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The protectionists of Germany,
commonly known as agrarians, boldly
give away the real character of pro-
tection. Their representative body
has demanded a law of the German
reichstag, forbidding peasantstoleave
their places of birth before 20 years of
age. Such a law, these German pro-
tectionists argue, would settle the
farmhand question. Labor would no
longer be scarce, and wages could be
kept down. This is the essence of
protection, not alone in Germany, but
also in the United States. Our pro-
tectionists, however, are more subtle
in their methods than are the simple
German landlords.

Chicago public school teachers
have discovered that John D. Rocke-
feller contemplates drawing them
into his educational net. His col-
lege president, Mr. Harper, has pre-
pared a bill, now before the Illinois
legislature, which would put the pub-
lic school teachers of Chicago under
the control of the Rockefeller uni-
versity. Another measure originat-
ing from the same source would pre-
vent the organization of any new col-
lege without an endowment of at least
$100,000. It looks asif an education-
al trust would soon figure among Mr.
Rockefeller’s assets.

It is gratifying to find owr own
view of the Russian peace proposal
borne out by Tolstoi, whose devotion
to the cause of universal peaceis not
open to question. In the London
Chronicle he writes of the proposal
as “only worthy of contempt and de-
rision;” and sensibly says “it will be
impossible to reduce armaments

while nations not only persist in ac-
quiring new possessions, like the
Philippines, Port Arthur, and the
rest, but also keep what they have ac-
quired, like Poland, India, Alsace-
Lorraine and the rest.”

With the thermometer at zero, nine
men were exposed for an hour ih a
pillory, and then with bared backs
were lashed with a cat-o’-nine-tails.
The punishment was brutalizing alike
to the miserable convicts who endured
it and to the unfortunate man who ad-
ministered it; and we should all so
regard it, if the tragedy had occurred
in the last century or in a barbarous
country. But it occurred last Satur-
day in the city of Wilmington and
state of Delaware. Let us not be too
severe, however, in our thoughts upon
the lawmakers of Delaware. Their
instincts are no more brutal than
those of the average lawmaker. They
differ only in having the courage of
their brutality.

It is a significant fact that only
criminals of the poorer sort are pil-
loried and lashed in Delaware. On
the occasion referred to above, one
of the victims had stolen a pair of
opera glasses, another had stolen a
harness, another had taken money
from his father, one had committed
forgery, and two had been convicted
of burglary. These are the kind of
cases thatarealwaysreported—crimes
which are peculiarly those of the poor.
The pillory and the whipping post
in Delaware are the poor man’s pun-
ishment. The penalties for crimes
to which the rich are addicted are of
a different sort.

Publication has been made of the
report of Mr. McKinley’s committee
on the mismanagement of the war.
This report is of little importance. It
is the unofficial opinion of a few
friends of the president, based upon

such testimony as was voluntarily of-
fered and they chose to consider. The
committee possessed no more legal au-
thority in the premises than the Grid-
iron or the Beefsteak club would have
had, if in one of its frolics it had un-
dertaken to inquire into the conduct
of the war. This presidential com-
mittee had no legal power to compel
the attendance of witnesses, to order
the production of papers, to enforce
answers to question, or even to ad.
minister oaths. False testimony be
fore it could not be punished as per-
jury nor punished at all.

The censorship which President
McKinley has established over cable
messages from the Philippines, con-
tinues to make it impossible to obtain
reliable information regarding the
war he is waging against the Philip-
pine republic. The only uncensor-
ized report we have yet received comes
through the Filipino junta at Hong-
Kong from Filipino sources, and is
doubtless colored in favor of the Fili-
pinos much as reports from American:
sources are colored in favor of the
Americans. But by considering the
Filipino and the American reports to-
gether, in the light of known circum-
stances, it is possible to draw infer-
ences that would seem fairly to de-
scribe the situation.

It is reasonably certain that the
fighting at Manila began atabout 8:30
on the night of the 4th. All Ameri-
can reports agree as to that. It is
also certain that this fighting was pre-
cipitated by the attempt of three Fili-
pinos to pass the American sentry,
and the killing by the sentry of one of
them and his wounding of another.
The American reports agree that this
first fighting was brief, and that hos-
tilities were resumed about midnight
and became general during the early
morning of the 5th and through the
fore part of that day, the fleet partici-
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pating with deadly effect. In the

Filipino report nothing is said of the*

first brief fight, but it is asserted
that the American fleet unex-
pectedly and without provocation
opened fire. A comparison of these
apparently conflicting reports, with
due allowance for coloring and cen-
sorship, leads with reasonable cer-
tainty to the conclusion that the first
outbreak occurred as the American
reports have it, but was local as well
as brief, and that the Filipinos gen-
erally were unaware of hostilities un-
til fired upon near midnight by the
fleet. We believe that uncensorized
reports will substantially confirm this
conclusion. :

Another inference from the colored
and censorized reports of both sides is
that most of the Filipino killed and
wounded were either unarmed, or
armed only with primitive weapons;
and that these casualties were due al-
most wholly to the fleet which, ac-
cording to our own reports, swept
away whole villages and slaughtered
natives by the hundred. In other
words, it is a reasonable inference
that the well equipped Filipino army
. withdrew before the American ad-
vance, and that the destruction of Fil-
ipino life was suffered in greatest pro-
portion by the villagers whose homes
were swept away.

This is asserted by the Filipino re-
ports to be the case, and circum-
stances corroboratethem. Inthe first
place it is well known to be the Fili-
pino mode of warfare to recede before
the enemy’s advance and draw him
into marshes where he will be exposed
to disease, into jungles where his men
may be picked off, and before nat-
ural fortifications that are impreg-
nable. All reports indicate that this
is what the Filipino army did at Ma-
nila. In the second place, though
Gen. Otis has reported enormous Fili-
pino casualties, even specifying their
extent with some approach to detail,
he reports no capture of arms except
in the vaguest manner. Two Krupp
guns are all the heavy pieces he claims
to have captured, though it is well

known that the Filipinos were much
better equipped in this particular.
And as to small arms, he tells of hav-
ing captured “a great many rifles,”
but gives no indication of what he re-
gards as constituting “a great many,”
nor as to whether or not they are the
Mauser rifles, with which the Filipino
army is known to be well supplied.
The vagueness of this statement,
along with the positive assertions of
the Filipinos that aside from two ob-
solete Krupp guns which they had
abandoned, no capture of arms had
been made up to the 7th, is no slight
evidence in confirmation of the infer-
ence that a real victory over the Fili-
pinos had not then been achieved, and
that their killed and wounded were
largely civilian villagers.

Further confirmation of the same
inference is found in the later reports
from Iloilo, upon which the Ameri-
cans have advanced and which they
have taken. There was no resistance.
The Americans did not suffer loss,
and unless official reports have been
emasculated for publication, neither
did the Filipinos. What the Filipino
troops did at Iloilo was what they evi-
dently had done at Manila, and what
they always did in their wars with
Spain; they retired from the city and
took up a position from which they
can harass their enemy, but to which
he cannot penetrate without getting
into natural difficulties and dangers
where his men who escape sharpshoot-
ers become a prey to disease.

That this is the kind of entertain-
ment to which the American people
have been invited by President Me-
Kinley’s imperialistic land-grabbing
policy, is at last coming to be realized
by the imperialists themselves. An
Asszociated Press dispatch of the 12th
from Manila intimates that despite
all the jubilant reports of the preced-
ing week, discouragment among the
men at Manila has set in. Says this
dispatch—

A week ago those who took an op-
timistic view predicted that the terri-
ble lesson just administered to the

rebels would settle the question of Fil-
ipino independence in short order. But

this prediction has not been fulfilled.
As a matter of fact, the rebels are now
scattered throughout the country,
bushwhacking, except at Malabon,
where they are gathered in force. Even
there their methods savor more of guer
rilla than civilized warfare, every bush
and clump of trees furnishing a cover
for their sharpshooters.

It is to be regretted, of course, that
the Filipinos adopt methods that
savor of guerrilla warfare, instead of
standing up before civilized killing
machines to be shot down by hun-
dreds and thousands in a reputable
manper. Their conduct in this par-
ticular is extremely reprehensible.
But there is no reason to expect them
to reform. For, as the Associated

Press dispatch continues—
Unfortunately, for miles around the
land is studded with bamboo jungle,
and open spaces are few and far be-
tween. This affords the natives, who
fight better under cover, a distinct ad-
vantage. In many places the jungle is
so dense that the eye cannot penetrate
it, and only by the flashes of their rifles
is the whereabouts of the enemy indi-
cated.

That ought to be enough to suggest
the kind of man-trap Mr. McKinley
has prepared for American soldiers.

In confirmation of the pessimistie
dispatch from which we have just
quoted, we are authorized to publish
an extract from a private letter of an
American military officer at Manila.
For obvious reasons his name is
withheld. The letter was written
about a month ago. So much of it as
is pertinent to the Filipinos reads:

I believe we could drive back their
whole line in a day, without much loss;
but the country is such that they could
fall back into the mountains beyond
the possibility of danger, to reappear
at any time when circumstances war-
ranted, and the same condition be
forced upon the United States that
Spain has had to endure—the necessity
of keeping an army of occupation to
hold the large and important points,
and the frittering away by disease of
thousands of our men annually, with-
out advancing the interest of our gov-
ernment.

That officer’s judgment is being
verified. Since he wrote, the Fili-
pino line has been driven back in a
day without much loss, as he thought
it could be; but ever since, just as he
predicted, the Filipinos have forced
upon the Americans daily repetitions
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of harassing and deadly guerrilla war-
fare. Our troops are winning daily
victories—decisive victories, the re-
ports have it—yet each succeeding
day they have to win another “de-
cisive victory” not far from where
they had won a “decisive victory”
the day before. Truly we have en-
tered upon a career of national
shame, which promises also to be for
our soldiers a long drawn out career
of inglorious suffering and death.

Senator Mason’s complaint that he
was “buncoed” by the imperialistic
party in the senate appears to have
more back of it than he has revealed.
The gist of his complaint isthat prom-
ises were made that upon the ratifica-
tion of the treaty, one of the resolu-
tions declaring against imperialism
should be voted upon. But the prom-
ises appear to have been much more
to the point. On the day before the
treaty vote, Senator Perkins, in an
interview sent to the Chicago Record,
used this language:

I have been assured by republican
leaders in the senate and by republic-
ans who stand high in administration
circles that it is the intention after the
treaty has been ratified to urge the pas-
sage of a resolution declaring that the
United States will deal with the Phil-
ippines exactly as it is now dealing
with Cuba, and that the Filipinos will
be assured of a stable independent gov-
ernment as soon as they are prepared
for it, the United States to reserve a
coaling and naval station in the islands,
with a commercial arrangement ad-
vantageous to our trade. This state-
ment has been made to me positively
and directly by several gentlemen in
whom I have the utmost confidence and
who are high in the councils of the ad-
ministration. With this understand-
ing several senators who have been op-
posed to ratification of the peace treaty
will vote for it to-morrow.

~How honorably meant were those
assurances, the proceedings in the
senate on the 14th disclosed. TheMe-
Enery. resolution was then taken up.
Unless this resolution is designed to
gatisfy the Louisiana sugar planters
with assurances of a protective tariff
between our own country and ourout-
lying provinces, it is meaningless, as
an examination of its text in our news
department will demonstrate. An

amendment was offered, however,
which would have put this nation
right before the world and its own
conscience. The amendment dis-
claimed any imperialistic purpose.
But upon that amendment there was
a tie, which the vice president decided
in favor of imperialism. That is the
way Mr. Perkins’s “republicans who
stand high in administration circles,”
kept their faith.

Congressman Cannon, chairman of
the committee on appropriations of
the lower house of congress, has
startled the country with his esti-
mates of the treasury deficiency we are
soon to face. Secretary Gage had
placed the deficiency for the year end-
ing next June at $112,000,000; but
on the 9th, in warning his party in
the house against improvident appro-
priations, Mr. Cannon said that Sec-
retary Gage’s figure was too low. By
Mr. Cannon’s estimate, the deficiency
next June will not be less than $179,-
000,000 inclusive of the $20,000,000
to be paid to Spain pursuant to the
treaty. Exclusive of that item, the
deficit will be $159,000,000.

Judged by these deficiency esti-
mates, the Dingley law has been a
total failure as a revenue raiser, or else
imperialism has already begun to cost
us dear. To be sure, we became in-
volved in a war which was not con-
templated by the Dingley law; but the
expenses of the war will not much ex-
ceed the amount realized from war
bonds. War expenses and war bonds
may therefore offset each other. Soit
appears that the tax receipts under
the Dingley.law, though supplement-
ed by tax receipts under the war rev-
enue law, will fall short of meeting
ordinary government expenses up to
June 30, 1899, by $112,000,000 ac-
cording to Secretary Gage’s estimate,
and by $159,000,000 according to Mr.
Cannon’s estimate. Whether the fault
for this is chargeable wholly to Mr.
Dingley’s tariff law, or partly to Mr.
McKinley’s imperialistic policy, it is
chargeable altogether to the pluto-
cratic regime which now controls the
federal government.

All other objections aside, this con-
dition of the treasury would not en-
courage men of genuine public spirit
to increase the standing army to 50,-
000 and empower a thriftless admin-
istration to increase it in discretion by
50,000 more. Yet the lower house
has passed with a hurrah a bill of pre-
cisely that character, and through ad-
ministration channels it is announced
that the president’s clique in the sen-
ate intends to jam it through. For
that purpose a special session is to be
called if necessary. But the people
are not to be allowed to suspect that
the special session is for the purpose
of establishing a large standing army.
To mislead them the appropriation
bills at the present session are to be
held back. Senatorial opponents of
the standing army measure have been
warned that unless they allow the
standing army bill to go through, no
appropriation bills will be allowed to
pass. Thus the president will havean
apparently legitimate excuse for call-
ing a special sessiom, in which the
standing army measure may figure
nominally as an incident but in truth
as the prime object.

Advocates of a standing army play
upon the national desire for a drilled
military force for defense. But what
we need for defense is not a standing
army. Standing armies oppress;they
do not defend. The people defend.
For that reason it is important not
that we have a standing army, but
that all the people have the benefit of
military. education and drill.

Chancellor McCracken, of the New
York University, when speaking last
week at the national military conven-
tion, indicated the true military prin-
ciple for a republic. Hesaid that we
do not want a large standing army,
but we do want the 80,000 men that
every year leave the high schools of
this country competent to drill com-
panies. That is precisely what we
want. And if imperialism continues
to advance, and a standing army be-
gins to menace popular liberty, we
shall want it for nothing more urgent-
ly than to furnish drilled citizens to
fight the standing army itself.
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Lincoln’s birthday was dishonored
this year by as sordid and bloodthirsty
a lot of speechies as were ever deliv-
ered outside the cabin of a pirate ship.
Aside from his emancipation procla-
mation, the greatest of Lincoln’s
titles to the love of mankind was his
expression of fidelity to government
of the people, by the people and for
the people. Yet this principle was
scouted, in celebration of his birth-
day, by mushy elocutionists like
Stewart L. Woodford, swashbucklers
like Theodore Roosevelt, and ghouls
like Whitelaw Reid. They made the
great emancipator’s birthday an occa-
sion to clamor for the substitution in
place of his political principle of self-
government, of the imperial policy of
British tories. At the Chicago ban-
quet, where Reid and Woodford spoke,
the queen was cheered,—to such a
pitch of toryism had these coveters of
other men’s countries risen. Only one
truly Lincolnian sentiment appears to
have found utterance at this year’s
dishonoring Lincoln celebrations.
For that sentiment Rabbi Emil
Hirsch, a well-known western repub-
lican, was responsible. He described
“a nation without an ideal” as “worse
than a ship without a compass;” and
to the question, What shall be a na-
tion’s ideal? he replied: “We should
learn from such mentors as was he
whose birthday brings back to us the
beauty, pathos and strength of his
life> Rabbi Hirsch’s interrogative
replies were still more direct, and they
cut into the heart of the question of
the hour. “Shall we cooperate,” he
asked,

to make this nation brutally strong?
Shall it become a competitor for booty
with dynasties now passing away?
Shall the man on horseback be the in-
carnation of this nation’s spirit? God
forbid!

A listener unacquainted with Abra-
ham Lincoln’s history would have in-
ferred from Hirsch’s speech that Lin-
coln was among the noblest of men,
as in truth he was. From Reid’s
speech, such a listener might have
supposed Lincoln to have been a free-
booter, or even a common thief.

Miss Estella Mae Davidsonhascom-

pleted a term of two years as prose-
cuting attorney of Brown county,
Nebraska, and is now fighting for her
second term. She claims to have
been counted out by one vote last fall,
though she was fairly elected. Her
first term demonstrated exceptional
fitness for the office.

The St. Paul Pioneer Press sums
up the “prosperity” of 1898, in this
fashion:

1. Largest wheat crop except that of
1891.

2. Highest price recorded for wheat
except that of 1888,

3. Largest cotton crop.

4. Largest exports of breadstufis.

5. Largest exports of manufactured
goods.

6. Largest aggregate exports of
products and merchandise.

7. Largest production of iron ore.

8. Largest production of pig iron.

9. Largest production of coal.

10. Largest production of copper.

11. Largest production of silver ex-
cept that of 1892.

12. Largest production of gold.

13. Largest gold holdings.

14. Largest per capita circulation of
all forms of money.

15. Largest aggregate bank clear-
ings.

16.
ings.

17. Largest aggregate sale of bonds.

18. Largest aggregate sales of stocks
on New York Stock Exchange since
1882.

19. Smallest number of failures and
smallest aggregate liabilities since 1892.

Could thre be a more perfect
summary for the purpose? Every-
thing that looks prosperous is item-
ized; everything that doesn’t is omit-
ted. So acceptable is this bit of
Pioneer Press faking, that the pros-
perity touters among newspapers all
over the country are copying it. The
Macon Daily Telegraph has uncon-
sciously offered a question by way of
clinching the argument. Says the
Telegraph— N

If this does not indicate prosperity,

and lots of it, it would be hard to say
what does.

Hard to say what does? Yes, indeed.
But not so hard to say what would.
Two lines added to that summary
would have indicated “prosperity and
lots of it” in higher degree than all
the other items together. These two

lines should have read:
20. Highest wages ever paid before.

Largest aggregate railroad earn-

21. Smallest number of unemployed
since 1872.

But such lines no man could add
without both lying and being caught
in the lie. For it is a notorious fact
that workmen are losing jobs instead
of getting them, and that wagesif not
falling are certainly not rising.

Prosperity! There is indeed pros-
perity fortrustsand other monopolies;
for speculators and bosses and mil-
lionaires; but for workers there is no
prosperity. Returned soldiers in Chi-
cago are supported by charity be-
cause'they.cannot get work. Thesame
is true of returned soldiers in New
York city. The wages of cloak mak-
ers in New York are reduced 30 per
cent. In the steel mills wages have
been reduced, twice in some places,
since the presidential election. The
papers ail over the country are pub-
lishing abundant evidence of hard
times among the workers in the very
issues in which they pretend to be
jubilant over prosperity. Money lies
idle in banks; and interest which is al-
ways high when and where wages are
high, and low when and where wages
arelow,hasfallen. Workingmenknow
full ‘well, if editors do not, that times
with them are still hard.

The only pretense anywhere of ris-
ing wages is made by President Lam-
bert, of the steel trust. Heannounces
an increase to take effect March 1.
And what an increase! It is to vary
from 12} to 15 cents a day—hardly
enough to any one workman to buy
his employer a cigar. But that might
not be so important if the increase
were not a mere gratuity but were due
to greater demandsforworkmen. But
confessedly this is not the case. Aec-
cording to the president of the steel
company himself, the increase he pro-
poses is a voluntary gift—or rather
the payment of a promised bribe. He
had, so he says, promised his em-
ployees that “if McKinley was elect-
ed there would be no cut in their
wages, and that if times became pros-
perous they would receive an advance
without their asking forit.” This ad-
vance, he explains, is in redemption of
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that promise. Itisin payment of the
bribe—an honorable thing as honor
goes among bribe givers. The pay-
ment is purely voluntary. The work-
er has no say in the matter; the em-
ployer is under no pressure in the
labor market. Wages raised under
such circumstances may indicate an
employer’s generosity, or, as in this
case, his fidelity to a corrupt promise;
but it does not indicate that wages
generally are rising. The labor mar-
ket is still glutted, and labor as cheap
as before. Moreover, steel workers’
wages have been reduced since the
presidential election more than the
amount of this increse.

AMFRICAN IMPERIALISM.

. In the face of the fighting near
Manila, it cannot any longer be pre-
tended that no one in the United
States is seriously proposing for this
country a policy of conquest
and imperialism. The administra-

tion itself is committed to it — com--

mitted in blood. Apologists for the
foreign policy of the administration
may now join the frank advocates of
imperialism, and put forth arguments
in its behalf; but they cannot con-
tinue to claim credit for both intelli-
gence and sincerity while insisting
that questions of conquest and impe-
rialism do not confront the nation.

Imperialism has already cost us the
lives of scores of our patriot soldiers,
whose enlistment against the Spanish
monarch, in the cause of humanity,
has been taken advantage of to send
them to wounds, disease and death
against the Philippine republic, in
the cause of oppression. It has cost
us the blood-guiltiness of slaughter-
ing by machinery thousands of Fili-
pinos—women and children as well as
men—whose sole crime against us is
resentment at our crime against
them. It has placed upon us the
shame of sweeping away with fire and
shell the unfortified villages of a peo-
ple whom our own investigators de-
scribe as peaceable and amiable when
not oppressed.

And its advocates are arrogant.
The temporary thoughtlessness of
the American masses in appearing at
first to welcome the glory of imperial-
ism, has emboldened them to the
point of denouncing as traitors

those public men who, faithful to the
principles of our republic, use their
influence against forcing an unwel-
come government upon a foreign
people. The flag is waved aloft as a
fetich, and we are told that we must
follow it whether it continue to rep-
resent republicanism or be turned
into a symbol of piracy. The applause
and offers of cooperation of the tory
party of England—the same party
that sneered at Washington as we are
taught to sneer at Aguinaldo, and
which is and always has been distinet-
ly imperialistic—are made much of.
Imperialism is the new policy that we
are invited—no; ordered—to adopt.
Having assumed to buy Spain’s title
to the sovereignty of a distant archi-
pelago, the president issues his proc-
lamation commanding the people to
abandon their owp republican govern-
ment and submit to him; and he fol-
lows it with a carnival of slaughter
and glorification of slaughter so
shocking to the moral sense as to
awaken the American nation from its
hypnotic stupor.

There is no longer any mistaking
the direction in which the administra-
tion is going. For the sake of open-
ing up new fields of exploitation to
Americar plutocracy, the principle of
government by consent of the gov-
erned is to be abandoned. We are to
file away the declaration of inde-
pendence as obsolete, and Lincoln’s
noble ideal of government “of the
people, by the people and for the peo-
ple,” is to perish in the flames of Fil-
ipino villages.

This policy of ours, we are told, is
not new. Imperialism, it is urged, is
only a new name for an American pol-
icy which is as old as the American
government itself. And we are re-
minded of the Northwest Territory,
of the acquisition of the Louisiana
country and of Florida, of the annex-
ation of Texas and the conquest of
New Mexico and California, of the
Oregon treaty, and of the purchase of
Alaska, as-instances of imperialism in
the history of our country. Theim-
plication is that these incidents are
precedents for the present contem-
plated conquest of the Philippines.

Even if that were true it would
count for nothing. A free people,
cherishing their freedom, will not al-
low themselves to be shackled with

any precedents that are morally bad.
The real question is not what our
country may have done on occasions
in the past, but what it ought to do
now. If it be wrong to subjugate the
Filipinos, the fact that we have here-
tofore subjugated other peoples can
neither justify nor excuse the wrong.
As the Springfield Republican well
says, “lapses from the strict rule of
government by the people” do not
constitute “a reason and argument
for general indulgence in further
lapses and finally for its abandon-
ment altogether.” :

But in truth there is no precedent
in the history of the American repub-
lic for the Philippine policy now be-
ing pursued.

Preliminary to an examination of
the pretended precedents that are
cited, let us briefly outline the Philip-
pine policy which they are held to
justify.

We were at war with Spain. Spain
claimed sovereignty over the Philip-
pine islands. Repeated rebellions
against her authority had occurred,
and one had been adjusted by treaty
not long before the outbreak of our
war. Spain having dishonored that
treaty the rebellion broke out afresh.
It was in progress when Dewey
destroyed the Spanish fleet in
Manila bay. And this rebellion
continued until the Spanish were
subdued and nearly driven off the
archipelago, a regular republican gov-
ernment having meantime been estab-
lished by the Filipino people.

The latest Filipino victory was at
Iloilo, the last point of importance
which the Spanish held. Thisvictory
left Spain in possession of only about
50,000 square miles of territory, oc-
cupied by about 300,000 inhabitants;
while the Filipino republic was ac-
knowledged by the inhabitants of
167,000 square miles, ‘numbering
more than 9,000,000 souls.

That was the situation in the Phil-
ippines when Spain assumed to cede
the archipelago to the United States.

The treaty by which the cession

"was to be made, reserved no rights to

the inhabitants. By its terms “the
civil rights and political status of the
native inhabitants” of the ceded ter-
ritory were to be determined by con-
gress, and no obligation was to be as-
sumed by the United States either to
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establish a free government for or
over them, or to admit them to the
constitutional rights and privileges of
American citizens. From the terms
of the treaty, from one public speech
by the president, from the speeches
of administration senators and rep-
resentatives, from the refusal of the
majority in the senate to adopt a dec-
laration of policy guaranteeing self-
government, from the manifest oppo-
sition of the president to the adoption
of such a declaration, from the Napo-
leonic proclamation of sovereignty
promulgated by thepresident through
Gen. Otis to the inhabitants of the
Philippines, from the futile attempt
in December and the successful one
this week to capture Iloilo from the
Filipinos, from the aggressive warfare
being waged now by the president in
the islands of Luzon and Panay—
from all these and numerous
other considerations, not omitting
the perpetual clamor of the adminis-
tration press, there is but one infer-
ence to be drawn, and that is that it is
intended to subject the Philippine is-
lands to the arbitrary rule of con-
gress, without giving to their inhab-
itants any representation, or throw-
ing about them any of the guarantees
of the American constitution. That
would be imperialism.

Nothing of the kind was ever be-
fore attempted by the United States,
as a brief examimation of the history
of its territorial growth will show.

Turn to a map of the United States.
Draw a line from the Pacific ocean
along the northern boundary of Cali-
fornia, Nevada and Utah to the Rocky
mountdins and then northward along
the Rockies to the Canadian line.
The northwest corner of the United
States thus cut off, together with a
vast Canadian territory abutting it,
was once known as the Oregon coun-
try. The right of sovereignty over
it remained an open question until
1846. We shall recur to this section
farther on.

Meanwhile, draw another line on
the map. Beginning at the Gulf of
Mexico let it skirt New Orleans to the
east and then follow the Mississippi
river to its source, running thence in
the direction of Lake Winnipeg to
the Canadian border. The territory
to the west of this line belonged, at the
outbreak of our revolutionary war,

to the kingdom of Spain; that to the
east of the line belonged to England.

At the close of the revolation Eng-
land relinquished to her former colo-
nies all her American possessions
south of the present Canadian line
except Florida, then extending to the
Mississippi river, which was trans-
ferred to Spain. Thus the United
States, upon coming into existence
as a nation, had Canada for its north-
ern boundary, the Mississippi for its
western, and a slightly irregular line
running east to the Atlantic from the
Mississippi river at the mouth of the
Red, as its southern.

That part of this territory which
lies between the Mississippi and the
Allegheny mountains was then
claimed by some of the states as their
property; but they surrendered it to
the general government. Pursuant
to the terms of this surrender an ordi-
nance was passed by congress, in 1787,
under which so much of the country
surrendered as lies northwest of the
Ohio river was organized into the
Northwest Territory. This was the
first territorial government of the
United States.

As the organization of the North-
west Territory is cited in support of
the present policy of imperialism, it
will be necessary to notice its charac-
ter.

The ordinance under which the
territory was erected, while providing
a civil government and guarding civil
rights, enabled the inhabitants, as
soon as they should number 5,000
free males of full age, to organize
their own territorial government,
with the right, among other things, to
send a delegate to congress. It more-
over ordained that from three to five
states should be formed of the terri-
tory, each to be admitted into the
Union, when it should have 60,000
free inhabitants, “on an equal footing
with the original states” Mean-
time the territory was to be part of the
United States. Here, it will be ob-
served, was a bona fide adoption of the
American principle of government by
congent of the governed.

1t is true that Indian tribes were
not reckoned among the governed.
But neither were they governed. The
regulation of Indian tribes by our
government has always been by means
of treaty. Though we have outraged

the Indians, we have nevertheless
dealt with their tribes as independent
nations. It is true also that among
those entitled to self-government,
only free men were counted; but at
that time we had not grown morally
as a nation up to the point of abolish-
ing slavery, and it isnot for us now to
find in these shortcomingsof our pred-
ecessors, excuses for receding from
the advances that they did make.
Taken as a whole, the Ordinance of
1787 is a precedent against and notin
favor of the imperialism that would
crush the Philippine republic and
govern the Philippines as an Ameri-
can satrapy.

The same observations apply also
to the steps by which the country
south of the Ohio was advanced, in
some cases directly to statehood and
in others through the condition of ter-
ritories into that of statehood. The
idea of self-government was always in
the foreground. It was the principal
object aimed at, and it was accom-

‘plished with all possible speed. To

the south of the Ohio as to the north,
as soon as a territory had enough in-
habitants to give it dignity as a sov-
ereignty, it was admitted into the
Union as a state upon an equal foot-
ing with the other states.

Up to this point there was not the
least cemblance of imperialism, nor
even of territorial expansion. We
were dealing exclusively with terri-
tory the inhabitants of which had
freed themselves from that colonial
system of Great Britain which we are
now seeking to imitate in the Philip-
pines. We had added nothing to
our original domain. The Mississippi
was still our western boundary, as it
had been that of the colonies since
1763.

But early in the century we did
adopt a policy of what may be called
expansion.

Spain had secretly ceded the west-
ern valley of the Mississippi—the
eastern part of the second division
which the reader has been asked to
mark off upon the map — together
with the western arm of Florida, to
Napoleon. This was called the Lou-
isiana cession. It gave to the Corsi-
can conqueror of the world a point of
vantage at the mouth of the Missis-
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sippi, and control of our whole west-
ern border, and could not be regarded
by the United States with indiffer-
ence. No question arose as to wheth-
er we should add to our territory or
not; the vital question was whether
we should rid ourselves of a menacing
neighbor. A consideration of self-
defense settled that question, and
having opportunity to buy off Napo-
leon we did it. Thusthe Louisiana
country became ours. But in acquir-
ing that country, we stipulated to vest
in the inhabitants all the rights, ad-
vantages and immunities of American
citizens.

We have since then, pursuant to
the original intention, erected sov-
ereign self-governing states through-
out all that region, except in the In-
dian territory, where we recognize
self-government among the Indians.

To refer to the Louisiana purchase
as & precedent for the Philippine
subjugation is to distort history ,to
base uses. The Louisiana purchase
may be called “expansion.” Butitwas
more like the expansionofacity which
extends its borders, than of an empire
which reaches across seas for posses-
sions. In no sense was it imperialis-
tic.

The difference between expt;nsion
and imperialism is distinguished by
Bourke Cochran when he says:

Expansion is the peaceful develop-
ment of our political system by widen-
ing the area of its authority. Imper-
ialism is the forcible cxercise abroad

by our government of powers denied
to it at home.

Under that sound definition, our
Philippine policy is one of imperial-
ism, while the Louisiana purchase
‘'was expansion.

The Florida purchase, also, was ex-
pansion, and not imperialism. We
bought Florida of Spain in 1821, un-
der a stipulation to accord to its in-
habitants all the rights, advantages
and immunities of American citizens.

Immediately after buying, we or-
ganized a self-governing territory
there, and within 25 years we exalted
the territory to sovereign statehood.
With the acquisition of Florida, as
with that of Louisiana, we merely ex-
tended our borders, making the new-
ly acquired country part of the
United States. In no respect what-

ever was the Florida acquisition anal-
ogous to that of the Philippines.

The coming of Texas into the
Union is the next event cited as an
American precedent against the
American doctrine of self-goverd-
ment. But Texas came voluntarily
into the Union, as a full-fledged, in-
dependent state. If the Filipino re-
public were knocking at our doors for
admission," the annexation of Texas
might be cited as a precedent; but
instead of knocking for admission it
is fighting for independence.

We did not assert any sovereignty
over Texas until she sought annexa-
tion; nor then until we had vest-
ed in her and her citizens the same
rights that all our other states and
their citizens enjoyed. The annexa-
tion of Texas may have been expan-
sion; it was not imperialism.

Now comes an event of which,
though it offers no precedent for im-
perialism, we may nevertheless be
ashamed. It is the - Mexican war.
With a boundary dispute between
Texas and Mexico for an excuse, but
with slavery extension as our real pur-
pose,- we engaged in war with
our southern neighbor. As are-
sult of that war, we not only
carried the Texas ‘boundary from
the Nueces river southwrad to the
Rio Grande, but we acquired,
mostly by conquest though partly by
purchase, all that remained of what
Spain had originally held in the terri-
tory now known as the United States.
Again we stipulated, however, to ac-
cord to the inhabitants all the rights,
advantages and immunities of Ameri-
can citizenship.

This stipulation has been honored;
and, with the exception of Arizona
and New Mexico, all the territory has
been erected into independent states.
Even in Arizona and New Mexico,
there are territorial organizations
which embody the principle of self-
government in spirit, and conflict
with it in practice only in slight de-
gree.

Bad as were our motives for bring-
ing on the Mexican war, there is noth-
ing in the whole history of our
territorial expansion that grew out of
it, which can in good faith be cited
as a precedent against the doctrine of
self-government.

Recurring now to the Oregon coun-
try, the northwesterly of the three
parts into which the territory now
comprised in the United States was
divided at the outbreak of the
revolution—as at the outset of this
little historical excursion we asked
the reader to indicate them upon his
map—we shall find that the United
States and Great Britain were in dis-
pute over it until 1846. Great Britain
then withdrew her claims to so much
of the Oregon country as lay north of
the forty-ninth parallel, and the
United States withdrew hers to so
much as lay south of that parallel.
Thus the United States completed
the extension of her area from ocean
to ocean and from the gulf to Canada.
But a self-governing territory was im-
mediately organized in the Oregon
country, and with the growth of pop-
ulation independent states wereerect-
ed there.

The Oregon treaty, also, is referred
to, as a precedent for imperialism. It
is as weak a precedent as any of the
others. There was no element even
of conquest in this case, and as in all
the others the self-governing princi-
ple was recognized from the start.

The next and last precedent is that
of the purchase of Alaska in 1868.
In this there is some resemblance to
the Philippine project. Alaska is
separated from the rest of the United
States, as the Philippines are; no ter-
ritorial government has been erected
there; no exaltation to statehood was
contemplated at the time of purchase.
If Alaska had had a population of sev-
eral millions; if they had been resist-
ing Russian tyranny and had about
succeeded; if they had organized a re-
publican government and were seek-
ing recognition ,as a self-governing
sovereignty—if in these circum-
stances we had bought Alaska and
had treated the Alaskan republic as
rebellious and insisted upon subject-
ing the people to a state of vassalage,
then the Alaskan acquisition might
with some show of reason be cited asa
precedent for what we are trying to
do in the Philippines. But there
was no such condition. Only a few
thousand people inhabited Alaska
when we purchased that coun-
try; and they did not then make
nor have they since made, even so
much as a protest. We did not con-
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quer them; wé have exercised no au-
tocratic powers over them. What we
really hold there is not a people but
an uninhabited country. That coun-
try is regarded as part of the United
States, not as an unannnexed estate;
and such of the inhabitants as are not
members of tribes, are vested, under
the treaty of cession, with all the
rights of American citizens.
The analogy between the Alaskan
purchase and the Philippine conquest
disappears upon comparison.

The great fact that runs through
the history of our territorial develop-
ment, is the plain recognition shown
therein of the fundamental principle
of American government. The so-
called precedents for imperialism are
in reality monuments to our fidelity
to the doctrine of the declaration of
independence, that governments de-
rive their just powers from the con-
sent of the governed, and to the spir-
it of the federal constitution that all
men who come within the jurisdiction
of the United States shall comeas cit-
izens and not as subjects.

The manifest intention as to the
Philippines, is, on the other hand, to
take the islands as American property
in perpetuity, and to reduce their in-
habitants to a state of vassalage.
This intention is obvious from the
treaty alone. Itis the first treaty of
cession to the United States which
has not in terms secured to the inhab-
itants who wished them all the rights
of American citizenship. The Fili-
pinos are to depend upon the good
will of congress, not for rights, for
they are to have none, but for priv-
ileges. What their political condition
was under Spain, what the condition
of the American colonies was under
England, what her conquered prov-
inces were to Rome, that in principle
s to be their condition under the
United States. Theirautocratic ruler
#s to be a congress sitting thousands of
miles away, a congress in which they
are to have no representative and to
whose constituents they are to be not
fellow citizens, but alien subjects.

There is no precedent in our his-
tory to lend color of right to such a
policy; and to every principle of gov-
ernment to which we have appealed,
and profess still to appeal, it is revolt-
ing.

NEWS

The center of interest is still in the
Philippines, the most important event
of the week being the capture of Ilo-
ilo. Immediately after the battle be-
tween the Americans and the Fili-
pinos at Manila, reported last week,
orders were received by Gen Otis,
from Washington, to reenforce Gen.
Miller at Iloilo, on the distant Island
of Panay; and on the 9th reenforce-
ments were accordingly sent, with in-
structions to Gen. Miller to take the
town. Upon receiving his instruc-
tions, Gen. Miller demanded the sur-
render of Iloilo by the evening of the
11th, at the same time warning the
Filipinos to make no demonstration

'in the interval. But the Filipinos pre-

pared to defend, whereupon an Amer-
ican gunboat opened fire upon them.
They replied, and Gen. Miller then
bombarded the place. There was no
effective reply, and the American
troops suffered no loss. The casual-
ties among the Filipinos, if any, are
not reported. They withdrew. from
the town, and the Americans took
possession. At last reports the Fili-
pinos were entrenching themselves in
the suburbs, out of effective range
from the warships, with the purpose
apparently of resorting to the same
harassing tactics that they have pur-
sued near Manila. In the afternoon
of the 12th, the,day after the capture,
the Americans made a reconnoissance
in force toward the outlying town of
Jaro. They were met, say the re-
ports, with “a severe and well directed
fire;” but, advancing, drove the Fil-
ipinos through Jaro to the open coun-
try beyond. No reports of casualties
have been received. -

Gen. Otis’s official report of the tak-
ing of Iloilo, which bears date the
13th, is as follows:

Gen. Miller reports from Iloilo that
town taken on the 11th inst., and held
by troops. Insurgents given until even-
ing of 11th to surrender, but their hos-
tile actions brought on engagement
during the morning. Insurgents fired
native portion of town; but little losses
to property of foreign inhabitants. No
casualties among the United States
troops reported.

Following is Admiral Dewey’s re-
port:

Petrel just arrived from Iloilo. That
place taken by our force Saturday and
now occupied. No prisoners. No cas-
ualties on our side. Insurgent loss not
known, but believed to be slight. They
attempted to burn town. but foreign
property generally saved by our force.

This is the second movement of the
Americans upon Iloilo. The first oc-
curred in December and was reported
in No. 39 of The Public. On that oc-
casion American troops were dis-
patched from Manila to take Iloilo
from the Spanish; but the Filipinos
forced the Spanish to surrender be-
fore the Americans arrived, and the
latter made no attempt to drive the
Filipinos out. But with their war-
ghips they remained in a hostile atti-
tude before Iloilo until the bombard-
ment and capture of the 11th, report-
ed above.

At Manila, fighting has been con-
tinuous since the battle of the 4th,
which we reported last week. Accord-
ing to the dispatches received at the
time of that report, the Filipinos had
then been driven from their former
line on the outskirts of Manila to dis-
tances several miles into the coun-
try; and the last fight, which occurred
at Caloocan on the 8th, had resulted
in their complete rout. It was stated
also, in the official report of this fight,
that Aguinaldo had applied for a ces-
sation of hostilities, an application
which Gen. Otis declined to answer.
It now appears, however, upon Gen.
Otis’s authority, that no application
for a cessation of hostilities has been
made, and that no accredited repre-
sentalive of Aguinaldo has yet en-
tered the American lines. It also ap-
pears that Caloocan was not captured
until the 10th.

Taking up the thread of the Phil-
ippine war where it was dropped in
these reports on the 8th, we find that
on the 9th Admiral Dewey drove the
Filipinos from San Roque, a village
on the neck of land that connects the
peninsula of Cavite with the main-
land south of Manila. Following is
She report he gives, bearing the same

ate: -

After continued interference and in-
timidation of our workmen I ordered
armed insurgents to leave San Roque
by 9 this morning. They left during
the night, a few remaining, who burned
the village this morning. It is now oc-
cupied by our troops. All quiet.

At this time Filipinos were concen-
trating between Caloocan and Mala-
bon, two villagesabout six miles north
of Manila, and but a short distance
inland from the bay shore. On the
following day, the 10th, in the after-
noon, the American fleet shelled Cal-
oocan, and soon afterward an attack
was made from the land side, the
Americans burning the native houses
as they advanced. If the Associated
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Press report is to be relied upon, Fili-
pinos “were mowed down like grass,
but the American loss was slight.”
After two hours of fighting, Caloocan
was taken and burned.. Gen. Otis’s
official report of this engagement,
dated the 10th, is as follows:

~ Insurgents collected considerable
force between Manila and Caloocan,
where Aguninaldo is reported to be, and
threatened attack and uprising in city.
This afternoon swung left of McAr-
thur’s division, which is north of Pasig
river, into Caloocan, driving enemy
easy. Our loss slight; that of insur-
gents considerable. Particulars in
morning. Attack preceded by one-
half hour’s firing from two of Admiral
Dewey’s vessels.

No official report of the promised par-
ticulars of the Caloocan fight has yet
been published.

The American line now extended
from the bay shore near Caloocan,
. some 6 miles north of Manila, in a
half circle east and south around
Manila to the bay shore below Fort
Malate,—a distance of 23 miles. The
point in the line farthest inland
from Manila was at Santa Ana, on the
Pasig river. :

Malabon, a village lying a short
distance north of Caloocan was se-
lected by the Filipinos for their next
stand. This was shelled on the 11th
by the American fleet, under the pro-
tection of which the left of the Amer-
ican line was extended to Malabon,
and the Filipinos driven out. They
were understood to have retreated to
their capital, Malolos, and an Amer-
ican war vessel has moved up the
coast to a point opposite that city and
about 8 miles away. Another fight
occurred on the same day. It
was at the right of the line,
from ten to fifteen miles in a di-
rect course from Malabon. The Fili-
Pinos, according to the press reports,
‘fell back upon the main line of the
insurgents,” which would indicate
that their main line then enclosed
the American line from the left at
Malabon to the right below Fort Ma-
late. Gen. Otis’s official report, in
which these two engagements are al-
luded to, bears date the 12th, and is
as follows:

Reported that insurgent representa-
tive at Washington telegraphed Aguin-
aldo to drive out Americans before
arrival reenforcements. Dispatch re-
ceived Hong-Kong and mailed Malolos,
which decided on attack to be made
about 7th instant. Eagerness of in-
surgent troops to engagement precip-
itated battle. Very quiet to-day on

lines from Caloocan on north to Pasay
onsouth. Yesterday small reconnoiter-
ing party twelve miles south of city
fired on, two men slightly wounded.
Two insurgents with arms captired.
Affair of 10th, MacArthur’s division

very successful. Enemy’s lpss consid-

erable; have collected seventy dead
bodies; more not yet discovered. Im-
surgents reported to be gathering force
twelve miles north on railway, but evi-
dently perplexed.

The Filipinos deny Gen. Otis’s asser-
tion in the above report, that Agon-
cillo, the Filipino representative at
Washington, had telegraphed Aguin-
aldo to drive out Americans beforear-
rival of reinforcements; and Agoncil-
lo challenges Gen. Otis to produce the
dispatch he mentions.

On the night of the 12th the Fili-
pinos opened fire at long range upon
the American left, but without effect
or evoking a reply; and on the 13th
they are reporteg as throwing up en-
trenchments opposite the American
line inland to the- east of .Malabon.
They worked under the cover of their
sharpshooters, who operated in the
jungle.  Several skirmishes took
place on the 15th near Manila, in
which the Americans were assisted by
a gunboat, and on the 16th there was
an engagemen t about ten miles south-
east of Manila at San Pedro Macate.
No casualties have yet been reported.

Filipino accounts, down to the 7th,
received in London by way of Hong-
Kong, are to the following effect:

For several days before the fight of
the 4th the Americans had been endeav-
oring to provoke hostilities. The at-
tack by the Americans was made un-
der protection of shelling from the
ships, and was unexpected. The ships
destroyed a number of villages, and
after a severe fight captured the water-
works. The Filipinos, under instrue-
tions from Malolos, acted strictly upon
the defensive, and finally retired in
good order without any loss of arms,
artillery or ammunition except two
Krupp guns of obsolete pattern. The
fighting was stubborn and lasted com-
tinuously from the 4th till the 7th. The
Filipino loss is 1,050 killed and wound-
ed, “including 600 Ygorotes who were
barbarously mowed down when the
Americans saw they were armed only
with bows and arrows.” At the time
of the original outbreak, no Filipino
general was present, nor was the Fil-
ipino ammunition in place; whereas
the American army and navy actedona
preconcerted plan.

A resolution on the subject of the
Philippines was acted upon on the
14th in the senate. Itisknownasthe

McEnery resolution and is as fol-
lows:

By the ratification of the treaty of
peace with Spain it is not intended to
incorporate the inhabitantsof the Phil-
ippine Islands into citizenship of the
United States, nor is it intended to per-
manently annex said islands as an in-
tegral part of the territory of the
United States; but it is the intentiom
of the United States to establish on said
islands a govermment suitable to the
wants and conditions of the inhabitants
of said islands, to prepare them for lo-
cal self-government, and in due time to
make such disposition of said islands
as will best .promote the interests of
the citizens of the United States and
the inhabitants of said islands.

An attempt was made by the anti-
imperialists to amend this resolution
by adding to it the following clause:
That the United States hereby dis-
claim any disposition or intention to
exercise permanent sovereignty, juris-
diction, or control over said islands, and
assert their determination when ‘a
stable and independent government
shall have been erected there, entitled
in the judgment of the United States
to recognition as such, to transfer to
said government, upon terms which
shall be reasonable and just, all rights
secured under the cession by Spain, and
to thereupon leave the government and
control of the islands to their people.

But the amendment was defeated.
There were 29 votes in the affirmative
and 29 in the negative, and Vice Pres-
ident Hobart determined the tie
against the resolution by voting in
the negative. The McEnery resolu-
tion was then adopted by a vote of 26
to 22. Mr. Hoar and other anti-im-
perialists voted against it, on the
ground that it gave no assurances as
to allowing self-government in the
Philippines, but rather the contrary.
It is a joint resolution and amounts
to nothing unless passed by the house
and signed by the president.

Resolutions are being offered in
civic bodies protesting against the
war in the Philippines. At a meeting
of the Anti-Imperialist league held at
Boston on the 10th, at which Gov.
Boutwell presided, immediate suspen-
sion of hostilities was demanded, and
congress was urged to give official as-
surances to the Filipinos of the in-
tention of the United States to adhere
to the principle of self-government.
On the 10th the Chicago Single Tax
club requested all other single tax
clubs in the United States to joinitin
condemning “the war which the
United States, for the manifest pur-
pose of advancing the private inter-
ests of American franchise promoters
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and land-grabbers, is now waging
against a struggling sister republic in
the Philippine islands.”

A long report has been made by the
president’s committee for the inves-
tigation of the mismanagement of the
war. It was presented to the presi-
dent on the 9th and made public on
the 12th. This report finds in sub-
stance that Secretary Alger was hon-
est but incompetent; that the army
beef was good and Gen. Miles’s
charges unfounded; that the commis-
sary department was well managed,
a?:? the quartermaster’s department
fairly so except in some particulars;
that the medical department was de-
moralized, but that the signal service
was efficient; that the camp at Mon-
tauk Point was well managed, while
the other camps were good on the
whole, though some were bad. Gen.
Shafter is complimented.

Before the making of the foregoing
report, President McKinley had de-
cided to convene a court of inquiry to
investigate Gen. Miles’s charges re-
garding the quality of beef furnished
the army; and on the 9th he issued an
order accordingly. The court is to
consist of Gen. Wade, Gen. Davis and
Col. Gillespie. It isordered to inves-
tigate the charges made by Gen. Miles
in respect to the unfitness of articles
of food furnished by the subsistence
department to the troops in the field
during the operations in Cuba and
Porto Rico; and in addition to its
findings of fact the court is to submit
an opinion upon the merits of the case
“together with such recommendations
of further proceedings as may be war-
ranted by the facts developed in the
course of the inquiry.” It is under-
stood that if Gen. Miles’s charges are
not substantiated a court-martial may
be recommended to discipline him for
having made the charges publicly.
Gen. Miles refused to submit his evi-
dence to the non-legal committee
which has just reported te the presi-
dent as stated above.

Civil war has broken out in Nic-
aragna. It began on the 3d; but what
are its specific causes is not yet
known in this country, though they
are supposed to have relation to labor
troubles. The rebellionisled by Gen.
Reyes, and its headquartersis at Blue-
fields. Gen. Reyes promises that in
the event of his success, Nicaragua
shall have free and fair elections for
national officials. President Zelaya
issued a decree on the 15th declaring

a

the republic in a state of siege, and
at that time a battle was expected at
a point west of the Chile mountains
toward which troops were hurrying.
American gunboats have been sent to
the Nicaragua coast to protect Ameri-
can interests. British interests have
secured the presence there of a Brit-
ish warship.

Japan is in trouble over what may
be called her Philippine question.
She holds sovereignty over the Island
of Formosa, formerly part of the Chi-
nese empire, and the Chinese inhab-
itants are in rebellion. On the 9th
the rebels were reported by mail ad-
vices to have won a battle in January
at Taipehfu, after three hours of
hand-to-hand fighting; and, advanc-
ing after their victory, to have cap-
tured Tzu Lan, about seven miles
from Lopeh. Later advances are con-
flicting. Official Japanese reportsare
ta the effect that the rebellion is end-
ed, whereas advices from Hong-Kong
indicate that it is still raging. It is
attributed by the Chinese to harsh
government and exorbitant taxation.

France is again in turmoil over the
Dreyfus case. - When we last had oc-
casion to refer to this case (No. 41 of
The Public), M. Quesnay de Beau-
repaire had publicly charged the
criminal section of the court of cassa-
tion with conspiracy to exonerate
Dreyfus and thereby dishonor the
French army. That was early in
January. On the 28th of the same
month, acting under the pressure to
which Beaurepaire’s charges had
given a new impulse, the cabinet de-
cided tointroducea bill regarding trial
revisions by the court of cassation, the
preamble to which identified the
bill with the Dreyfus case and showed
it to be hostile to him, by declaring
that it “will not be wise to intrust the
revision of the Dreyfus affair to the
criminal section alome.” This bill
was introduced on the 30th, and re-
ferred to a parliamentary committee,
which reported, on the 6th, by a vote
of 9 to ?, against it. This was a set-
back to the ministry. Buton the10th
the bill was adopted in the chamber
of deputies, despite the adverse report
of the committee, by a vote of 332 to
232. The republican ministry were
thus sustained; but at the expense of
dividing the republicans. The ma-
jority included anti-republicans
as well as republicans, and the
minority was exclusively republican.
Before becoming operative, the bill
must receive the assent of the senate.

Should it pass there, the question of
revising the Dreyfus conviction must
first be decided by the whole court of
cassation, and if that body decrees a
revision, Dreyfus must be tried not
by the criminal branch of the court,
but by a court-martial. The victory
thus far is with the anti-Dreyfusites.

In the British parliament no affirm-
ative action of generalinterest has yet
been taken, but two negative votes
have been called out which touch up-
on issues that are rising to the surface
in British politics. One of these votes
related to the church question. Feel-
ing is growing in England against a
tendency on the part of clergymen of
the state church to adaopt rites and
ceremonies that are peculiar to Ro-
man Catholicism; and a liberal mem-
ber introduced an amendment to the
address to the throne which con-
demned what it called the “lawless-
ness of the church.” This amend-
ment was rejected on the 9th by a
vote of 221 to 89. The other vote re-
ferred to above, was upon an ameld-
ment to the address to the throne,
moved by Labouchere, which aimed
at limiting the veto power of the
house of lords. In the course of the
discussion, the new liberal leader, Sir
Henry Campbell-Bannerman, de-
clared that in the face of a representa-
tive system the house of lords is an
anomaly. The point involved is that
the house of lords obstructs legisla-
tion when liberals are in power, and
promotes it when conservatives are
in power, thus securing conservative
policies under either party and mak-
ing government by the people
through parties impossible. La-
bouchere’s amendment was lost by
223 to 105. A milder one also was
lost, 257 to 157.

The past week has been remarkable
for the extreme cold and terrible bliz-
zards from which the country has suf-
fered. The thermometer fell below
zero in many places far to the south.
Even at Washington it was 2 degrees
below on the 9th, and at Memphis
only 6 above, while at Chicago it
reached 22 below, and at Kansas City
20 below. At Burlington it fell on
that day to 26 below. The 10th was
the coldest day in New York city since
the establishment of the weather
bureau there. The thermometer for
hours marked 6 degrees below zero,
and for a short time it registered a
still lower temperature. On the 12th
a blizzard struck the Atlantic coast,
which lasted several days, blocking
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city streets and forcing a suspension
of railroad travel. It rivaled the
great blizzard of 1888. This snow-
storm reached as far to the south as
Vera Cruz, one of the hottest places
in Mexico, where the tropical foliage

was blanketed with snow. In New Or- | Gold

leans the Mardi Gras festivities were
celebrated in a snowstorm. Many
disasters at sea are reported, and
others are feared. The coldest
point was in Xentucky. For a
week at Louisville the thermom-
eter was not above zero for more than
two hours at a time, and on the 12th
it dropped to 30 below. On that day
it was down to 32 below at Spring-
field; to 34 at Carlisle, and to 39 at
Cynthiania. On the same day at
Birmingham, Ala., the record was 10
below, and in exposed places 15.

NEWS NOTES.

—The national military convention
met at Tampa on the 9th.

—Samuel J. Barrows, of Massachu-
getts, has been nominated by the presi-
dent for librarian of congress.

~ —Dr. Emil G. Hirsch, of Chicago, has
been called to the congregation of the
Temple Emanuel, at New York.

—President McKinley left Wash-
ington on the 15th to attend a banquet
of the Home Market club in Boston.

—The Rev. J. Stitt Wilson, of Chi-
cago, sailed from Boston on the 15th
to make a study of the conditions of
the impoverished in Europe.

—The National Council of Women
met on the 13th at Washington. May
‘Wright Sewall presided, and Susan B.
Anthony was one of-the delegates.

—The first class at West Point grad-
uated prematurely on the 15th with 72
members. The premature graduation
was made necessary by scarcity of offi-
cers in the army.

—A fire in the Brooklyn navy yard
on the 15th destroyed the machine
shops, causing a loss of $1,500,000. The
drawingsand patterns of the machinery
of the Maine were consumed.

—Sir Wm. Martin Conway, a British
explorer, claims to have established the
fact that Mount Sorata or Illampu,
north of La Paz, Bolivia, is the highest
peak in South America. He says it is
1,000 feet higher than Mount Aconca-
gua, in Chili, which is 24,000 feet high.

—Prof. George D. Herron will give
a series of lectures at Central Music
hall, Chicago, on Sunday evenings, be-
ginning February 19, upon the subject
“Between Caesar and Jesus;” and at
the same place on Monday noons, be-
ginning February 20, on the subject of
“Municipal Ideas.” During the period
of these lecture courses he will occupy

Dr. Thomas’s pulpit on Sunday morn- I
ings.

—The treasury report for January
gives the following statistics of exports
and imports:

EXPORTS.
Merchandise ........ccovueveenneann
Old ...iiiinniiinnnne
Silver .....cocevvueen
Total exports

IMPORTS.
.$58,472,316

. 6,066,080
. 2,691,718 67,130,113
cereene...$56,075,244

Excess of exports...........

IN CONGRESS.

This report i8 an abstract of the Con-
gressional Record, and closes with the last
issue of that publication at hand upon go-
ing to press.

February 4 to 10, 1899.
Senate.

On Monday the 6th, after Senators
Allen and Gorman had discussed the
treaty question, the senate went into
executive session and ratified the treaty
by a vote of 57 to 27—3 more than the
necessary two-thirds, Upon its re-
suming public session, Senator Hoar
endeavored to amend one of the reso-
lutions as to the acquisition of the
Philippines by providing that the
American government there should be
subject to the consent of the people,
and also by disclaiming any intention
of forcing a government upon them.
Both motions were laid upon the table.
The next day, the 7th, Senator Tillman
spoke at length upon the question of
annexing new territory, with particu-
lar reference to the Philippines; and
Senator Mason insisted upon a vote
upon some one of the resolutions as to
annexation now pending. The Indian
appropriation bill was then considered.
The same bill was further considered
on the 8th, when as amended, it was
passed, and the legislative appropria-
tion bill was taken up. Consideration
of the latter bill was continued on the
9th and 10th. On the latter day Sen-
ator Allen introduced a resolution
providing for an. amendment to the con-
stitution requiring the election of sen-
ators by the people.

House.

On Monday the 6th Mr. Grow offered
a resolution of amendment to the con-
stitution, providing that
the president, as commander-in-chief of
the army and the navy of the United States,
shall have power to negotiate treaties in
any war in which the United States may be
engaged, provided that a majority of the
senators present ratify such treaty.

The resolution was referred to the
committee on the judiciary. A bill for
taking the 12th census was then passed,
as was one for extending to Hawaii
the law against importing alien con-
tract labor. Only routine business was
transacted on the 7th. On the 8th a
bill granting a railroad right of way
through Oklahoma and the Indian ter-
ritory was passed; also a bill author-

izing the use of voting machines in
congressional elections. A joint reso-
lution interpreting the war revenue
law so as to require but one stamp
in the case of a bond or note and an
accompanying mortgage was passed
on the 9th, and the sundry civil appro-
priation bill was considered. Consider-
ation of this bill was resumed on the
10th. Representative Hepburn offered
a Nicaragua canal bill as a section, by
way of amendment, to the appropria-
tion bill.

MISCELLANY

“THE WHITE MAN’S BURDEN.”

Dedicated to Rudyard Kipling and all
imperialists.
For The Public.

From Egypt’s freshly blood-svaked ground
The canting tones of England sound:

“Take up the white man’s burden.”
The things that Clive and Hastings

wrought,

That native legions vainly fought—

These are the white man’s burden.

‘What though the Orient’s strand run red
And vultures feed on countless dead?
Take up the white man’s burden.
The savage fools know not their friends;
They sore mistake our Christian ends.
It is the white man’s burden.

From God on high our duties are—
Thus slaughter turns to righteous war.
Take up the white man’s burden.
When once they're down we’ll rule them
well,
Rum, Bibles, soap, and opium sell— !
The white man’s sacred burden.

Our pious care must yleld returns.
Our guiding hand some guerdon earns
For taking up the burden.
And so we’ll take, as wages small,
Their lands, their crops, their ore, their
all—
A rich and splendid burden.

Freedom? It is a white man’'sright,
And black and yellow in God's sight
Are but the white man’s burden.
If wise, they'll bend before our will;
If not, we've guns and bullets still
To make them bear the burden.

Yes, Uncle Sam, forget your past—
Your Declaration’s but bombast.

It's not the white man’s burden.
Retract the words the fathers spoke,
Re-forge the chains that Lincoin broke—

Take up the devil’s burden.

F.C. W.

THE ROUGH RIDERS AT SEA.

Many of the men from the far west
had never seen the ocean. One of them
who knew how to swim was much in-
terested in finding that the ocean water
was not drinkable. Another, who had
never in his life before seen any water
more extensive than the head-stream of
the Rio Grande, met with an accident
later in the voyage; that is, his hat
blew away while we were in mid-ocean,
and T heard him explaining the accident
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to a friend in the following words:
“Oh-o-h Jim! Ma hat blew into the
creek!”—Theodore Roosevelt, in Serib-
ner’s for February.

THE OCTOPUS, THE SHARK AND
THE LITTLE FISH.

A Shark, while swimming at a great
distance from his Home, came upon a
small Fish which was struggling in the
Grasp of an Octopus. The Spectacle
roused his Moral Indignation, and
biting off one arm of the monster he
compelled it to relinquish its grasp. Im-
pressed with the tenderness and edi-
bility of the Fish, he was on the point
of swallowing it, when the latter pro-
tested, and seeing escape impossible
weakly tried to bite. “Base wretch,”
cried the Shark, “have you no feelings
of Proper Gratitude.” Therefore a
policy of Benevolent Assimilation was
immediately ratified.—Springfield Re-
publican.

THE IMPERIALIST, THE MUGWUMP,
AND THE ETHIOPIAN.

An Imperialist and a Mugwump while
traveling together (for a short dis-
tance) came upon an Ethiopian who
was attacked by a Robber. Running
quickly tothe rescue, they threw stones
at the Robber, and made him surrender
his Booty. Struck by the beauty and
value of his possessions, the Imperial-
ist said to the Ethiopian, “All these
things were Ceded to us by that Rob-
ber, and we will extend to them a Be-
nevolent Assimilation. In return, let
me give you this Bible.” The Ethiopian,
onthisannouncement, desisted from his
Protestations of Gratitude and picked
up his Club. The Mugwump, who had
listened to the Conversation, timidly
protested against robbing him of what
he had been fighting for. While they
were still debating the question, the
indignant Ethiopian began to lay about
him with his Club. “There,” said the
Angry Imperialist to the Mugwump,
“your treason has excited this man to
Open Rebellion.” Then he made an end
of the Ethiopian.—Springfield Repub-
lican.

ONLY CERTIFICATES OF OWNER-
SHIP.

“Last week,” says the New York
Journal of the 4th inst., “Mr. Rocke-
feller made $5,000,000 in one day by the
rise in the price of Standard OQil cer-
tificates. Yesterday he lost $18,000,000
by a drop in the price of the same se-
curities. And the country was ncither
a cent richer nor a cent poorer any of
the time, nor did the amount of actual,
tangible property owned by Mr, Rocke-
feller vary by the weight of a feather.”

Stocks and bonds certify that the hold-
ers may lawfully collect toll from labor
and property. But in the true sense
they are not property. There are bil-
lions upon billions of them in existence,
yet everyone of them might be de-
stroyed and there would be just the
same amount of property and wealth in
the world as before.—Dubuque Daily
Telegraph.

THE REPUBLIC THREATENED.

.In what cause do Dewey’s cannon
roar? In the cause of human disfran-
chisement. The Filipinos demand the
right to select their own government
by popular election. They have been
fighting for it for years. Dewey’s guns
are shooting down that demand.

In what cause do Dewey’s cannon
roar? In the cause of a government
which does not “obtain its just powers
from the consent of the gov-
erned.” . . .

The first gun fired in Manila on last
Saturday threatened the extinction of
the republic, and the elevation upon its
ruins of a colonizing empire, whose ac-
quisitions of territory will be in de-
flance of the will of its people. A re-
public whose attempts to rule a people
without its consent or extending to it
the franchise is a political inconsis-
tency, a civic paradox, an economic
hermaphrodite, a state doomed to de-
cay in infancy or to develop into an im-
perial monster.—Judge E. F. Dunne,
President of the Monticello Club of
Chicago, before the Club, Feb. 11.

A PARABLE.

A certain very rich man said unto
himself: “I have many interests, and I
will turn over the most important of
them to a body of men whom I'll choose
for a year or two years, and I'll call
them a legislature.” And he did it,and
went on his way. And the body of men
met, and they made money with the
rich man’s goods, and sold some and
mortgaged others and despoiled others.
And the sutlers and lobbyists flocked
around as vultures around a carrion,
and the rich man remonstrated and
held a mass meeting and screamed him-
self hoarse. And the body of men
looked at him derisively and said to it-
self: “Surely we have worked for these
offices, and they are ours, and you can’t
put us out, nor reverse our acts, but are
bound by them.” And they laughed in
their sleeves at the rich man.

Again an election came round, and
the rich man chose another set of men
of the saine sort, and having untram-
meled power. They did likewise. And
many moons waxed and waned, and the
rich man did not seem to learn by ex-

perience, but really he was growing
very angry; and at last he rose up and
said: “I will choose you as councilors,
but you shall do naught that I do not
wish, and you shall do the things I
wish, and I'll veto any acts of yours
that I do not like by the referendum,
and if you will not pass the laws I wish
I myself will start them by the initia-
tive.”

Angd the latter end of that man was
better than the former.—Eltweed Pom-
eroy.

WHERE SPAIN IS DEGENERATE.

An extract from an article entitled “An
American in Madrid During the War,” by
Edmond Kelly. Published in The Century
for January.

It is not the Spanish people which
has degenerated; it is its governing
class. The Spanish peasant is the
finest fellow in the world. He is
thrifty, sober and industrious, the only
peasant who produces wine and drinks
water. He makes, or used to meke,
the strongest infantry in Europe; until
the battle of Rocroi it was proverbially
unconquerable. Since then defeat has
for centuries attended Spanish arms.
The reason is not far to seek. The
Spanish peasant is to-day almost as ig-
norant and as bigoted as he was ir the
sixteenth century; the opportunities
which have been extended by wise gov-
ernments in other nations have been
refused to him; he remains poor
when those of his neighbor France
grow comparatively rich. He still
plows with wooden plowshares, he
does not know the use of manure,
and a somewhat infertile soil hard-
ly leaves him the barest neces
saries of life. Spain produces an av-
erage of 11.13 bushels of wheat to
the acre, while England produces 29.
Now, if the peasant js the best thing
in Spain, and the government the worst,
what must-the government be?

The first thing that struck me on
crossing the frontier—and the impres-
sion deepened as I advanced—was that
Spain is industrially as much in the
hands of foreigners as Egypt. The
gage of Spanish railroads is not the
same as that of France, so there is 3
change of cars at the fronmtier; but
the Spanish car bears upon it in the
middle the arms of England, and at
one end the wards ‘“dining car,” and
at the other the word “restaurant.”
The name and place of its manufac-
turers are also inscribed upon it,
namely, “Societe Internationale des
Wagons-Lits, St.-Quen, Seine.” Upon
the engine we read the name of
a Glasgow firm. In Madrid the
finest private building was con-
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structed and is still owned by an
American life assurance society; the
only good circus is known as the Paris
circus. Most of the mines as well as
the railroads are worked by foreigners;
and the very garbage of Madrid is re-
moved and disposed of by a Belgian
company. Industrially as well as ag-
riculturally, Spain, with the single ex-
ception of Catalonia, remains station-
ary, while the rest of the world moves
on. And the question, what factor in
the nation is responsible for this? is
perhaps best answered by the pro-
posal seriously made by the administra-
tion of finance, as late as the eight-
eenth century, to transfer to the crown
the little property still devoted to pub-
lic education.

THE PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC.

The so~called Philippine republic was
first organized in October, 1896, with
Andreas Bonifacio as president. When
he died in 1897 Aguinaldo became presi-
dent and commander-in-chief. The act
of proclaiming a republic thus early in-
volved a declaration of independence,
proving that independence had been
contemplated by the Filipinos long be-
fore Dewey'’s victory. The pact of
Biaonabato in December, 1897, between
the insurgent leaders and the Spanish
government provided that comprehen-
sive reforms should be granted by
Spain, in consideration of which thein-
surgent generals agreed to expatriate
themselves for three years. The condi-
tions thus imposed on both sides were
very similar to those of the treaty of
Zanjon by which the Ten Years’ warin
Cuba was brought to an end. The only
feature of the paet which does not
seem creditable from the western
standpoint is the fact that the insur-
gent leaders accepted from Spain a
sum of money in consideration of their
expatriation. Aguinaldo’s defense
against the charge of bribery is that
the insurgent leaders had lost all their
property by fighting Spain, and yet had
families to support. They were to go
as exiles into strange lands. It does
not seem unnatural or mnecessarily
proof of a lack of patriotism, that a
payment of money should have been de-
manded under such circumstances by
the men who were to exile themselves.
Aguinaldo deposited the money in a
bank at Hong-Kong in an above-board
manner, thus letting the world know of
his possession of cash.

At any: rate, Aguinaldo was not re-

.garded as a traitor by his own people
because of that transaction. They ral-
lied to his standard with enthusiasm
when he returned to Cavite in May,
1898. He again proclaimed the so-called

Philippine republic on June 12, and in
August last he and his chiefs appealed
to the world’s powers for recognition
of independence. The full text of that
appeal was printed in the New York
Tribune, September 24, 1898, proving
beyond a doubt to the United States
government and the American people
that the object of the insurrectionist
party was independence. What do the
contradictory reports of United States
consuls detailing private, unofficial con-
versations with insurgent chiefs
amount to beside that august appeal
to the world for recognition of inde-
pendence ?—Springfield Republican.

AN ELEPHANT STORY.
For The Public.

Once upon a time a great menagerie
company quarreled and fought with a
much smaller similar company, and
came out victorious. The more pow-
erful corporation was called the Uncle
Sam Civilization Company, and the
weaker one was the Hispanola Animal
Show.

After the fight, and the surrender of
the conquered corporation, the former
belligerents spent several months try-
ing to agree upon terms for a perma-
nent peace. The General Manager, who
was also President of the Uncle Sam
concern, insisted that more elephants
were needed in its collection of wild
animals. It already had several ele-
phants on hand, which were named,
respectively, Finance, Indian, Negro,
Trusts, Strikes and Landlordism. These
elephants caused the menagerie man-
agers a great deal of trouble, for they
were never in a settled condition.
though sometimes it was supposed they
were quieted permanently. The big-
gest, oldest and toughest elephant in
the list was Landlordism, and that
one caused more expense than all the
others.

And yet the President and directors
of Uncle Sam’s menagerie decided that
the corporation must have a big, wild
elephant belonging to the Hispanola
Show, called Philippines. Now, this
animal was a reckless creature, with a
notion that it had a right to be free,
and could take care of itself. So it had
long resisted Hispanola authority, and
caused trouble.

Yet the managers of the Uncle Sam
show demanded that elephant,and were
determined to have it. The demand
was refused, but the Uncle Samites said
to the other fellows:

“We shall take possession of the an-
imal, anyhow, whether you consent or
not. We have whipped you, and can
make such terms as we please. That
elephant ig ours by right of conquest.

However, there is nothing mean about
the Uncle Sam company, for it is a
highly civilized and Christian corpora-
tion. So we will give you $20,000
when we take the elephant. Our
stockholders will be assessed extra on
their stock to make up this amount,
but they are accustomed to such things
and can stand another turn of the
thumbscrew. Remember, that we have
a right to take your elephant, money
or no money; but here are the $20,000
we decided to give you. We will now
take possession of the animal, and pro-
ceed to whip him till he is submissive
to our authority and thoroughly im-
bued with our kind of civilization.”

At the present time the stockholders
in the Uncle Sam Menagerie are divided
in opinion as to whether the President
and directors bought the Hispanola el-
ephant, or stole it.

RALPH HOYT.
Los Angeles, Cal., Feb. 8.

SINGLE TAX NEWS FROM GREAT
BRITAIN.
} For The Public.

In Glasgow the single tax stands
better than ever. We still have our
majority at the corporation, which has
not only petitioned parliament in fa-
vor of taxing land values, but prepared
a bill to submit to parliament on the
subject.

It took time to get this length. The
political thought of the city is with us,
however, and there was no help for
the council but to pass the bill. The
opponents of the proposition at the
council did splendid service by their
obstruction. The discussion of it from
time to time by the Glasgow corpora-
tion has had a wonderful influence in
educating the public mind all over the
country. They did what we found it
difficult to do for many reasons. They
tent the question through the news-
papers into the homes of the people,
and now the man in the street is ex-
pecting the taxation of land values.

It even brought the question before
our local professors (heaven save the
mark) of political economy. One of
these gentlemen was asked about a
year ago by one of our vice presidents,
James Stewart, how he treated the
question of taxing land values at his
class. “Oh,” replied the professor, “I
am dead opposed to'that.” “What have
you read on the subject?” asked Mr.
Stewart. ‘“The speeches, at the town
council,” was the reply. These speeches,
as you can imagine, account for many
things. Is there not a grim humor in
the fact that the Glasgow corporatiom,
which is appointed to see that the
streets are kept clean, should stir a pro-
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fessor of the dismal science into some
knowledge of land values?

Since 'Glasgow took action om land
value taxation, a greab many agsessing
bodies throughout the countiry have
followed suit. Chief among these are
the Lanarkshire county council, which
issued a report on the subject that
might have been drafted by your own
Tom L. Johnson. It was a straight
single tax pronouncement. The Aber-
deenshire county council also peti-
tioned parliament; and so have the
town councils of Paisley, Greenock,
Kilmanrock, Hamilton, Awdrie, Coat-~
bridge and Cunnock. Over the border
in England, the town councils of Stock-
port, Halifax and Bradford are among
those that have joined the movement,
along with over 200 focal bodies. All
this is splendid work. It has taken the
question out of mere political erganiza-
tion, and thereby lifted it immeasur-
ably in the public mind.

During the past year, three impor-
tant public conferences have been held.
One met in Bradford, under the aus-
pices of the English Land Restoration
league, the Scottish Land Restoration
union, and the Financial Reform asso-

ciation. The other two were held in
London. One of these, which met in

the early part of the year, was called
by the Battersea vestry; the other was
called by the Land Law Reform asso-
ciation. These meetings were highly
successful, and we are now arranging
for a fourth national conference to be
held in June at Glasgow, Edinburgh or
Liverpool.

That this work can be done, and is be-
ing done, speaks volumes for the
progress of the single tax movementin
Great Britain. A few years ago we
could not have hoped to carry out such
propaganda. But our work all over the
country for years is at last bearing
fruit. A few years ago the single tax
men of Great Britain were mostly un-
known to each other; but the work
went on quietly and persistently, and
at last it has blazed outinto the open.

Sir William Harcourt has just said
that “had he remained in office, he
would have tried his hand at the taxa-
tion of land values.” Other political
leaders in the reform movement have
also spoken out boldly on the question.
We are all winning. How true are Hen-
ry George's words: “Interest the peo-
ple, and the leaders will tumble over
each other to take up this question.”

It is difficult now to say when the
question will be taken up in Great
Britain; but it is coming along, and
not slowly is it taking its place as the
first reform to which the masses of the
people can look for relief.

Time is on our side. Events are on
our side. All the forces that make for
progress are on our side. Those who
are with us never had higher hopes of
the realization of Henry George’s
glorious dream of freedom. In the
sentiment of this country for the taxa-
tion of land values as a means to the

overthrow of land monopoly, and it is,

gaining as the days go on, Henry George
is victorious to-day. We who stand for
the reform, are but those who have
responded to his call to action, and
every day his beautiful passionate ap-
peal is bringing others to our assist-
ance. So his work progresses even while
his body rests in the grave. “Such
is the power of truth.”

We sympathize much with our Amer-
ican friends in Judge Maguire’s defeat;
but we think more highly of him than
ever. We cannot expect to win every
battle. We shall probably lose many
in the days to come. But the enemy
will learn that we do not know the
meaning of defeat. Even now we
recognize that Maguire has won, as
Henry George won in his first great
mayor fight—won by forcing our ideas

upon public attention.
JOHN PAUL.
Glasgow, Scotland, Jan. 9, 1899.

THE BALANCE OF TRADE.

The balance of trade one way or the
other does not create either losses or
gains. It simply shows them.

If an individual or a nation is receiv-
ing more than it parts with, that fact
shows gains. If more is parted with
than received, that fact shows losses.

The men who have been boasting
that the big balance of trade in favor
of this country showed immense gains
have been claiming that we recelved the
difference in gold. That claim was
false, as clearly shown by the statistics.

Had it been true, it would only have
shown that we had been exchanging
things for real use for a metal which is
of very little use.

No intelligent man would claim that
if a man handed out five dollars and
got back four he was being made rich.

But the idea of money in an exchange
has made it possible to blind the people.

The idea is that money is something
valuable in itself, and that if we export
a billion dollars’ worth of goods we get
a billion in money for them and if we
import half a billion dollars’ worth of
goods we pay half a billion in money
for them, and have half a billion as our
profit.

The matter would be much clearer if
people would get rid entirely of the
idea of money as property, and recog-
nize the fact that it is simply a repre-

sentative of property, used in effecting
exchanges of property, and that all
trade is really and ultimately an ex-
change of property for property.

Then they would see that what we
export is what we sell and what we im-
port is what we get for it, or to putit
the other way, that what we import is
what we buy and what we export is
what we pay for it.

England has for a long time been im-
porting immensely more than she ex-
ports. That is to say that her arrange-
ments with other nations are such that
she gets more than she gives. She
has piled up wealth in consequence,
notwithstanding her limited natural
resources.

America has been exporting more
than she imports; that is to say she
gives more than she gets, and but for
her immense neatural resources she
would have been impoverished.

The fact is that English people own
an immense amount of property in
other countries. The profits on this
property comes to them in the form of
other property and constitutes the ex-
cess of their imports.

Men in Europe own a large amount
of property in this country and the
profits on this proprty mekes a large
part of our excess of exports.

England is the gainer by her profits
on property in other countries.

America is the loser because the
profits on property in this country go
to men in England and other countries.

The balance of trade against Eng-
land shows that property from other
countries is flowing to her shores and
that she is giving less than she gets.
It does not create this condition, butit
shows it.

The balance of trade in favor of this
country shows that property is flowing
away from our shores and that we are
giving more than we are getting. It
does not create this condition, but it
shows it.

Balance of tradc one way or the other
is a result and not a cause. If acoun-
try is gaining in its trade with other
countries it will import more than it
exports. If it is losing it will export
more than it imports.

It is so clearly evident that if a
country sends away more than it gets
back that there is a loss somewhere,
that those who have been trying to
make it appear that we were getting
rich under our present economic sys-
tem have tried to make the people be-
lieve that we were getting gold back,
and that the gold werreceived made up
the difference. But the statistics we
have published punctured this hum-
bug.
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It is suggested that it would be a
good thing for us to produce at home
all we consume and then produce more
and send it abroad.

Stop and think. .

‘What would be the use of laboring to
produce goods and send them abroad
unless we get something in return
for it?

Perhaps he will say we would get
money.

There is no such thing ae interna-
tional money. Suppose we receive
thé money of those countries. It would
be no use to us unless we bought goods
from them with it and that would be
imports. We would be paid for our
exports in imports, and unless the im-
ports were worth as much as the ex-
ports we would be losing on the trans-
action.

Suppose they sent us gold bullion in
exchange. That would be importing
gold, but when we got it what could
we do with it? We would be exchang-
ing property that is of use and benefit
to mankind for property that is of very
little use or benefit.

But we could use the gold in buying
other things.

If we bought them from ourselves we
would be none the better off. If we
bought them from other countries they
would be imports; the gold would have
served only as a representative of
property to effect the exchange be-
tween the property we exported and
the property we imported. And unless
the property we finally received was
worth as much as that which we had
exported we would be the losers in the
trade.

The true policy for nations in the
matter of trade is exactly the same as
the true policy in trade between in-
dividuals. In fact there is no such
thing really as trade between nations.
What is called “international trade” is
simply trade between individuals of
different nations.

Let each individual produce that
which he can produce to the best ad-
vantage. If he can produce more than
he himself needs let him exchange his
surplus with his neighbor for that
which his neighbor can produce to bet-
ter advantage than he.—National New
Era, of Springfield, Ohio, for Feb. 3.

THE ADVANCE OF DEMOCRACY.

One of the most dangerous experi-
ments that a thinker and a historian
can make is to use current political
tendencies as' a basis for wide sociolog-
ical generalizations. The experiment
can only succeed on one condition—
that the writer has first taken care to

place himself outside the arena of con-
flict, so that he may be certain to un-
derstand the motives and forces at
work on all sides, and to keep clear of
the vulgar mistake of identifying the
narrow and temporary contentions of
a particular party with profound phil-
osophical truths by which the argu-
ments and actions of all parties may be
judged as an unerring standard. The
experiment was made by Mr. Lecky in
his treatise, or perhaps we may say
his jeremaid, on “Democracy and Lib-
erty,” first published nearly three years

‘ago; but that Mr. Lecky has not yet

learnt the conditions of success may be
seen from the Introduction which he
prefixes to the new edition just.pub-
lished by Messrs. Longmans. A polit-
ical pamphlet is a legitimate and may
be a useful form of literature. The
same may be said” of a philosophic
treatise on politics. But a party pam-
phlet which takes the form of a phil-
osophic treatise is an undesirable form
of literary effort. Itcannotbe said that
Mr. Lecky brings forth any fruits meet
for repentance in the new Introduction.
Take, for example, his view of the atti-
tude of democracy towards property.
It is easy to understand and sympathize
with the pure partisan of the “rights of
property,” who makes no pretense to
being a philosopher, but simply stands
out as stoutly as he can for the rights
of his class. It is also easy to see how
interesting and valuable it would be to
have a really scientific analysis of the
ethical basis of property and its rela-
tion to democratic ideas and princi-
ples. But we do not like the mixture
of the two things. As a little instance,
take this account of the “Silver” move-
ment in the United States. This is
quoted as an example of the evils which
have “rather increased than dimin-
ished” since Mr. Lecky’s book was first
published.

The admirable provisions in the American
Constitution guaranteeing the security of
contracts have been indirectly menaced vn
the largest scale by the Silver party, which
advocates the payment of all debts in a de-
preciated coinage.

But what of the principle of paying
debts in an appreciated coinage? The
silver party may be right or wrong, but
when their views are taken as menacing
the security of contracts, when the
ground for this interpretation is that
they advocated the payment of debts
in a depreciated coinage, and when this
is put forward without the slightest
reference to the opposite injustice, for
which they contend that they are pro-
posing a remedy, it is clear that no at-
tempt is made to appreciate the real
motives or principles of the party to
which the writer happens to be op-

posed. There is no effort to secure the
detachment from party prejudices,
which is the first condition of success
in such a work as the present. The
writer’s interpretation of the party op-
posed to him is thus made a standard
not merely for judging that party, but
for judging the democracy, which, it
may be, places upon the motives of the
party quite a different interpretation.
Mr. Lecky has naturally much to say
of the deviation of both parties from
the “orthodox” conception of property
and economies in this country, and he
says it in much the same spirit. A con-
spicuous fact in our current polities is
The complete reconciliation of the Union-
ist and Conservative parly with deimoc-
racy. . . . Within wide limits the two
parties move on the same lines, and are

more like competitors in a race than ad-
versaries in the Acld.

There is a measure of truth in this,
but a writer with more insight would,
we think, have brought out a deeper
truth. In one sense both partiesaccept
democracy because they must. It is
there, and it is of no use to treat a fact
which stares one in the face as though
it did not exist. Democracy being a
fact, there still, we think, remain two
ways of showing “acceptance” of it.
One is by rubbing along so as to keep on
terms with it, conceding this point to-
day and that to-morrow as soon as the
demand becomes irresistible. This is
the method which, in softer phrase, Mr.
Lecky attributes to conservatism. Itis
a method eminently suited for retain-
ing power. The other method is that of
thinking out and following out the nat-
ural development of democracy from
the political to the social and economie
sphere. If Mr. Lecky had made this at-
tempt himself he would better under-
stand why his own party find them-
selves obliged to accept Sir William
Harcourt’s budget, to extend the prin-
ciple of graduated taxation and to de-
velop still further “the Irish land leg-
islation, which is the most evident in-
stance of confiscatory violation of con-
tract in modern legislation.” “Confis-
catory legislation” may pass in a party
speech, but before anyone uses the
phrase as the deliverance of austere and
impartial philosophy he is surely bound
to submit the economic conditions of
modern society to a very rigorous
analysis. Is it not possible that what
passes as “free” contract may result in
great unfairness, which only legislation
can remedy? If so, on which sideisthe
confiscation? The taxation of the “un-
earned increment” appears as confisca-
tion to one party, while to others it is
precisely the absorption of this incre-
ment by private owners which appears
as a confiscation of wealth produced
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by and justly due to the community as
a whole. To provide pensions (or, for
that matter, bare maintenance in a
workhouse) for the aged poor at the
expense of other people is confiscation
if the rights of individual property are
absolute. But if property is an insti-
tution maintained by society for its
own purposes, and therefore within
limits and upon conditions which so-
ciety from time to time prescribes, then
the same measure may equally well ap-
pear as a partial attempt to remedy
an economic inequality. We do not
complain of Mr. Lecky for rejecting the
democratic view of property, but for
apparently making so little effort to
understand it before he rejects it. It
is only a profound understanding not
merely of democracy but of the whole
movement in ethical thought—which
has gone some distance since the publi-
cation of Mr. Lecky’s extremely valua-
ble work on European Morals—that
could justify Mr. Lecky in the attitude
of assurance antl finality with which he
comes to judgment upon the dealings
of democracy with property.—Manches-
ter (Eng.) Guardian, of Jan. 10.

SEE HOW PROTECTION DESTROYS
MORALS.

Extracts from a speech made before the
Marquette Club of Chicago, Feb. 13, by the
Hon. Whitelaw Reid, editor of the New
York Tribune, and one of the strongest ad-
vocates of protection in the United States.

1t is a bugbear that the Filipinos
would be citizens of the United States,
and would therefore have the same
rights of free travel and free eutry of
their own manufactures with other
citizens. The treaty did mnot make
them -citizens of the United States at
all; and they never will be, unless you
neglect your congress. Itisa bugbear
that anybody living on territory or
other property belonging to the United
States must be a citizen. Itisequallya
bugbear that the tariff must necessari-
1y be the same over any of the territory
or other property of the United States,
as it isin the nation itself. . . .

First, hold what you are entitled to.
If you are ever to part with it, wait at
least till you have examined it and
found out that you have no use for it.
Next, resist admission of any of our
new possessions as states or their or-
ganization on a plan designed to pre-
pare them for admission. Stand firm
for the present American union of sis-
ter states, undiluted by anybody’s
archipelagoes.

Make this fight easiest by making it
at the beginning. Resist the first in-
sidious effort to change the character
of this union by leaving the continent.
We want no Porto Ricans or Cubans to

be sending senators and representa-
tives to Washington to help govern the
American union, any more than we
want Kanakas or Tagalos or Visayas or
Mohammedan Malays. . . .

Resist the crazy extension of the doc-
trine that government derives its just
powers from the consent of the gov-
erned to an extreme never imagined by
the men who framed it, and never for
one moment acted upon in their own
practice.

LINCOLN IS OUT OF DATE.

In a speech delivered in Peoria Oc-
tober 17, 1858, Abraham Lincoln—a
man of some influence in his day—said
that “no man was good enough to gov-
ern another man without the other’s
consent.” But like the declaration of
independence Abraham Lincoln is ob-
solete—extinct. We know now that the
other man’s consent is not necessary if
he is not equal to the man who pro-
poses to govern him.—St. Louis Post-
Dispatch.

THE POOR MAN’S BURDEN.

Pile up the poor man’s burden—
The weight of foreign wars;

Go shrewdly yoke together
Great Mercury and Mars,

And march with them to conquest,
As once did ancient Rome,

‘With vigor on her borders
And slow decay at home!

Pile up the poor man’s burden,
Accept Great Britain’s plan;

She does all things for commerce—
Scarce anything for man.

Far off among the Pagans
She seeks an open door

While Pity cries in London:
“God help the British poor!”

Pile up the poor man’s.burden—

His sons will hear our call,
‘Will feed the jungle fever

And stop the Mauser ball;
Will fall far off unnoted,

For spoils they may not share,
And spill their blood to water

A laurel here and there!

Pile up the poor man’s burden;
Keep in the old, old track!

Let glory ride, as ever,
Upon the toiler’s back.

Lay tax and tax upon him,
Devised with subtle skill—

Call forth his sons to slaughter
And let him pay the bill!

Pile up the poor man’s burden!
The lords of trade, at least,
May drink, like King Belshazzar,
In comfort at the feast;
May boast, as did the monarch
Within his palace hall,
‘While God wrote out his sentence
In fire upon the wall!
—Dr. Howard 8. Taylor, before the Monti-
cello Club, of Chicago, Feb. 11

We must never allow ourselves to
even appear to say to the world that we
confine the love of country and freedom
to ourselves. That we punish with

death in others that which we dignify
among ourselves. That we are nation-
ally unjust. That, being strong, we op-
press the weak. That, being free, we
would make others slaves. The policy
that the president has entered upon
is unjust, un-Christian, un-American.
The American people will never give it
their indorsement. Itisour duty tode-
fend our nation’s honor. The president
is not our country.—Kansas City Times.

“Is there any difference between ‘sick’
and ‘ill?’"”

“Why, it’s just like this; the man
who gets sick sends for a doctor, while
the man who becomes ill summons a
physician.””—Puck.

Now, Bobby, don't let me speak to
you again!

Bobby (helplessly)—How can I pre-
vent you, mamma ?—Puck.
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