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would regard the annihilation of the
South African republic and the Or-
ange Free Stateas contrary to the law
of nations and as an act which our
government and people would not
willingly accept as a precedent, so
far at least as their own interests are
concerned.

In making that recommendation,
Mr. Smalley points the way to a
speedy ending of the war in South
Africa through an entirely peaceable
and not unfriendly protest on the part
of President McKinley. If he were
to advise Minister Choate as Mr. Fish
advised Minister Washburn in 1871,
or were in some public manner to de-
plore the fact that Great Britain de-
mands such rigorous terms of peace,
as President Arthur did with refer-
ence to Chili in 1882, the British
ministry would at once end the South
African war upon the basis of the in-
dependence of the two republics.
Nothing but their refusal to adopt
that basis prolongs the war, for upon
that basis the two republics have of-
fered peace. And nothing but con-
fidence in the friendly support of the
American government encourages
the British ministry in insisting
upon that refusal. The destiny of
those little republics, along with a
portentous precedent ininternational
usage, depends upon President Mec-
Kinley.

The question of admitting clubs of
colored women into the National Fed-
erationof Women’sClubs, isa very dif-
ferent question, so far as the general
public is concerned, from that of de-
nying colored people their civil or
political rights, Within the federa-
tion itself, the despicable absurdity
of excluding a woman like Mrs. Jo-
sephine Ruffin, for no other reason
than that she is not a pale face, was a
legitimate subject of discussion; but
as it involved none of her rightsasa
woman the subject is not one with
which the outside public has any-
thing to do. It is the prerogative of
the Federation of Women’s Clubs,
as of all other voluntary organiza-
tions, to admit or exclude at pleasure.

Voluntary association iz a matter
purelyof congenialityandinits choice
of membership every club or fed-
eration of clubs may give as full play
as it wishes to the prejudices of its
members against race, religion, poli-
tics, or color of skin, hair, or eves, or
against anything else whatsoever.
Outsiders may have their opinion and
express it freely about clubs which,
having professedly large objects in
view, are influenced by such petty
considerations; but persons who are
excluded cannot complain, nor can
the publie complain for them. It is
when rights, civil or political, are in-
volved, that public protests are in or-
der. Negroes have the same rights
as white men, and those rights must
be maintained. But privileges of
personal association are a different
matter. '

“Of course Mr. Bryan is not correct
on any economic question,” is the
manner in which the New York Jour-
nal of Commerce beging a eriticism
of Bryan’s North American Review
article. The eminently judicial spirit
of that opening remark challenges ad-
miration. Butitalsoexcitessuspicion.
The critic who assumes at the outset
that of course the person about to be
criticised is not correct on any ques-
tion, diseredits his criticism in ad-
vance. In this case, however, the
Journal actually proves, while trying
to show the contrary, that Mr. Bryan
is correct upon the very matter upon
which it ventures specifically to criti-
cise him. Bryan having written of
home owning as decreasing and ten-
ancy as increasing in this country,
the Journal essays to show that the
statisties to that effect imply increas-
ing prosperity instead of increasing
poverty, but in fact shows the con-
trary.

We quote the Journal on this point
from the issue of the 7th, in the very
language of its eriticism of Bryan:

Tenancy appears from the last two
censuses to be decidedly on the in-
crease in this country, but it is not
the result of growing poverty among
farmers; it is the result of the in-
creasing price of land, one of the com-

mon marks of prosperity. Tenancy
does not grow by the change of the
same individual from an owner into a
tenant; the farmer does not sell his
farm and then hire it. Tenancy in-
creases because farm land becomes too
expensive for a man of small capital
to buy, or because the owner can get
rent for it and live in town on the
rent without working. In the west
vast numbers of farmers acquired
land many years. ago for little or
nothing from the government and
the land-grant railroads. They were
owners because the land was cheap.
They are now getting. old and' retir-
ing from active work and their farms
are worth $20 or $40 an acre, and
there being no more cheap lands the
young men or immigrants who are
looking for farms. hire these farms
instead of buying. Thus the owning
farmer is replaced by the terant
farmer because the former has ac-
quired a competence, not because he
has become poor. This process has
been going on so extensively in Ne-
braska that Mr. Bryan's unconscious-
ness of it shows how poor an observer
he is.

Instead of showing how pooran ob-
server Mr. Bryan is, the editor of the
Journal of Commerce here shows how
poor a reasoner he is himself. The
difference between him and Mr.
Bryan is that whereas Mr. Bryan con-
sidered tenants as well as landlords,
when reflecting upon the increase of
tenancy, he considers only landlords.
This one-ided consideration iz evi-

dent at once from his remark that in-

creasing price of land is “one of the
common marks of prosperity.” That
increasing price of land marks the
prosperity of landlords may be true
enough. But it does not mark the
prosperity of tenants. Higher price
of land means for tenants not only
higher rents, but it means also re-
duced opportunities of acquiring
homes. It is the landlord’s prosper-
ity, not the tenant’s, that the Journal
of Commerce has in mind. And that
this is so is confirmed by its remark
farther on, where it says that “the
owning farmer is replaced by the ten-
ant farmer because the farmer has ac-
quired a competence, not because he
has become poor.” We have to take
the Journal’s word for this conten-
tion. There is no proof. But let that
pass.. Suppose the farmers who got
land for nothing years ago are in fact



