CHAPTER IX.

“THE STANDARD” AND THE ANTI-
POVERTY SOCIETY.

1886-1887. Age, 47-48.

FTER an undisturbed night’s sleep, Henry George on
the morning following the mayoralty election was
back at his Astor Place office. To a “Sun” reporter who
came to ask him of his plans, he said: “I shall buy a bottle
of ink and & box of pens and again go to writing.”
The press, abroad as well as at home, recognised in him
a new power in the public world. The London papers
were thoroughly alive to this, the Tory “St. James's Ga-
zette” observing that “the election should cause all re-
spectable Americans to forget the trumpery of party
fights and political differentism and face the new danger
threatening the commonwealth.” On the other hand, the
Radical “Pall Mall Budget” said:

“The two words ‘Henry George’ on the voting paper
against which 68,000 persons put their mark did not
even to these 68,000 mean only the five feet, nine inches
of commonplace flesh and blood, thatched with sandy
hair and shod with American leather. They meant
much more than that. They meant an embodied pro-
test against the kingdom of this world, which after
ninetecn centuries, alike under democracies and monar-
cies and empires, is still ruled by Mammon ‘the least
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erected spirit that fell from heaven.’ He stood as the
incarnation of a demand that the world should be made
a better place to live in than it is to-day; and his candi-
dature was a groan of discontent with the actual, and
therefore of aspiration after the ideal.”

The “New York Times” expressed the views of many
thoughtful persons at home in saying: “That a new party
should suddenly have been called into existence in this
city, and without an existing organisation, without a
party fund, and under the leadership of men inexperi-
enced in political work, should have given its candidate a
vote nearly equalling that cast in recent years by any of
the existing political parties is at once seen to be an
event demanding the most serious attention and study.”

And well might the press so speak. For letters of con-
gratulation poured in upon Mr. George from all parts of
the country, and in many places he was talked of as
labour candidate for the presidency in 1888. Moreover,
four days after the election a crowded meeting for rejoic-
ing was held in the large hall of Cooper Union. Mr.
George’s speech was fine in tone. “It is not the end of
the campaign,” said he; “it is the beginning. We have
fought the first skirmish.” They must go on, press-
ing forward the land question and the kindred ideas.

And he now demanded a radical reform of those voting
laws which, as he believed wag instanced in the recent
contest, enabled the unscrupulous to manipulate élections.
He demanded the Australian ballot system. He had ad-
vocated this reform in magazine articles in 1871 and
18834 he had inserted it, though not in express terms, in
the platform he had written and stood on in the may-
oralty fight. But at this Cooper Union congratulation
meeting on November 6, 1886, began the agitation of
the idea for the first time seriously in American politics.



484 LIFE OF HENRY GEORGE [1886-1887

It was taken up by the trade unions and labour move-
ments in various parts of the country, and acquiring sup-
port from other sources, was, in one form or another,
within a few years adopted by most of the States in the
Union, and ultimately by all.

With a view to carrying the land reform, ballot reform
and lesser principles into practical effect, resolutions were
passed at the Cooper Union meeting declaring that a per-
manent political organisation be effected in New York
and elsewhere. It was also resolved to carry on syste-
matic educational work through the medium of lectures
and specches and reading matter, A committee to direct
this consisting of John McMackin, Rev. Dr. McGlynn and
Prof, David B. Scoit was named. The latter, on ac-
count of ill health, soon gave place to James Redpath,
managing editor of the “North American Review.” Thig
committee opened an office in the Cooper Union building,
and with Gaybert Barnes as secretary, at once com-
menced the organisation through the country, and espe-
cially through New York State, of “Land and Labour
Clubs.”

But more important than this, at least to Mr. George
personally, was the announcement of his intention to
start a weekly newspaper—the first number to be issued
on January 8 of the new year. A prospectus he sent out
brought in many yearly subscriptions, with money in ad-
vance; and with this money and 500 borrowed from a
deeply interested English friend, Thomas Briggs of Lon-
don, the paper was started, the printing being done on
the presses of the “New York Herald,” by courtesy of
James Gordon Bennett. Mr. George had thought of nam-
ing his paper “Light,” but on the suggestion of John
Russell Young, he adopted the title of “The Standard.”

The paper started with high expeectations and a large
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salaried staff. Besides Mr. George as editor and pro-
prietor, there were Wm. T. Croasdale, a trained news-
paper man, as managing editor ; Louis F. Post as editorial
and special writer, Rev. John W. Kramer as special
writer, J. W. Bullivan as labour editor and special writer,
W. B. Scott as stenographer to Mr. George and exchange
editor, Henry George, Jr., as correspondence editor; T. L.
McCready, John V. George and Richard F. George in the
business department, and William McCabe as foreman of
the composing room—eleven men in all, besides the type-
setters.

Mr. George said in his salutatory that he established the
peper with the hope of aiding in the work of abolishing
“industrial slavery.” “Confident in the strength of
truth,” he said, “I shall give no quarter to abuses and
ask none of their champions. . . . I shall endeavour
to conduct this paper by the same rules on which a just
man would regulate his conduct. . . . T hope to make
this paper the worthy exponent and advocate of a great
party yet unnamed that is mow beginhing to form, but
at the same time to make its contents so varied and inter-
esting as to insure for it a general circulation.”

The first issuce of the paper contained many well writ-
ten articles on political and economic matters—in fact
were “varied and interesting.” But everything was
thrown into eclipse by signed articles from Mr. George’s
pen on “The McGlynn Case,” which was now attracting
international attention.

As has been said in the previous chapter, Dr. McGlynn
was suspended from his priestly office for two weeks dur-
ing the mayoralty campaign for refusing to absent him-
self from the George meeting in Chickering Hall, while
the Vicar-General of the diocese a few days before elec-
tion wrote a letter that was published in the newspapers
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condemning Mr. George’s principles as “unsound, unsafe
and contrary to the teachings of the Church.” A fortnight
or more following the election the Archbishop, in a pastoral
letter that was read in all the Catholic churches in New
York, attacked “certain unsound principles and theories
which assailed the rights of property.” Though not naming
Henry George, it was clear that the principles were those
with which he was identified. A few days later an inter-
view with Dr. McGlynn appeared in the “New York
Tribune” avowing the very principles that the Archbishop
had condemned, and taking direct issue in asserting that
they were not contrary to the doctrines of the Church.
For this the Archbishop suspended Dr. McGlynn for the
remainder of the year and wrote a letter to the Cardinal
Prefect of the Propaganda laying the matter before him.!
This letter procured a cable ordering Dr. McGlynn to
Rome. When the Archbishop by letter informed him of
this, Dr. McGlynn by letter replied that several grave
reasons, among them his physician’s orders (he had heart
trouble, which, with other complications, ultimately
caused his death) would prevent his undertaking the jour-
ney. But he added:

“As I cannot go to Rome to give an account of my
doctrine about land, I would say that I have made it
clear in speeches, in reported interviews and in published
articles, and I repeat it here: I have taught and shall
continue to teach in speeches and writings as long as 1
live, that land is rightfully the property of the people in
common and that private ownership of land is agsinst
natural justice, no matter by what civil or ecclesiastical
laws it may be sanctioned; and I would bring about
instantly, if I could, such change of laws all the world

18tatement of Rt. Rev. M. A. Corrigan, ‘' The Btandard,”
January 20, 1887,
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over as would confiscate private property in land, with-
out one penny of compensation to the miscalled owners.”*

The Archbishop responded to this declaration by ex-
tending Dr. McGlynn’s suspension until such time as
Cardinal Simeoni or the Pope should act.

Meanwhile, Mr. George had early in December (1886)
addressed an open letter to the Archbishop answering
that part of the pastoral “taken by the press as placing
the Catholic Church in the attitude of a champion of
private property in land.” The article did not pass be-
yond a quiet discussion of economic principles. But
when Archbishop Corrigan procured the order for Dr.
McGlynn to go to Rome, Mr. George came out in a blaz-
ing article in the first issue of “The Standard.” He
presented the importance of the subject in this style:

“The case of Dr. McGlynn brings up in definite form
the most important issues which have ever been presented
in the history of the Catholic Church in the United
States. It has in fact an interest far transcending this
country, in so much as the question which it involves
is the attitude of the greatest of Christian Churches
towards the world-wide social movement of our times,
and its decision will be fraught with the most important
consequences both to the development of that movement
and to the Church itself.”

He reached the heart of the matter when he said:

“What Dr. McGlynn is punished for is for taking
the side of the working men against the system of .in-
justice and spoliation and the rotten rings which have
made the government in New York a by-word of corrup-
tion. In the last Presidential election Dr. MecGlynn

1Dr. McGlynn's review of his case, **The Standard,” February 5, 1887.
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made some vigorous speeches in behalf of the Democratic
candidate without a word or thought of remonstrance.
His sin is in taking a side in politics which was opposed
to the rings that had the support of the Catholic hier-
archy.”

Some of Dr. McGlynn’s friends, said George, advised
the clergyman’s obeying the summons to Rome, “in order
to present the case of those Catholics who believe in the
common right to land, and to force the question to an
issue, which would forever still any pretence that this doc-
trine was condemned by tke Church.”* To this Mr.
George replied:

“This might be all very well if Dr. McGlynn could go
to Rome after soime such unequivocal popular express-
ion as would convince the Roman authorities that he
was the ambassador of American Catholies, and that
they did not propose to be trifled with. But for him to
go to Rome as a suspended priest with any expectation
of getting a hearing as against an Archbishop, backed by
all the influence of the rich Catholics of the United
States, and by all the powerful influence of the English
Colony and English intriguers at Rome, would be folly.
Dr. McGlynn would have no chance in Rome to make
any presentation of the case, even if the Propaganda
were a perfectly impartial tribunal. . ., . Is it
likely that they would give any hearing now to the ‘priest
McGlynn,” whom they condemned four years ago because
of his partiality to the ‘Irish revolution’?”

Mr. George quoted Vicar-General Preston to the effect
that Dr. McGlynn was “not sent for to be complimented,”

1 This was Mr, George's own view at first, but he yielded to the judg-
ment of Dr. MeQlynn, who, frorn what he hadl seen in Rome while at the
College of the Propaganda, believed he would be unable to get a hearing
at the Vatican,
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but “to be disciplined.” Proof, if any was needed, that
the plan was to have the case prejudged came a little
later when the Archbishop published, as coming from
Cardinal Simeoni, a cable message directing him to “give
orders to have Dr. McGlynn again invited to proceed to
Rome and also to condemn in writing the doctrines to
which he has given utterance in public meetings or which
have been attributed to him in the press.”

The first issue of “The Standard,” or more particularly
Mr. George’s article, made a scnsation, and two extra
editions of the paper, or in all seventy-five thousand
copies, were struck off. But “The Standard” was prac-
tically alone in the fight for Dr. McGlynn. Even papers
with a strong Protestant bias and generally ready to
geize upon any circumstances disadvantageous to the Cath-
olic Church, now, because of the social and political up-
heaval threatened by George and McGlynn, were glad to
side with an Archbishop who used tyrannieal power
against a liberal and public-spirited priest and with a
foreign power that dared to interfere with and curtail
the rights of a citizen of the United Btates. And the
newspapers approved of the Archbishop’s action when, in
the middle of January, he removed Dr. McGlynn from
the pastorate of St. Stephen’s Church. Nor did they
make any derogatory comments at the unseemly manner
in which the order was executed, Rev. Arthur Donnally,
until then of Bt. Michael’s Church, the appointee, going
to St. Stephen’s rectory, without notice of any kind, and
in the absence of Dr. McGlynn, walking into the latter’s
private room and attempting to take instant possession,
notwithstanding the fact that clothes, books and papers
seattered about gave evidence that the man who had oceun-
pied the chamber for twenty vears was yet its occupant
and would need a brief time to remove his effcets. Fa-
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ther Donnally afterwards went into the Church proper
and tore Dr. McGlynn’s name from the confessional, and
later still, attended by a police captain, ruthlessly broke
in upon the solemn duties of confession, and in a loud
voice ordered two of the assistant priests, and the people
who had come to devotions, out of the place; and this and
much more against the all but violent protestations of a
great congregation by whom for a generation Dr. Me-
Glynn had been deeply loved and venerated.

A chorus went up from the press that Henry George in
“attacking the Catholic Chureh” had destroyed his political
future and hope of “The Standard’s” success. He replied
that he did not attack “the Church,” but the men who mis-
used the Church; that he had no political aspirations, else
he would not have re-entered journalism; and that if the
time came when “The Standard” could not “freely and
frankly take a stand on any question of public interest,”
then it would be “high time for it to give up the ghost.”

The case of Dr. McGlynn now seemed to be in the
hands of the Church authorities at Rome. Yet strangely
enough at this very time Cardinal Gibbons wrote from
Rome to Rev. Dr. Richard L. Burtsell, of the Epiphany
Church, Dr. McGlynn’s lifelong friend and legal adviser,
that in personal interviews with Cardinal Simeoni and
the Pope, both had stated to him that they had not passed
judgment, much less condemned Dr. McGlynn. Car-
dinal Gibbons therefore urged Dr. McGlynn to go to
Rome. As we have seen Dr. McGlynn had reluctance to
going to Rome as he felt that he would get small chance
of a hearing. Nevertheless he now sent word through
Dr. Burtsell that he would go as soon as the weak state
of his heart would permit, on condition that he should
first be reinstated and that a public statement be made
by some one in authority that no judgment had been
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passed upon the case and that his land doctrines had not
been condemned at Rome. But Cardinal Gibbons for
some reason or other failed to place before the Propa-
ganda or the Pope Dr. Burtsell’s letter and no effort at
reinstatement or correction of public utterances was made.

Dr. McGlynn had not the least idea of receding from
his position. He held that there was no conflict between
the doctrine of the land for the people and the funda-
mental truths of the Church. Towards the end of March
he repeated his land doctrines in a most emphatic and elo-
quent manner in a lecture in the Academy of Music on
“The Cross of the New Crusade,” before a very large
audience, that was composed chiefly of Catholics and
largely of St. Stephen’s parishioners; and which marked
every period with a burst of applause.

This led almost immediately to a movement to awaken
in the hearts and minds of the poor and outcast of the
great city a hope for a civilisation that should be based
on social justice and bring peace and plenty to all. The
idea had originated some time before with Thomas L.
McCready of “The Standard” staff. His plan was to
form & militant society against poverty, and with it to
go into and rouse the New York tenement regioms. It
was a new scheme to educate the masses on the land ques-
tion. After Dr. McGlynn’s lecture on “The Cross of the
New Crusade,” the McCready idea took fire. The first
steps towards organisation were taken at a little meeting
in “The Standard” office, and a name suggested by Mec-
Cready was chosen—“The Anti-Poverty Society.”*

1The declaration of the Anti-Poverty Society consisted of a single para-
graph, viz: ‘““The time having come for an active warfare against the
conditions that, in spite of the advance in the powers of production, con-
demn so many to degrading poverty, and foster vice, crime, and greed,
the Anti-Poverty Society has been formed. The object of the Society is
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By common voice Dr. McGlynn was named president,
and Henry George, vice-president; with Benjamin Urner,
a commission merchant, for treasurer, and Michael Clark,
an editorial writer on the “Irish Werld,” for secretary.

The first public meeting took place in Chickering Hall
on Sunday evening, May 1. The hall was crowded and
thousands were turned away. Dr. MeGlynn’s address
was the chief feature of the meeting. Of it Mr. George
said in his signed editorial in “The Standard”:

“Never before in New York had a great audience
sprung to its feet and in a tumult of enthusiasm cheered
the Lord’s Prayer; but it was the Lord’s Prayer with a
meaning that the Churches have ignored. The simple
words, ‘Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done on earih
as it is in heaven,” as they fell from the lips of a Christ-
ian priest who proclaims the common fatherhood of God
and the common brotherhood of man; who points to the
widespread poverty and suffering not as in accordance
with God’s will, but as in defiance of God’s order,and who
appeals to the love of God and the hope of heaven, not
to make men submissive of social injustice which brings
want and misery, but to urge them to the duty of sweep-
ing away this injustice—have in them the power with
which Christianity conquered the world. And in New
York to-day, as by the sca of Galilee eighteen centuries
ago, though the Scribes and Pharisees are filled with
rage and the high priests and rich men are troubled and
dismayed, the people hear them gladly.”

Men and women of all religious denominations and of
no religion at all came in flocks to enroll as members of

to spread, by such peaceable and lawful means as may be found most de-
sirable and efficient, a knowledge of the truth that God has made ample
provision for the need of ali men during their residonce upon earth, and
that involuntary poverty is the result of the human laws that allow indi-
viduals to claim &s private property that which the Ctreator has provided
for the use of all.”
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the Anti-Poverty Society, and the next meeting on the
following Sunday evening was in a larger place, the Acad-
emy of Music, when Henry George made the chief address.
The press turned loose denunciation and ridicule, but that
only served to extend the membership and to advertise
the meetings which came to be held regularly every Sun-
day evening in the Academy.

The Archbishop early in May had apparently received
a letter from Cardinal Simeoni, summoning Dr. McGlynn
to Rome and giving him forty days from receipt of the
letter in which to do so, under pain of excommunication,
“to be incurred by the act itself and also by name,” if he
should fail.

Dr. McGlynn contented himself with his former reply
that grave reasons would prevent his maiting the journey
then. The conspicuous signs in the Anti-Poverty move-
ment were that for his personal character, his doctrines
on the land question and his consequent attitude towards
his ecclesiastical superiors, Dr. McGlynn had a large and
strong following—indeed, that a large part of his former
parishioners had joined the movement and hung on every
word that dropped from his lips. If these signs failed
there could be no mistaking the size and character of a
parade and demonstration held in his honour and in pro-
test against the impending excommunication. It was
composed mainly of Catholic working men. A not-
friendly newspaper—the “New York Herald”—estimated
that seventy-five thousand persons took part. But in an-
ticipation of what seemed certain to occur, Henry George
wrote in “The Standard” (June 25):

“There stands hard by the palace of the holy inquis-
ition in Rome a statue which has been placed there since
Rome became the capital of a united Italy. On it is
this inscription:
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GALILEO GALILEI

was imprisoned in the neighbouring palace
for having seen
that the earth revolves around the sun.

“In after years when the true-hearted American priest
shall have rested from his labours, and what is now
being done is history, there will arise by the spot where
he shall be excommunicated such a statue and such an
inscription. And days will come when happy little chil-
dren, such as now die like flies in tenement houses, shall
be held up by their mothers to lay garlands upon it.”

The term of forty days having expired on July 3, the
threatened penalty fell. The Archbishop did not attempt
to make any ceremony of it. He merely wrote two let-
ters, one to Dr. McGlynn and one to a Catholic news
paper addressing the clergy and laity of the diocese, say-
ing that the Doctor having failed to comply with the
order from Rome within the time set, had thereby in-
curred excommunication. Dr. McGlynn had already been
stripped of his church and the right to perform his
priestly offices, so that excommunication so far as the
outside world could see went for little. And the loving
regard of the Catholic poor of St. Stephen’s parish re-
mained unaltered. They continued to crowd into the
Anti-Poverty meetings and wherever else their “soggarth
aroon” publicly appeared. Nor did the excommunication
in the least change Dr. McGlynn’s own belief that he was
still a Catholic and a priest, or lessen his sense of obligation
to be true to the Catholic faith. Not only did he continue
strictly to follow in private life that course which had
made it impossible for searching enmity to breathe against
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his character as a priest or a man, but in the addresses
before the Anti-Poverty Society and elsewhere he invari-
ably opened with the reverent spirit of a devout minister
of the gospel, and at the heart of every discourse was
religion. “Once a priest, always a priest,” he cherished
in his heart of hearts as among the most precious of the
ancient sayings.

Not content with the excommunication of Dr. Mec-
Glynn, Archbishop Corrigan, in the interpretation of gen-
eral instructions he had received from Rome, based upon
his own presentation of matters in New York, punished,
by transferrence to less important missions in the diocese,
& number of priests who failed to give outward sign of
condemnation of Dr. McGlynn. Even Dr. Burtsell, emi-
nent in the United States as an ecclesiastical jurist, was
deprived of an important office in the diocese and even-
tually of his church in New York City, being sent in 1890
to the little Church of St. Mary, at Rondout, up the
Hudeon. The Archbishop in his reasons to the Propa-
ganda for this latter action said: “Dr. Burtsell has the
name of being, and is held by public opinion, as well as
by the followers of Dr. McGlynn, as by the clergy and
the faithful of New York, to be not only a personal friend
of Dr. McGlynn, but also the leader of those few discon-
tented priests who more or less sustain Dr. McGlynn, and
morcover the counsellor, defender and abettor of the lat-
ter.” Nor did the Archbishop stop here. In two in-
stances he prevented burial of persoms in the Catholic
Calvary Cemetery, because, while these persons were
known to be strict in their duties to the Church, they
attended the Anti-T'overty Society lectures of Dr. Me-
Glynn.

Meanwhile Henry George had been doing some lectur-
ing in other cities on what now began to be called the
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“Single Tax” question.* He made an important trip,
under the auspices of Major James B. Pond's bureau, to
Madison and Milwaukee, Wis., Burlington, Ia., Baginaw,
Mich., and Chicago. But work on “The Standard” en-
gaged most of his time up to the middle of summer
of 1887.

Discussion over the excommunication had not entirely
subsided when a new excitement commenced—a political
contest for State and municipal offices. A State con-
vention called by the United Labour Party of New York
City, met in Syracuse on August 17, with representatives
from political labour partics or Land and Labour Clubs
in all the important centres in the Empire State. This
was the direet outcome of the great vote for Henry
Uceorge's candidacy for mayor the year before. George
and most of his immediate supporters were confident that
the labour movement would draw out a very large vote in
the State this year, which would permanently establish
the new party and make it a factor in the presidential
campaign in 1888.

But weeks before the convention met it became evident
that the socialists, who had supporied George in 1886
and raised no objection to the platform on which he

1The term “'Single Tax" may be said to have Leen anticipated in
* Progress and Poverty” (Book VIII, chap. iv ; ** Memorial Edition,” p.
425), but the commencement of its general use probably dates from early
in 1887 ; Mr. George, in a speech at a single tax conference in Chirago in
1893, saying that no one had heen able to devise a suitable title for the
cause until one day Thomas (. 8hearman of New York remarked to him :
*It seerns to me that the proper title should be ‘The Single Tax.’"
¢ And then,” said Mr. George, * an article was published under that title
and somehow or other the name stuck.” The article referred to was a
report in ‘*The Standard " of a speech by Mr. Shearman (See ‘‘Standard,”
May 28, 1887). Mr. George never regarded the term as describing his
philosophy, but rather as indicating the method he would take to apply it.
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stood, and which he had himself writien, were now bent
on getting their principles to the fromd. They conmsisted
of comparatively few men in New Yeork City, but what
they lacked in numbers they made up in earmestness and
activity. They now undertoek to steer the new political
movement. They not only wished to keep their social- -
istic organisation intaet while they aeted as members in
the larger United Labour Party, but their executive com-
mittee issued a statement insisting “that the burning
social question i not a land tax, but the abolition of all
private property im instrements of preduction.” It was
the same kind of opposition that George had encountered
from the Londen socialists at the outset of his 1883-84
lecture campaign in Great Britain. He wrote in “The
Standard” the week before the comvention met that there
could be no place for the socialists in the new party if
they pressed their principles. “Either they must go out,”
said he, “or the majority must go out, for it is certain
that the majority of the men who constitute the United
Labour Party do not propose to nationalise capital and
are mot in faveur of the abolition of all private property
in the ‘instruiments of production.’”

The matter came to a head in the convention, to which
the soeialists sent contesting delegates from three of the
New York City districts. They were given a hearing, but
they were refused seats because they belonged to another
political party. During that hearing they insisted on put-
ting socialism forward and on the right to be members
of the Socialistie Labour Party while active in the United
Labour Party as well. They became very bitter about
their exclusion and taxed George with throwing them over
from motives of policy. They and their associates and
supporters put in the ficld a list of their own candidates
on a purely socialistic platform.
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Thus Mr. George was compelled in public action to
draw a line of demarcation which in writing “Protection
or Free Trade?” in 1885 he had been at pains to make
very clear as separating his own philosophy from that of
socialism.! It also happened that occasion arose for him
to draw a line on anarchy, or rather on the Chicago an-
archists sentenced to death for being accessory to the kill-
ing of several Chicago policemen in 1885. The breaking
up in October, 1887, by the police of a public meeting in
New Jersey called to express sympathy with the Chicago
anarchists caused Mr. George to protest in “The Stand-
ard” in behalf of free speech, but at the same time to say
that he believed after reading the review of the testimony
which was given in the Supreme Court decision? when the
cases were appealed that the Chicago anarchists were
guilty under the laws of Illinois. However, he thought
mitigating circumstances and the fact that a “tragical
death always tends to condone mistakes and crimes” would
plead the commutation of the sentence of death to a
sentence of imprisonment. He wrote this publicly in
“The Standard,” and privately he wrote a letter to the
Governor of Illinois urging clemency on the same grounds.

But to return to the convention. Henry George and
Dr. McGlynn, who also was a delegate, were the central
figures. Henry George drafted the platform, in prin-
ciple the same as that he had written for his mayoralty
campaign the year before. It soon became evident that
he would be pressed to accept the nomination for the

14Protection or Free Trade!” chap. xxviii (Memorial Edition,
pp- 209-812), * Free Trade and Socialism.”

#3ome of Mr. George's friends have believed that had he read the full
testimony of the case, and not what they believed to be the Supreme
Courts’ very unfair view of it, he would have come to a different con-
clusion.
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chief place on the ticket—that of Secretary of State. He
shrank from this because he did not like to appear as an
office hunter and because he thought it bad party policy
to run him just then. But an intimation that it might
be said that he held back and wished another put forward
because he saw small hope of election decided him to
accept. The rest of the State ticket was filled out with
men known in the labour movements of their respective
localities, but little known in general politics.

Mr. George early entered on an active speaking cam-
paign through the State and was accompanied by corre-
spondents of the “Herald” and “World” of New York
City, who gave fair reports of his speeches and their ap-
parent effects. The Governor of the State, David B. Hill,
having in a public speech made some reference to the
labour party candidate and his principles, Mr. George in-
vited him to joint debate, but the Governor ignored the
challenge. However, Sergius E. Shevitch,! an able rep-
resentative of the socialists—one of the unseated Syra-
cuse convention delegates—challenged Mr. George to de-
bate their respective principles. The latter accepted and
they met in Miner's Theatre on Eighth Avenue, New
York City. Dr. McGlynn also travelled over the State
making speeches, as did Louis F. Post, Judge James G.
Maguire of California, Rev. Hugh O. Pentecost of New-
ark, and many others. Moreover, a million tracts, mostly
on the land question, were distributed. It was a canvass
remarkably widespread and effective, considering the lack
of money and organisation. Collections were made at
many of the meetings, and small sums came from indi-
vidual sources, but most of the scant fund obtained for

1A few years afterward Mr. Shevitch accepted a position in Russia under
the Czar’s government.
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the campaign camo from a fair held under the auspices
of the Anti-Poverty Bociety and the superintendence of
William T. Croasdale in Madison Square Garden during
the first three weeks in October.

All the while opposition was not asleep. The polis
ticiang in both the great partics considered that this elec~
tion involved the fate of New York, a pivotal State, in
the national contest the next year, and therefore were
Lent on making strong party showings. The hierarchy of
the Catholic Church of New York City of course set the
seal of condemnation upon the new party and openly and
secretly stirred up opposition everywhere. But what
proved a great surprise to both George and MeGlynn was
that Patrick Ford broke with them and took the side of
the Catholie Church authorities. He set aside the under-
lying land question, upon which in the past Henry George

himgelf had not taken more radical ground, nor given a
deeper foundation in ethies. He ignored the fact that
Dr. McGlynn had on his invitation in 1882 made the very
speeches that brought the first censures of the ecclesiae-
tical authorities. He made no distinction between the
officers or human representatives of the Church, whom
they opposed, and the doctrines or spiritual part of the
Church, which they did not oppose. He professed a con-
tindance of personal friendliness to both men, but said that
he must separate himself from their public course because
they were warring on the Catholic Church. He set forth
his views in three long, signed, double-leaded articles in
the “Irish World,” special editions of which were distrib-
uted widely over the State.

Then, too, George’s attitude towards the socialists and
the Chicago anarchists, while losing what support their
small numbers represented, together with the far wider
and more important support they were able to influence for



Age, 47-48] THE CHICAGO ANARCHIBTS 501

the time being by charging him with mean motives,! did
not draw to him the privileged classes, who had the year
before charged him with preaching blood and revolution.

But notwithstanding opposition his courageous, san-
guine nature soared. He was filled with high hopes.
Neither the Democratic candidate for Secretary of Stato,

1Mr. George wrote after election (November 25) to O. D. F. Giitschow
of San Francisco, the German translator of ' Progreas and Poverty” :
“I have no doubt whatever that the notion tlat I had turned on the
socialists as a merg matter of policy was widely disseminated among eur
German population and did me harm, for this was the socialists’ per-
aistent cry through their German papers, and I had no way of correcting
it. The truth, however, is just the reverse. Beginning about January
of this yesr, they made the most persistent efforts to force socialistic doc-
trines upon us, 1 did not rosist, and refused even to enter ipto con-
troversy with them until it became absolately necessary. There waa no
alternative other than to consent to have the movement ranked as a
socialistic movement or to split with the socialists. Although thia Jost
us votes for the present, ] am perfectly certain that it will prove of ad-
vantage in the long mn.  Polioy, however, did not enter into my caleu-
lations ; I was only angious to do the right thing.

“Second, as to the smarchists, The article to wlhich you refer
[averring that the accused men had not had a fair trial], published in the
second issue of the paper, was not written by me, but by a gentleman in
whom I have confidence, Mr. Louis F. Post The opinion there ex-

was my opinion, simply because [ had received it from him, until
I found that the Supreme Court of Illinois had made a unanimous deci-
slon, Our bench is not immaculate, but I could not belleve that every
one of seven men, with the respansibility of life and death hanging over
him, could unjustly condemn these men. In spite of all pressure I re-
fused to say anything about the matter until I had a chance to somewhat
examine it for myself, and s reading of the decision of the Supreme Court
convinced me, as it did everyone else whom I got to read it, that the men
had not been condemned, as I had previously supposed, for mere opinion
and general utterances. Not satisfied, however, with this, I sought the
opinion of Judge Maguire, who expressed the same opinion which you say
he has expressed in California. At my earnest request he said he would
read the papers. The result on his mind you see in the last copy of ‘ The
Standard * (November 19, letter of Judge Maguire to 8. R. M .). [His
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Fred. Cook, nor the Republican candidate, Colonel Fred.
D. Grant, son of the late General U. S. Grant, made any
particular canvass; whereas George spoke everywhere and
to large audiences. He therefore became confident, as
did those about him, of a big vote—he hoped 150,000.
But fate decreed otherwise. He received only 72,000
votes, as against 459,000 for the Republican and 480,000
for the Democratic candidate, respectively. In New York
City he received less than 38,000, as against 68,000 the
year before. Louis F. Post, who was candidate for Dis-
trict Attorney on the local or county ticket of the labour
party, was with Mr. George when news of the crushing
defeat came. He has said:

“He and I went to the Astor House to watch the re-
turns on the ‘Ierald’ bulletins across the way. They
were frightfully disappointing. It was soon evident to
both of us that the United Labour Party movement had
that day collapsed. In that frame of mind we went up-
town, and just as our car was about to start, we standing
on the front platform, I said: “Well, George, do you see
the hand of the Lord in this?” He looked at me with
an expression of simple confidence which I shall never
forget, and answered : ‘No, I don’t see it; but it’s there.’
Then he went on to say how he had thought a way of
bringing back the people to the land had opened in the
labour campaign of the preceding year, but now that
way had closed ; yet another way would open, and when
that closed still another, until the Lord’s will on earth
would be done.”

finding was that the condemned anarchists were ‘‘all guilty of wilful,
deliberate, premeditated murder."]

‘It is in the nature of things that the man who acts solely by con-
science must often be misunderstood and seem to others as if he were
acting from low motives, when in reality he is acting from the highest.
This cannot be avoided, but I so much value your esteem and friendship
that I want to make this personal explanation to you."
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Mr. Qeorge left the car to go to the labour party
headquarters. There he found a crowd of men struck
dumb and utterly disheartened with the defeat. He
sprang upon the platform and words of hope and courage
came from him, which loosed in his hearers a flood of
emotions that showed themselves in frantic cheer on cheer
and a pressing forward to grasp the leader’s hands.



