July 30, 1904, .

‘

The Public

267

marized in an answer he gave to some
American newspaper. “When the war
with Japan broke out a New York
paper sent me a prepald cable for 30
words in which message | was asked
to say with which sids 1 sympathized.
1 replied that my sympathies were
with both the Russians and Japanese
peoples, who would be the sufferers,
and not with either of the governments
responsible for the war.”

HENRY GEORGE.
For The Public.
We saw the ciouds, and Fate upbralded
With 'amentations joud;
He saw, ere yet the night had faded,
The s:ars &dehind the cloud.

Oh, blessed vision, unrevealing
To hearts that pause and doubt:
He questicned not, and, unconcealing,
To hLim the stars came out.

Ttese are the secrs whose J{vination
Permiis them thus to look

On Nature, us a revelation,
On God, as In a book.

And if sometimes we doubt God liveth
We know- Him by His own; ’
Ard through a type of man He glveth,
Reach out and touch His Throne.
JOSEPH DANA MILLER.

LOOK ON THIS PICTURE AND THEN
ON THAT.

The recent remarkable reversal of opin-
fon in regard to Mr. Bryan's relatlon to
the 81, Louls convenlion s vividly pre-
gented In the two folowing contrasting
editoria’s which appeared in the Phllade!.
ptla North American only four days apart.
We reprint them from the columns of that
excecnt paper, the Warld-Herald, ot
Omaka, which presented them side by slde
In fts issue of July 14,

“DOWN AND OUT."

The Phlladelphla North American, in Its
{sgue of Thursday, Juiy 7, printed the foi-
lowlng editorin!:

William J. Bryan has been repeatedly
written of as a political corpse. Both
Republicans and Democrats havechanted
more or less jeyful dirges over him at
odd Intervals. Yet, in every instance, the
funeral services have been premature.
The Nebraskan has persisted in galva-
nizing himeelf into a life that was al-
way sufficiently virile to make it neces-
8ary to begin the work of burying him all
over,

But the job has been done again at St.
Louis, and-tivs time the undertakersap-
pear to know thelr business. They went
about the matter systematically, and the
result is unmistakable. The man who,
for eight years, has done with the Demo-
cratic party as he saw fit, to-day stands
ulone, deserted by those who called them-
selves his friends, and the object of the
contemptuous scorn of those who encom-
passed his overthrow. -

There fs nofe-ofpathos thawanything

else in the central figure of this picture.
Mr. Bryan has played a remarkable part
in the making of recent political his-
tory. Few men have seemed to possess
more fully the cevotion of a large. if
not very thoughtful. section of the Amer-
ican people. He seized hold of his party
at the psychological moment when it re-
alized that the course upon which it was
then bent was toward inevitable cefea?,
and when it was ready to grasp at any
straw polcting to victory. And he has
held that party to his cwn path by the
sheer force of a strong personality and
an equally strong will.

We need not here discuss the wisdom
of his doelrines. The North American's
condemnation of them has been ex-
pressed frequently acd fercibly. But we,
in common with the great majority of
his critics, gave Mr, Bryan crecit for ab-
solute sincerity. That is why he has
been able togsway the Democratic masses
as has no other man since the cays of
Ancrew Jackson, and that is why his
complete eclipse at St. Lcuis {s pathetic.
For he has maintained that reputation
for sincerity to the end and has gone
cown fighting cesperately for his mis-
taken notions of political econcmy anc
statesmarnship. .

But just as his power over his party
was testimony to American admiration
for honesty, o his ¢ownfall Is testimony
to American common sense. It showe
that wrong-headed ideas, no matter how
right-headed, cannot long prevail with
any large number of our cltizens. Mr.
Bryan's political end comes becausethe
party that twice made him its preeicen-
tial candidate has realized that he is a
vislonary and dangerous leader,

For its own sake, it {s a pity that its
whole time appears to have been taken
up with achleving this realization. Oth-
erwise there might have been a more in-
spiring demonstration of what Demoe-
racy means at this year's national con-
vention.

“A GALLANT FIGHT."

The Priladeiphia North Ameriean, in Its
isaue of Monday, July 11, printed the fol-
lowing editorial:

Shorn though he be of the plumes of
leadership, and overwhelmed by a hostile
faction within him own party, Willlam J.
Bryan emerges from the political chaos
at St. Louis the biggest man and the best
fighter in the Democracy. He went into
the convention seemingly certain of ig-
nominjoug defeat; achieved a temporary
vietory, and, while eventually cefeated
because his foes were reinforced from
an unexpected quarter, no lgnominy at-
taches to the result so far as he s con-
cerned.

It was a foregone conclusion that he

‘ceuld mot hope for indorsement of the

iceas of which he is the chief expcnert.
Such a possibility was harcly corsicered.
even by Mr. Bryan. The question seemed
to be, how absolute shculd be the repuci-
ation of those iceas, and, as a comse-
quence, of himself? Corcfrontineg this
question, he fought g battle which must
excite acmiration, irrespective cf polit-
ical bias.

The mere physical encurance of the
man was almost superhuman. He was
grit to the core. And, beset on all sices
by men who count themselves shrewd
politicians, and oppressed with the
knowledge that the crift of party senti-
ment was strongly away frcm him, he
Gisplayed aquickness of intellect, a depth
of resource and a power cf oratory that
were simply amazing.

Sicgle-handed he {ought his cpron-
ents to a standestill {n the committee cn
resolutions. It was solely cue to his ef-
forts that the platform failed to incCorse
the gold stancard, and left him in a po-
gition to preserve both his consistency
and his regularity. And the conven-
tion ratified this negative but—to him—
very material triumph.

1t i3 true that Judge Parker's elev-
enth hour interference took from Mr.
Bryan the fruit of his labor. Butiteculd
not take from him the crecit for a spler-
did dieplay of courage, nor make larger
the antagonists whoappeared besice him
as pygmies.

MR. BAKER'S USE OF THE FRANK-
ING PRIVILEGE.
A letter from Congressman Robert Baker

to the editor of the New York Tribune, pub- .
lished In the Tribune of Surday, Juiy 3

Sir: My attention has just been called
to the article in Sunday’s Tribune, head-
ed “Criticism of ‘Anti-Pass’ Baker's Use
of Franking Privilege.” Somuch spaca
baving been giveh to the article, and as
many of your readers may deduce there-
from the conclusion that the eirculation -
of my speechies in this manner is an
abuse of the franking privilege, it wouid
seem only fair that an opportunity should
be-accorded me to f£tate how and why
this speech Is thus sent out.

Some fifteen months ago [ recelved
through the malls, under the frank of
Congressman Littlefield, what purport-
ed to be a list of “trusts,” on which,
stamped with a rubber stamp, appeared
an advertisement of the “Congressional
Information Bureau,” a private concern
located in Washington.

I at once sought Postmaster Roberts
calling his attention to what [ then re-
garded as a violation of the franking
privilege. I pointed out that if such a
document could be mailed under afrank,
there would seem to be no reason why
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a department store could not have ite
advertisement placed on a Congress-
man's speeches. To this he assented,
but on my expressing incredulity he of-
fered to communicate with the Post-
master General's department and secure
a ruling thereon. -Some ten days later
he informed me that the Post Office De-
partment sustained his view.

Now, as to your eriticism: *“What
right has he (Baker) to allow the speclal
privileges given to him personally to be
used by-<the Radical Democracy, a polit-
ical, partisan organization, for the dis-
semination of what is palpably cam-
paign literature?” .

Your critic presumably is upnaware
that the Congressional committees of
both parties send out in Congressional
elections. particularly in Presidential
campalgns, mililons of these speeches,
many, however, like that of Congress-
man (now Senator) Dick, of January 5,
tixty pages long, and that of Congress-
man McCleary, of April 22, fifty-six
pages in length, being documents of
which not one sentence was uttered on
the floor of Congress. B

Like most other abuses, it operates
in favor of the rich and powerful, and
against the poor and weak. No matter
whether it be a political party which
raises a $16,000,000 campaign fund to
save the “honor” of the country; wheth-
er it be a millionaire candidate l1ike Ros-
well P. Flower or William Waldorf As-
tor or Henry Cabot Lodge; whether it
be one like Chauncey M. Depew, who
can command the Vanderbilt millions—
+ It operates against the party or the can-
didate who is not rich or who ig not
backed by the plutocratic Interests.

Your critic grows indignant over the
poor, weak Radical Democracy of
Brooklyn sending out a few thousands
of my speeches, but seemingly has no
eyes for the millions of speeches which
the Republican Congressional Commit-
tee Is sending out, much of the matter
for which was prepared by department
clerks at Washington, paid out of the
public funds, Republican Congressmen
and Senators have at their commund
and freely call upon bureau chiefs and
clerks to make up literature which is in-
gerted in "The Congressional Record™
and then circulated umder some one's
frank. How unfair the whole business
s Is shown in the fact that the Prohibis
tioniste, Populists, Single Taxers and
Socialists have no Representatives in
Congress, and consequently have no
means of getting their matter made into
publie documents: and, even If thev
could. cannot raise gne-thousandth part
of the money the G. O. P. can and does
raige for such a (for It) comparatively
innocent purpose.

Your critic says: *If he is able to pay
his own railroad fare, as he loudly pro-
claims, surely the Radical Democracy
should be able to pay postage on itsown
campaign literature.” First, as to the
Radical Democracy. That organizativn
is made up in the main of a band of en-
thusiasts who insist that things are
“radically"” wrong in a body politic
which produces the billionaire and his
corollary, the tramp, and out of the
scanty earnings of its members pay for
meetings and literature to enlighten the
people as to whence monopoly derives
the power to rob and oppress the peo-
ple. If it were not so engaged, but were
content to serve the plutocratic forces
In either party, it could not obtain the
funds to send out millions of documents
to fool and mislead the people, where
it now sends out thousands in its efforts
to educate them, but there would no
doubt be placed at its disposal a hand-
some clubhouse and all the other ac-
cessories of respeethbility. inertia and

contentment, so long as it did not chal-

lenge the existing order of th‘:hgs.

I have never said. let alone “loudly
proclaimed,” that I was able to pay my
railroad fare. But that is not the ques-
‘tion. In common with all other mem-
bers of Congress, | signed a receipt [or
the mileage which the law allows, I
could scarcely have maintained my seif-
respect if 1 had had a railroad pass iu
my pocket. That aspect of the matter
is, however, trivial compared with the
well-known fact that not only are the
railroads constantly demanding new
legislation in thelr interest, modifica-
tions of or relief from provisions of laws
enacted, often as a consideration for
their exclusive privileges, but they open-
ly, flagrantly and notoriously violate
existing laws. None are more vocifer-
ous in demanding that “law and order”
ghall be maintained, particularly
against their employes, while all the
time they nullify, trample upon and set
at naught laws affecting them. So com-
monplace has this become that whoever,
like the Governor of Wisconsin, would
attempt to curb or check them, or even
require that they also shall be law-abid-
ing, is denounced as a
“Populist,” or laughed at as a fuol or a
“visionary.”

1t is not in human nature that he who
Is the recipient of favors from a railroad,
telegraph or telephone company—I care
not whether he be alderman, assessor,
Distriet Attorney, Corportion Counsel,
Mayor or judge, whether he be Assem-
blyman, Senator, Congreseman, United
States Senator, Cabinet officer or even
the President himself—can bring the
same impartiality to the congideration

“fanatic.” a

of legislation affecting these interestis,
as If he had not used or were not using
their passes and franks.
ROBERT BAKER.
Broaklyn, June 28, 1904,

THE RUSSIAN-JAPANESE WAR.

From an interview given by George F.
Seward, formerly United States minister
to China, to the Newark (N. J.) Evening
News of March 1. See editorial paragraph
on page 260 of thig Pubile.

The real Eastern question (to be
more definite, let us call it the Oriental
question) is not an obscure one. Russia
owns all the territory in the northern
part of Asla from the Ural mountains to
the Pacific. She has not had until late-
ly an outlet to the Pacific by an ice-free
port. Down between Japan and the 1it-
toral of eactern Siberia there pours an
arctic current making the climate rig-
orous for the latitude. For this reason
after the China-Japan war of 18498, Rus-
gla, in return for services to China in
preventing Japan from making perma-
ment lodgment ‘on the northern shore
of the gulf of Pechili, secured from China
by a secret treaty the right to bulld a
railway from her trans-Siberian line
south through Manchuria, the .undjs-
puted territory of China, to Port Arthur
on the promontory of Liautung, which
promontory extends from the mainland
of Manchuria south into the gulf of -
Pechill, and the right to lease an ice-frea
harbor on the promontory for perma-
nent occupation. In pursuance of this
concession, Russia has built the Man-
churian railway to Dalny and Port Ar-
thur at the southern end of the promon-
tory of Liautung and has created com-
mercial and military statlons at Dalcy
and Port Arthur.

It was not wise on the part of China
to grant to Rusela these concessions,
She herself should have fortified the
terminal port, giving reasonable trans-
portation privileges to all comers, in-
cluding Russians. But ghe could not
avoid making the grant. It was in the
nature of an enforced “quid pro quo.”
It is now “‘un fait accompli.” The whole
matter was worked out by diplomatic
means, Rusgia got privileges that she
needed, and as respects which the world
at large may properly feel sympathetic
with her. She neeced such access to
the Pacitic. It was on (he line of natural
development, )

There is a general Impreesion that
Russian diplomacy is notalways scrupu-
lous. It is certaln in this case that the
occupation of Port Arthur, ostensibly
for commercial purposes, has been fol-

lowed by large expenditures in-
tended to make it a strongly
fortified naval station. It s cer-

tain also that her military occupation




