially is it disastrous when
articles of export are endowed with a
large element of social price.

The glass bottle manufacturers ap-
peared before the Illinois legislature in
opposition to a child labor bill with
the statement that ‘“glass bottles can’
not be manufactured and sold on thc
market without child labor.” Possibly
the social price of glass bottles ex-
ceeds the net price to consumers. Silk
from silk mills “utilizing the labor” of
the children in the anthracite fields,
and sold by child clerks in depart-
ment stores where “cash girls” run
for change and bundles, may accumus
late a social price on the way that
might render boycotts moral. Reform
schools, houses of rescue, penitentia-
ries, are some of the large ways in
which we pay the social price; night
schools, social settlements, fresh air
funds, indicate some of the smaller
ways. As intimated above, the circum:
locution of the collection agency fre
quently obscures the origin of the debt.
Half of our drunkenness, most of our
social vice, much of the insanity, and
all the general letting down of social
status in mining and manufacturing
centers, will be charged to social price
when the tangles in our bookkeeping
are straightened out. The Federal pen-
sion-roll convinces even political econ
omists that we are still paying for the
war of a generation ago; but their
blindness to pension rolls, growing out
of their pet economic fetich of competi-
tive industry and commerce, is hope:
less. If profit and price could be net
and actual in each transaction, society
could afford to wait until these Kil
kenny cats were gone and the lasi
ocho of their expiring yells had died
away., But what profit cannot unload
upon price, or price snatch away from
profit, is by beth dumped upon society
and forms the social price. Before the
days of political economy the Han
seatic league was obliged to include
the cost of its navy in the selling prica
of its goods.

Old age workingmen’s pensions, a
plan to which every commercial coun-
try must come in some form, are, in
any form, & subsidy to non-self-sup-
porting industries and the commercd

growing out of such. In countries
where old age pension laws have beern
boldly and openly passed as such, they
serve to show in bold relief the ele-
ment of social price attaching to our
system. But we in America will probp
ably keep on doing things by indirec:
tion, put our old men on street-clean-
ing gangs, and growl at the cost ot
public work. It serves to disguise the
real cause of the trouble, and, as.a
Chinaman would say, it “saves our
face.”
—— ———

“Papa, what is Charity?”

“Charity, my som, is giving away
what you don't want.”

“What is Scientific Charity?”

“Scientific Charity is giving away
what you don’t want to some one
who does not want it.”

“What is Organized Charity?”

“Organized Charity, my son, is giv-
ing. away something that you don’t
want to some Society which will give
it away to some one who does not
want it.” ' .

“Then, what is Love, papa?”

“Love? Oh, Love is only giving
something that you want to some
one who wants it—but that will pau-
perize the poor.”—Bolton Hall, in
Life.

It is growing more peaceful in Wall
street. You hear only the noise of the
wringer up in Mr. Morgan's laundry
squeezing water out of stocks, and the
sounds made by a noted philanthropist
in skinning a few flints for din-
ner down in the basement.—Brooklyn
Eagle.

BOOKS

THE MONARCH BILLIONAIRE.

‘What promises at the opening to be a
good satirical story, ‘“T'he Monarch Bil-
llonaire"” (New York: J. 8. Ogilvie, 57 Rose
8t.), is soon spolled by the futile at-
tempt of its author, Morrison I, Swift, to
turn it into a series of essays in support
of socialism,

It is not the purpose of the essays, the
inculcation of socialism, that Is destruc-
tive, but the fact that they are essays.
They are as distinct from The story into
which they are mortised by crude joiner-
work, as if they were in anbther book.

Until the essays appear the story holds
the reader because it presents just such
an exaggeration of persons and conditions
as to make them roughly and impressive-
ly typify the present social and indus-
trial state. Mr, Swift’s plutocratic trust-
promoter has no counterpart in real life,
vet he and his career are typical of all plu-
tocratic trust-promotion. There is just
enough exaggeration in the right places to
make him stand out as a suggestive cari-
cature. So with the blooded aristocrat,
the college men, the working people. Not
only are these characters without counter-
parts in real life, but they do not appear to
be imbued with human life at all. Yet
they do seem to live. They are not unlike

Peter Newell's plctures of men, women

and dogs, which, whether Intended for
caricatyres or not, always make you
think of wooden images mechanically vital-
ized.

This is not an objection to Mr, Swift’s
story, eonsidered as a caricature of types
or a satire upon conditfons. On the con-
trary 'his work Is all the better for it. The
trouble seems to be that he has tried to
weave into one performance a novel, a
satire and a series of essays, The essays
are good in themselves, the point of view
once conceded; the story makes an
excellent setting for the caricatures and
the satire; the satire sounds a true note;
and the caricatures excellently serve the
purpose of bringing out into interesting
rellef your self-made men, your patrician
society, and your scholastic cults. But
the satire dies away, the caricatures lose
‘their vitality and the story ceases to in-
terest, this side of the 100th page.

PERIODICALS.

An interesting historical and personal
account of the Electoral Commission,
which gave the presidential election of
1876 to Hayes instead of Tilden is told in
Pearson’s for November, by David S, Bar-
r]y, who was a page in the Sentae at the
time.

In the International Journal of Ethics
for October, appears a valuable paper by
John A. Ryan, ot St. Paul Seminary, St.
Paul, Minn., on the question o1 the com-
munistic teachings of the Church Fathers,
The writer concludes that the Fathers were
not communists, but that their declara-
tions which apparently condemn private
property are in reality condemnations of
its abuses and exaggerations. The rea-
sonable inference trom this paper, trough
the writer is at some pains to slur it over,
is that the Fathers distinguished between
what may be property rightfully and what
not, and that thelr distinction was about
the same as the one Henry George makes,

Mr. Eugene G. Hay writes, in the Octo-
ber number of the Review of Reviews, in
favor of reciprocity with Canada. ‘The
freedom of trade,” writes Mr, Hay, *be-
tween the States and the vast territory over
which our commerce extends without re-
striction or hindrance, has pbeen tMe most
potent factor in our prosperity; to increase
that territory by adding contiguous States,
peopled bi; the same class of people, main-
taining the same civilization, with sim-
ilar political institutions, would, therefore,
increase that prosperity.”” Mr. Hay’s ob-
jection to extending free frade to peoples
not of the ‘‘same civilization' is based on
his belief that the tariff upholds the Amer-
ican wage standard. J. H, D.

A writer in the October number of Ham-
mer and Pen, the organ of the Church As-
sociation in the Interest of Labor, says that
‘‘to-day the employment of children of ten-
der years, at hard, continuous and weari-
some labor in factories, stores, and in the
streets as vendors of or carrlers of news-
vapers, shoe-laces, ice, and the like. goes
on, and must continue to go on till the pub-
lic consclence, which at present is bare-
1y pricked, is thoroughly awakened to the
magnitude of the evil and the fearful con-
sequences to the community which are its
natural result.” This is not enough, as the
good people who are looking after laws
agalnst child-labor and the enforcement of
such laws as we have, are beginning to find
out. The only way to prevent a wide-
spread evil of this kind, is to seek radi-
cally for the cause, and begin reform ttere,
Mere prohibition, by law, will not suc-
ceed. If all the saviors of soclety who are
now so earnestly engaged {n preventing
child-labor would as earnestly ask them-
soelves, why, why it should be that in this
land so full of blessngs of nature litile
children are set to toil. they would start
their milssion on a surer road fo su;;us;;.

The Springfield Republlcan quotes from
the Johannesburg Times, a paper which
used to abuse Kruger, the following pas-
sage., which discloses an increasing lack
of appreciation for the benevolent effects
of imperialism in that part of_the world:
“We have changed our tyrantT' savs the
Timesg, “from Kruger to the English
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“ EXPANSION.” ,
Uncle Sam—Those, John, are the clothes Jefferson made for me. He was a good

Tailor and I had comfort in ’em. What

I’'m wearin’ now is the outfit McKinley

and Roosevelt made lor me, and they’re rcg’lar misery to me.

monopolist, and our grievances are trebled.
Freedom of speech has gone like every-
thing else.”” Which is simply saying that
imperialism has not changed In modern
times from the imperialism of Medes, Per-
sians, Romans and all the rest that history
tells of. The only difference is that mod-
ern imperiallsm 18 made still more of-
fensive by hyprocrisy. J. H. D.

Harper’'s Weekly of October 24, speaking
of Secretary Shaw's speeches in the pres-
ent Ohio campalgn, expresses the opin-
fon that ‘‘he is hard put to it for cam-
palgn ammunition, and that he is uneasy
about the outcome of the contest. We
infer,”” continues the wirter, ‘‘that his
apprehensions are shared by Senator Han-
na; otherwisc the latter would scarceiy
betray the t‘'tterness which now for the
first time he exhibits in speeches on the
stump.” Whether or not Mr. Hanna feels
uneasy about the outcome no outsider can
know; but all of us know that hecannot an-
swer Johnson's facts and arguments in be-
half of home-rule and fairer taxation—and
this is enough to make him irr}talﬁe. D

The Nebraska Independent of October
15 has a very interesting communication on
the Tax Laws of Manitoba. The writer
says: ‘“8he assesses farm and garden land
at its unimproved, or prairie value, and
frees from taxatlon all the improvements

. which the settler makes. Houses, builg@-
ings, fences, orchards, grain, flour, cloth-
ing, furniture, books. etc.,, pay no taxes
whatever. In this way is produc-
tion encouraged and land speculation
made unprofitable. There is thus no in-
ducement for any but actual settlers to
acquire title, and no Incentive for a settler
to take more than he can use.’" This
readily explains, as the writer holds,
why more than a hundred thousand set-
tlers from our central west have migrated
into this State within the past four venars,
preferring inhospitable climate to inhos-
pitable tax laws. J. H. D.

Readers of Henrik Tbsen will find In the
Book-Lover for Nnvember a biographical
sketch of this author and also an appre-
ciative erfticism. Tlis life tells the same
storv which belones to =0 manv of thre
great son< nf men—strueele. neverty, fall-
ure--or rather. apparent failure, for they
never fail: it {s we who fail fafl to know
them soon enoveh. There is a deen pathos
in the appeal which Tbsen made to the King

for flnancial help. *I cannot live,” he
wrote, ‘‘on the many expressions of thanks
which I have received.”” At this time he
had published some of his best work, but
it had brought him little money. The
returns from his best paying production,
on which he had labored a whole year,
were about & hundred dollars. J, H. D.

A correspondent quoted in Good House-
keeping for November says: ‘“Doyou know
there is more ‘call’ for checking, by every
channel of influence, as magazines and
newspapers, the gait at which women are
going in the matter of spending money,

leasure-seeking and other forms of self-
ndulgence, to the neglect of home, than
any other subject demands or admits?”
The editor adds that “the demoralization
is not conflned to a class; it spreads and is
threatening the democratic simpllcuy and
honesty of our home life as a nation.”” Do
the editor and his correspondent think
that the evil {s to be cured by rosewater
exhortations to the “Simple Life?"’ 1f what
the editor implies on the preceding page of
the same issue were true, that we have
‘‘demonstrated beyond all cavil” certain
conditions with “minimum injustice to man
and money."” the evil spoken of would not
exist; for the lust of spending and of nerv-
ous self-indulgence is now, as it was as far
back as Roman days, the fruit of a crop of
millionafres who have got their wealth
bydprlvﬂege, and not by minimum injustice,
and have set a feverish standard of jife,
which all who can do so attempt foolishly
to imitate. J. H.D.
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NOTICE TO READERS.

If you have been reading The
Public on trial, this notice may in-
terest you. Your regular sub-
scription for three or six months
or a year, if sent in before January
1, 1904, will begin at once and con-
tinue until three or six months or
a year, as the case may be, after
January 1,1904. Thus $2 will give
you the paper from receipt of your
subscription until January 1,1905;
$#1 will give it to you from receipt
of subscription until July 1,1904;
and 50 cents will give it to yon
from receipt of subscription until
April 1, 1904, The same offer is
open to all persons not already on
the regular subscription list of

The Public.
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