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Fully to appreciate the condi-
tions in Colorado which have cul-
minated this week in a murderous
dynamite explosion, one should
read in MceClure's Magazine for
May Mr. Ray Stannard Baker's un-
biaged report of his thorough and
impartial investigation.

'I-.“_ -

No merely wanton and unpro-
voked outrage was that blowing
up of the Colorado railroad sta-
tion with its horrible destruction
of life—even assuming it to have
been done by enemies of the mine
owners. Human nature being as it

" ix, such outrages are perfectly
natural episodes, to be reasonably
expected in any community where,
a8 in Colorado for months past,
the law has been flagrantly defled

- by its own administrators in the
interest of a rich class of citizens
against a poor class.

S

The present labor conflict in that
State is between organized min-
ers on the one hand and mineral
deposit owners on the other, Pri
marily, of course, the trouble
springs from the fact that the laws
secure to these owners, contrary
to natural justice, a monopoly of
natural mineral deposits., But
s the laws do secure that monop-
oly, this fanlt is not with the law’s
administrators. It is with the
people themselves, including the
striking miners. Not s0, however,
with the corporate and official defi-
ance that caured and has attendedd
upon the progress of the Colorado
miners’ strike. '

Through their monopoly the
owners of the mineral deposits of
Colorado have acquired great in-
fluence and consequent power over

the governmental machinery of
the State, 1t is freely nsserted,
with every appearance of truth,
and is not denied, that they law-
lessly killed the foree of a Consti-
tutional amendment made for the
relief of workingmen; thig was
the cause of the strike. It is
absolutely known that the militia
iy at their command regardless of
the law; Adjutant General Bell
has publicly confessed it. The in-
ferenee is warranted, therefore,
that the Governor is their tooli
he commands the militia. There
is no longer any doubt that he may
with impunity place the militia in
arbitrary command of the proper-
ty rights and personal liberties of
the people anywhere in the State,
with or without cause, and that
there is no redress while he re-
maing in office; in a case it has
just decided the Supreme Court of
the State so adjudges. The prop-
erty and liberties of the people of
Colorado are consequently at the
mercy of the great corporations
which own the mineral deposits
of that State,

And right recklessly have those
corporations used this most dan-
gerous power. They have caused
the Governor to declare martial
law in counties: where no violence
had oecurred with which the civil
authorities could not and did not
cope. Through him they have
placed troops in those counties
who have apurned the civil au-

thorities, including the judiciary,.

and administered civil affairs in
abject obedienee to the orders of
the corporations that placed them
there. They have suppressed
newspapers for criticizing them.
They have placed a military cen-
worship over news reports of their
doings, even going to the extent of
forbidding the telephoning or tele-
graphing of any reports whatever
of the local situation. They have
deported citizens  coming  from
other States, and exiled estab-
lished residents, They have ar-
rested men without warrant and

cAdjutant

without cause and held them in
prison in defiance of the courts.
At this moment they hold in cus-
tody the president of the Western
Miners' Federation, for no other
reason than that he is the presi-
dent,of that body; and the Su-
preme Courf, one judge dissent-
ing, holds that the courts are
legally as well as physically pow-
erless to release him.  Until the
military choose to let him go,—
which means, according to the
General's disclosure,
until the mine-owning corpora-
tions consent—he cannot be
released.  All his rights as a citi-
zen are in abeyance, If his death
were desired he could be executed
arbitrarily, so the Supreme Court
holds, and without responsibility
to anyvone. What is true of him is
of course true of anyone else whese
arrest these mine-owning corpora-
tions may desire in any part of the
Ntate wherein it may causq a pli-
ant governor, however unneces-
surily, to suspend the civil law.
The man who is surprised at as-
sussinating dynamiteexplosions
under these circumstances, would
be surprised if he got smallpox in
a pesthouse.

Deneen’s nomination by the Re-
publicans for governor of Illinois
is in the nature of a triumph, even
if finally secured by bargains, for
those Republicafis who stand for
good government according to
their rather limited understand-
ing of ‘what is good government.
Yates's faction consisted of se-
ceders from the Lorimer “ma-
chine,” Lowden's was the Lorimer
“machine.” Deneen’s was the fac-
tion of “good citizenship”—the
kind of good citizenship that
stands loyally by “vested rights”
in the mature fruits of aforetime
bad citizenship. Notwithstand.
ing this unfortunate limitation.
however, such good citizenship is
at any rate an advance; and upon
Deneen’s nomination the Repub.
licans of Illinois are to be compli-
mented—not exactly,with enthnsi-
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A
asm. vet with assurances of re-
spect.

HERBERT SPENCER AND HENRY

GEORGE.
As Part II of the “Unpublished
Letters” of the late Herbert

Spencer there appeared in the In-
dependent of May 26, 1904, under
cover of British and American
copyright, a collection of this dis-
tinguished philosopher's private
letters relative to Henry George.
These hitherto unpublished docu-
ments were addressed by Mr.
Spencer to Mr. James A. Bkilton,
an American friend and disciple,
and were written between Janu-
ary 6, 1893, and January 19, 1894,
They are introduced to thereaders
of the Independent by an explana-
tory note in which the editor of the
Independent says:

Henry George published his work en-
titled “A Perplexed Phllosopher™
through the now defunct house of
Charles L. Webster & Co., in 1892. Its

. sub-title, “An Examination of Mr. Her-

-

bert 8Spencer's Various Utterances on
the Land Question, with Some Inciden-
tal Reference to His Synthetic Philoso-
phy,” indicates its scope and purpose.
Mr. George collated and compared the
views empreesed in Spencer’s “‘Social
Statica™ (1850) with his later views, par-
ticularly those expressed in “Justice”
(1892), and charged the philosopher
with having recanted In order to win the
favor of the political and social leaders
of England. Spencer had, indeed, so
thoroughly revised his views on theland
question ' that the change can only
rightly be termed a practical reversal,
even though he himself insisted on call-
ing It & “modification.” On this point,
and on the arguments by which he justi-
fled his change of front, Mr. George had
ample grounds for attack. Unfortun-
ately, however, instead of devoting his
work to an examination of these argu-
ments, Mr. George slighted his oppor-
tunities and directed an attack on 8pen-
cer's character, wherein he was clearly
and entirely in the wrong, and & further
attack on Spencer's philosophy, for
which he was wholly unfitted.

Inonerespect the Independent's
note is entirely just. Mr. Bpencer
had, indeed, “so thoroughly re-
vised his views on the land ques-
tion that the change can only
rightly be termed a practical re-
versal,”

Whether this excellent maga.
zine is as fair in asserting that Mr.
George was clearly and entirely in
the wrong in attacking Mr. Spen-
cor's character and wholly unfit-
ted forattacking his philosophy as

he did, will be determined by the,
candid upon no one's ipse dixit.
All the materials for forming an
intelligent judgment are too eas-
ily accessible for that.
I

A T'erplexed Philosopher,” Mr.
(ieorge’s book to which the Inde-
pendent’snoterefersand Mr. Bpen-
cer's posthumously published let-
ters relate, was written with the
object, ag the author says in the
introduction, of defending and ad-
vancing a prineiple in which he
saw “the only possible relief from
much that enthralls and degrades
and distorts, turning light to dark-
ness and good to evil.”

It was not written primarily “to
gage a philosopher or weigh a
philosophy.” Yet at one point the
philosopher had to be gaged and
his philosophy weighed. The dis-
interestedness of the one and the
soundness of the other became im-
portant factors in the controversy
at the point where Bpencer di-
verged from his original theory of
equal rights to the earth, and, by
what the Independent justly calls
a “practical reversal,” proceeded
to take up a position in direct and
fundamental hostility to his orig-
inal one which George had adopt-
ed and to which George adhered.

The reason George gives for
gaging the philosopheris that Mr.
Spencer’s place in the intellectual
world was so exalted as.to influ.
ence the large majority of his fol-
lowers to bow before him as to one
in authority and accept his dicta
more as matter of faith than of
reason. While recognizing that
in some fields of investigation the
ability and the intellectual hon-
esty of the investigator may safe-
Iy be distinguished, respeect being
paid to the one though the other
is distrusted, Mr. George held
that this is not so in the field of
philosophy. “Rince philosophy is
the search for truth, the philoso-
pher who in his teachings is
swerved by favor or by fear for-
feits all esteem as a philosopher.”
Will any one dispute the sound-
ness of that opinion?

‘And although not a special
student of the Spencerian philos-
ophy, Mr. George had a cogent
reason for weighing it, in so far as
he ventured to do so.  His com-
petency to that extent is hardly
open to rational question. Ag Mr.

Spencer’s treatment of the princi-
ple of equal rights to.the earth
began with his first book and end-
ed with his last, he furnished in
that treatment what Mr. George
describes as *“a cross-section of his
teachings, traversing the opeu
plain of obvious facts and com-
mon perceptions.” With that cross-
section of Rpencerianism, George
believed that men of only ordinary
knowledge and mental power
might fairly bring to atest the
vaunted perfection of this other-
wise esoteric philosophy. If he
was mistaken in that belief and in
the result of his own test, it is
nevertheless true that noexplana-
tion of his mistake has yet escaped
the Spencerian sanctum sanector-
um, wherein alone the mistake ap-
pears to be obvious.

It was wholly without refer
ence, however, to the Bpencerian
philosophy itself and to Bpencer’s
personality that George under
took the task of writing “A Der
plexed Philosopher.” Those con-
siderations were incidental. The
primary purpose was to weigh Mr.
spencer’s latest opinion on the
land question as disclosed in his
latest book, *“Justice.” That

George did this, and did it fairly,.

no candid reader of his book can
dispute, whether he agrees with
its conclusions or not; and every
such reader will incline to suspect
the candor of exclamations
against George’s *attack on

‘Spencer’s character” which ignore

his refutation of Npencer’s land
theory as “modified” and the cir-
cumstances under which it came
to be “modifled.”

(George's book begins with a
clear statement and explanation
of Spencer’s original theory re-
garding the land question, and,
tracing his public expressions on
that subject down to his latest,
prints every omne in full. *I
shall not ask the reader to ac
cept anything from me,” writes
Mr. George at page xv of
the introduction (Memorial and
Libravy editions); “all T ask of
him is to judge for himself Mr.
Spencer’s own public declara-
tions.”

To this invitation George adds.
in a spirit which one might wish
but would wish in vain to find in
Mr. Spencer’s posthumously pub-
lished letters, the following con-

e e —————— . .,
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siderate observations. They fur-
nish the keynote to his book:

The respect for authority, the pre-
sumption in favor of those who have won
intellectual reputation, is, within rea-
sonable limits, both prudent and becom-
ing. But it should not be carried too
far, and there are some things especially
as to which it behooves us all to use our
own judgment and to -maintain free
minds. For not only does the history
of the world show that undue deference
to authority has been the potent agency
through which errors have been en-
throned and superstitions perpetuated,
but there are regions of thought in
which the largest power and the great-
est acquirements cannot guard against
aberrations or assure deeper Insight.
One may stand on a box and look over
the head= of his fellows, but he no bet-
Jler sees the stars. The telescope and
the microscope reveal depths which to
the unassisted vision are closed. Yet
not mere=ly do they bring us nonearer to
the caus<e of suns and animalcula, but

in looking through them the observer.

must shut his eyes to what lles about
bim. That intension is at the expense
of exten=lon is seen in the mental as
in the phyeical sphere. A man of spe-~
cial learming may be a fool as to com-
mon relmtions. And that he who passes
for an.in tellectual prince may be a moral
pauper there are examples enough to
show. As we must go to the shoemaker
if we would be well shod and to the
tallor If we would.be well clad, so as to
special branches of knowledge must we
rely upon those who have studied them.
But while ylelding to reputation the
presumption in its favor and to autho™
ity the respect that ie its due, let us not
too much underrate our own-powers in
what is concerned ‘with common facts
and general relations. While we may
not be sclentists or philosophers, we;
too, are men, . The power to rea-
son correctly on general gubjects is not
to be learned in schools, nor does it
come with special knowledge. It results
from care in separating, from caution
in combining, from the habit of asking
ourselves the meaning of the words we
use and making sure of one step before
building another on it—and above all,
from loyalty to truth. Giving to Mr.
Spencer, therefore, the presumption that
is due to hie great reputation, but at the
same time using his own reason, let the
reader consider the matter I shall lay
before him.

Burely every just man will feel
that if George's book is in har-
mony with the spirit of that intro-
duction, the philosophy and the
philosopher it may seem to attack
need a better defense than these
irritable and vituperative private
letters from Mr. Spencer, first pub-
lished after the death of both
men and ten years after Mr.

Spencer wrote  them. Mr. Spen-
cer  himself appears to have
felt their inappropriateness, for
he forbade the publication of any-
thing in them as from him.
*Of course,” he writes in a post-
seript to the first and principal
one, “if any of these expressions
or statements are used,” in an-
swer to Mr. George, “it must be
with change from the first person
to the third—T’ must everywhere
be changed to ‘he.” .

That George’s book really is in
harmony with the spirit of the in-
troductory passage we quote,
may ‘be seen at the mere cost of
reading it. Mr. Bpencer’s more de-
voted disciples have apparently
neglected doing this. Mr. Spencer
himself confesses to having studi-
ously avoided it. According tohis
posthimously published letter of
January 6, 1893, he did no more
than to read the introduction and

| allow his secretary to read to him

#sundry of the calumnious and vi-
tuperative passages.” Upon that
basis alone he outlined the pro-
posed reply.

But his American friend, Mr.
Skilton, to whom all these letters
were written, was evideatly nor
satisfied. For Mr. Skilton appears
from Mr. Spencer’s letters to have
urged upon Mr, Spencer the impor-
tance of a Spencerian reply to
George upon the merits of the land
question controversy as presented
in “The Perplexed Philosopher.”
Mr. Spencer insisted, however,
upon confining his reply to the one
question of his own personal good
faith. This is disclosed by the
Spencer letter of May 1, 1893, writ-
ten four months after the first let-
ter in which Spencer furnished
material for answering George—
a period of profound silence on the
part of Spencer and the American
Spencerians, but a silence ex-
plained by this disagreement aw
to tactics between Spencer and his
American friends. In that letter
we find the following:

We evidently take somewhat different
views of the situation. You appear to
look largely, or mainly, at the general
question, whereas to me the general
question is of no importance. The
“Synthetic Philosophy" can take care
of itself, and I don’t care a straw if it
Is attacked by Mr. Henry George or half
a dozen Henry Georges, with as many
popes to back them. Pray say nothing
about it nor anything in defense of it.

‘Bpencer
‘George reproduces in full, and

I should be vexed were any step taken
in its support. Similarly about the land
quesiion. I have never dreamed of en-
tering into controversy with Mr. Henry
George about that or anything else, and
1 should be sorry to see anyone take up.
the land question on my behalf. The
only thing about which I am concerned
is the personal question—the vile cal-
umny which the man propagates, and the
only question is whether it is worth
while to do anything in the way of re-
butting this, Whatever is done should,
[ think, be done at once; and, indeed,
the delay that has already taken place
seems to me injurious.

What an utter lack of justice,
to say nothing of.its wisdom from
the Spencerian point of view, there
was in that attitude toward
George's eriticism, may be- in-
ferred from an outline, necessarily
very brief, of the subject matter
of George’s book.

11

This book of George’s, aptly
named *“A Perplexed Philoso-
pher,” opens with an account of
Hpencer’s first book, “SBocial Stat-
ics,” which appeared in 1850. In.
that book Spencer laid down the
fundamental principle of equal
freedom—that *“every man may
claim the fullest liberty to exer-
cise his faculties compatible with
the possession of like liberty by

-every other man,” and from that

first principle he deduced the
principle of equal. rights to the use
of the earth. The chapterin which
made this deduction

then summarizes its argument.

In that chapter George finds a
passage which appeared to him at
first to be incongruous, because it
seemed to admit that equal
rights to the earth of the men of &
living generation are to some ex-
tent nullified by an equitable ne-
cessity for compensating the gran-
tees of all previous generations.
But upon taking the whole chap-
ter into more critical considera-
tion George concludes that this
apparent incongruity was duetoa
careless form of statement by Mr.
Spencer, who meant by compensa-
tion not compensation for relin-
quishing grants of title to the
earth, but for the value of improve-
ments. .

The next chapter in Spencer’s
“Social Statics” dealt with ques-
tions of property rights. This
also is quoted in full and its argu-
ments summarized by Mr. George,
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who thereupon points out with in-
cisive and impersonal reasoning
certain eonfusions relative to hu-
man rights and economic values
by which he believed Mr, Spencer
had been slightly misled. But
these “crudities and seeds of er-
ror™ he held to be of little moment
beside the “sterling merit™ of
Speneer’s argument as i whole,

JPassing then to a subsequent
book of Mr. Spencer’s, “Political
Institutions,” Mr. George ob-
serves that therein, in 1882, My,
sSpencer repeated the views on the
Lind question which he had set
forth in “Social Statics” 32 years
hefore.

But now came what Gieorge de-
seribes ag Mr. Bpencer's stage of
~Repudiation,” in significant con-
trast with his preceding one of
“Declaration.” It is marked by
published utterances of Mr. Npen-
cer's, beginning soon after the pub-
lication of “Political Institu-
tions,” all of which appear in full
in Mr. George's book. Ther are
there dissected absolutely with-
out any appearance of personal

feeling, and with entire free-
dom from anything that could
possibly be regarded as ca-

lumnions—unless it be calum-
nious to point out what the eriti-
cised utterances themselves plain-
Iy show, that Mr. Spencer was eva-
=ive; and what all the circumstan-
ves suggest, that he had strong
human reasons for being o,

“Recantation” is the next stage
in Mr. Spencer’s land-question ev-
olution. Here Mr. George's book,
presents criminating facts which
Mr. Spencer never publicly denied,
which no one ¢ver publicly denied
for him, and about which his re-
cently published letters on the
Henry George controversy are si-
lent.

Among there facts is the emas-
culation of “Social Staties™in the
American edition of 1891, so as to
expunge its theory of equal rights
to the earth. The facts regarding
this, ag Mr. George discloses and
connects  them, ave peculiarly
vondemnatory. What they mean.
if not what CGeorge implies, it
wonld be more than difticult to say,

About this time, also, “Jus-
tice” appeared, wherein Mr. 8pen-
ver  reaches  the  conclpsion,
through his system of philosophy,

that landlords own the earth by a
practically indefeasible title, rest-
ing upon equitable considerations,
and that this title gives them the
strongest kind of right to deprive
all other men of equal freedom to
use the earth, until they, the land-
lords, are paid for the privilege.

As an indication of the weak-
nesx of Mr. Spencer’s argument,
which George lays barve, a sin-
gle “example must  here  suf-
fice. Still acknowledging the mor-
al right in the abstract of equal
freedom to the usge of the earth,
but asserting an equally strong
moral right on the part of its own-
erstobecompensated forthat free-
dom, he concludes, upon making a
calenlation which credits the laud-
owners of Englund with what
they have paid for the support of
the landless poor but does not
charge them with the rents they
have or could have received from
the land they elaim, that the
amonnts thus paid to the landless
would outweigh the rights of the
landless, and so make legal recog-
nition of equal freedom to the use
of the earth a profitless innova-
tion. The omission of ground
remts as a debit against landlords
in an account which treats their
land taxes as a credit, should cast
guspicion upon an ordinary book-
keeper, not to mention a distin-
guished philosopher.

If George suspected Spencer's
good faith in hir amazing recanta-
tion on the land question, it was
because George could not account
for the holes in Spencer's reason-
ing upon any theory of intelleetu-
al incapacity. Maybe he ought to
have considered the probability of
Spencer's declining mental pow-
ers; butitiscasier tomake that ex-
planation now than at the time
when George wrote, for Spencer’s
reputation was then still in the
ascendant. B¢ that as it may.
Gieorge believed that he had found
the explanation in Spencer's man-
ifeat disposition to conserve a rep-
ntation for intellectual greatness
by deferring in his later publica-
tions to the powerful interests
which a reiteration of his carlier
opinions would offend.

Nor let any one suppose thai
this was an anfounded inference.
Whether Spencer  deserved his
condemnation or not, George cer-

tainly made as clear a case on the
element of guilty motive as was
ever made by prosecuting attor-
ney in criminal court.

That, however, is of secondary
importance. Sois the otherinciden-
tal inquiry that George makes—
his examination into the elements
of the Spencerian philosophy.
This inquiry is necessitated by the
faet that George’s book A Per-
plexed Philosopher.” isa review
and criticisin  of Spencer’s book
“Justice,” in so far as the latter
relates to the land question; and
“Justice” is ~by its author deemed
the very summit and capstone of
hix whole phbilosophy.” Secondary
though that inquiry was, it there-
fore belonged in the controversy:

and the Spencerian advocate is yet*

to appear with any show of evi-
dence that George proved himself
unfit for the task.

But “Justice,” besides being the
climax of Mr. Spencer’s philosoph-
ical structure, presented his final
views on the subject of legal prop-
erty rights in land. Its most im-
portant single point, probably, is
his  contention that justice
demands the compensation of
landlords as a condition of their
expropriation. The antithesis of
this is the most important single
point in (George’s book. There,
then, is where the vital irsue be-
tween them is joined—over the
question of the justice of compen-
sation. On the equities of award-
ing compensation to beneficiaries
of continuing moral wrongs asa
condition of abolishing them,
George's “Compensation’ chapter

in this book is as fine an example |

of reasoning on a high moral plane
in support of a high moral prin-
ciple as may be found anywhere in
the Tanguage.

George quotes all that Spencer
says on this issue as on every oth-
er point, and answers it convine-
ingly. It is difficult to conceive
how Spencer could have replied ef-
fectively. even if he had cared
enough about his philosophy in its
relation to the land question to
read or to allow his secretary to
read to him, what had been said
against his view by the best
equipped and most generally rec
ognized champion of the opposite
view. Intruth, the personalques-
fion, convincingly as that also i8
presented, sinks into comparative
insigniticance in George’s book,

.
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when contrasted with his presen-
tation of the case against Mr.
spencer's land question views,

George's statement of the
facts is full and fair. His in-
terpretations are just. His an-
alyees are rational and clear.
His reasoning is rigidly exact.
His outlook is  comprehen-
sive and his penetration deep.
These are not platitudinous adje:-
tives, Every one has its mean:
ing, the full force of which will be
verified upon reference to the
book. If Herbert Spencer’s phi-
losophy, where it emerges into the
open plain and challenges com-
mon sense controversy over the
land question, is worth defend-
ing at all, no better opportunity
could have come to My, Spencer
than that which Heury George's
book offered him. -

111

What did Spencer do? Instead
of meeting the issue, he wrote o se-
ries of letters to a friend, refusing
to meet it and practically forbid-
ding his friends to do 8o, yet press-
ing them to respond, not directly
as from him, but indirectly as from
themselves, to what he denounced
a8 “the calumnious and vitupera-
tive passages,” as the “two direct
falsehoods,” and as the “buase insin-
nations,” of this Mr.(ieorge, whom
he thovght he conld fitly describe
only with “one short word not
used in polite society.”

With what Mr. Spencer calls
“valumnious and vituperative pas
sages” and “base insinuations,”
we have not the space to deal.
Gieorge's book must be consulted
for the answer to that nebulous
part of Mr. Spencer's letters, and
it will be found sufficient. It is
more important to consider here
Mr. Spencer's specific charges of

' fulsehood.

The first of these alleged false-
hoods consists, according to Mr,
Spencer, in George's statement
that Spencer has placed himself
“definitely on the side of those
who contend that the treatment
of land as private property cannot
equitably be interfered with.”

Mr. Spencer denies having done
this, He says his “view of the
principle” has not changed, but

\ only his “view of the policy.” But
\ thechief reason he gives for chang:
ing his view of the “poliey” is that
'}he has discovered that compensa-

tion to landowners, which he has
always insisted npon, would leave
no balance of benefit to the com-
munity, but on the contrary would
be a losing transaction.

Since this explanation itself
clearly ranges Mr. Bpencer on the
side of those who contond that the
treatment of land as private prop-
erty cannot be interfered with,
and does so for equitable reasons,
namely that equity demands com
L pensation, it is not easy to un-
derstand why he should denounce
Mr. (ieorge’s statement as a false-
‘hood. If his own explanation
does not express the idea that he
is “on the side of those who con-
tend that the treatment of land as
private property cannot equitably
be interféred with,” his words are
meaningless,

The second falsehood with which
Mr. Bpencer charges George is
George's statement that—
the name of Herbert Spencer now ap-
pears with those of almost all the dukes
in the Kingdom as the director of an as-
sociation formed for the purpose of de-
fending private property in land, that
was especially active, ete,

The “ete.” in this quotation from
Mr. Bpencer is unpleasantly sug-
gestivey it must be confessed, of
disingenuousness, It stands forr
the remainder of CGeorge's final
sentence on page 201 of the origi-
nal edition of A Perplexed Philos-
opher,” and page 170 of the Me-
morial and the Library editions.
The completesentence reads as fol-
lows (the part for which Mr. Spen-
cer's letter substitutes the “ete”
being by us enclosed in brackets
for ease of identification):

The name of Herbert Spencer now
appears with those of about all the
dukes of the Kingdom as the director
of an association formed for the purpose
of defending private property in land,
that was especlally active [in the re-
cent London County Council elec-
tion.]

It will be observed that the
omitted part of this quotation was
not #o long as to necessitate the
“ete.” for spuce-saving purposes,
Neither was the omission neces-
garyforpurposes of legitimate em-
phasis, But it did serve the pur-
pose, whether he so intended or
not, of enabling Mr. Bpencer to
speculate as to the possibility of
Mr. George's having meant an as-

sociation which George did not

mean—namely the Liberty and
Property Defense League. Mem-
bership in this association Mr.
Hpencer was able to deny, thereby
making an erroneous appearance
of convicting Mr. George of falsc-
hood.

Having done this, Mr. Spencer
proceeded to explain that if Mr.
George meant the association
which Mr. George did mean, and
which Mr. Bpencer should have
known that he meant, and
which readers of Mr. Spencers
letter might have known that he
meant if George's full sentence
had been quoted by Mr. Bpencer
instead of being cut off in the mid-
dle—uamely, the Ratepayers' De-
fense League,—that in that case
Mr. George misrepresented be-
cause the Ratepayvers’ league was
“not an association for defending
landed property,” but was one “for
defending the intevests of occupi-
ers,” and that he, Mr. Bpencer, had
‘joined it as a rate payer to check
the extravagant demands on rate
payers made by the county coun-
eil,” though *‘this league took but
little part in the last county coun-
cil election,” and further that,

| “thongh on its formal couneil,” he,

Mr. Bpencer, was *‘not on its excec-
utive conneil.”

If, then, Mr. George was guilty
of the second falsehood which Mr.
Hpencer charged upon him, the
faulsehood must have consisted in
saying one or more of these three
things: (1) that Mr. Spencer was
a “director” of the league, where-
a8 he was only on its “general
council;” (2) that the association
was formed for the purpose ol
defending private property in
Iand, whereas it was formed for
the protection of “occupiers”; and
(3) that it was especially active in
the then recent county  council
election, whereas it took but little
part in that election.

The first of these alleged mis-

statementsmakes too weak a foun-
dation for a charge so serions aw

deliberate  falsehood. It may,
therefore, be ignored.
The second depends upon

whether opposition to the taxa-
tion (“rating,” as local taxation is
valled in England) of ground val-
ues is defensive of private prop-
erty in land, for that was one of
the purposes for which the league
in question was formed. Canany-
one deny that opposition to such
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taxation is defensive of that kind
of property?

As to the third alleged misstate-
ment by George, that this league
wasg especially active in the coun-
ty council election of 1892, it is
cnough to call as a witness the
late .\, Smalley, London cor-
respondent of the New York Trib-
une, by no means a friendly wir-
ness to Mr. George. In his letter
from London to the Tribune of
March 13, 1802, Mr. Smalley as-
cribed the defeat of Mr. Rpencer's
party in the election of the week
before in part to the faet,as he
stated it, that—

They had too many Dukes. The
league which entered upon the work
<of municipal reform [and by this euph-
emism Mr. Smalley alluded to the
“Moderate” policy which represented
Mr. Spencer’s side in the contest] was
a ducal league. It had too much the
air of alming first of all to perpetuate
the' existing Immunity of ducal land-
owners in London from those mumici-
pal taxes which here go by the name
of rates. The rates are pald, as pretty
much everything is paid, by tenants,
not by landlords, and tenants are after
all human beings and have sympathies
and would be willing to allow land-

" lords to bear their full share of these
burdens. But the landlords are not
willing, and it was asking much of the
tenants to ask them to vote for a land-
lord policy.

If Mr. Smalley did not allude to
Mr. Bpencer’s Ratepayers’ Defense
league, when he spoke of the ducal
league which fought in the County
Council campaign for continued
exemption from rates, pray what
league could he have mgant? This
description fits perfectly. And if
thatisthe league Smalley did mean,
thien we have his authority for the
fact that this league, notwith-
standing Mr. Spencer's denial, was
especially active in the municipal
election under consideration.

o there appears to be as lit{le
basisz for the second specified
charge of falschood against Mr.
George, which Mr. Spencer makes,
as for the first,

v

A remarkable thing concerning
1he Spencer-George controversy is
the fact that George himself can
be summoned. from the grave asit
were, toreply divectly to Spencer’s
letters. This is made possible hy
circumstances which we propose
now to relate, and which could not
be fully related without the aid
of Spencer’s letters,

George's book, “A Perplexed
Philosopher,” appeared late in the
vear 1892—probably about the
middle of December.

By the 6th of the following Jan-
uary Mr. Spencer had “read the in-
troduction,” his secretary had
“gone through the book” and read
to him *“sundry of the calumnious
and vituperative passages,” and
he had written his first letter to
Mr. Skilton. This was speedily
followed—January 8th, 10th and
16th—by nervous postscripts sng-
gesting points in reply to George.

ThenMr. Skiltonappears to have
written Mr. Spencer indicating an
intention to publish some sort of
reply, for on Feburary 4 Mr. Spen-
ver writes to Mr. Skilton: -

If any such letter or article as that
which you describe is written for the
North American Review or anoy other
periodical, it might end with a fact which
alone wouid dispose of Mr. Ggorge'a
charge. 1 inclose herewith the docu-
ments which explain and verify it. If
it is made use of, it is desirable to give
a certain preliminary explanation, oth-
erwise there might be pointed out a
ground for skepticism which might go
some way to cancel its effect. If you
make use of it, I think it would be well
to put it in something like the form I
have appended.

The “form™ Mr. Spencer “ap-
pended” serves the double purpose
of helping along the narrative we
are now piecing together from the
facts supplied by Mr. Rpencer's
hitherto unpublished  letrers,
and of throwing further light
upon Mr. Rpencer’s emasculation
of his quotation from George
which we have deseribed above.
He assumes that by the “duchl as-
socintion” George meant the Lib-
ertyand Property Defense League.

Thereupon he proceeds elabo-
rately to state, not in the first per-
son but in the third, with accom-
panying proofs, how he had de-
elined to be mentioned with the
Duke of Westminster as having
joined that league. This was af-
terwards published by Mr. Spen-
cer's American friends, as may be
seen in their letter of 1804 to the
New York Tribune, quoted fully
below. They there adopted it as
their own. It is interesting, now
to compare it as Mr. Spencer wrote
it. according to the Independent
collection of his letters, with the
manner in which they used it in
their letter to the Tribune,

But Spencer's American friends
did not publish this third-person

defense of Bpencer by himself at
the time. Although bhe thoughrt
his refusal to be known as having
joined that league along with the
Duke of Westminster “rips up Mr.
(George's balloon from top to bot-
tem and lets out all the gas at
once,” as he enthusiastically as-
sured them, they évidently did not
think so. They appear, instead, to
have pushed him for a reply broad-
Iy on the merits of George’s criti-
cism. But in vain. They only:-
elivited his letter of March 1st,
quoted from early in this editorial,
in which he refused himse]f to re-
spond to George’s book inany way,
and objected to having his friends
do go otherwise than with refer-
ence exclusively to what he called
*the personal question.”

Judging from’ Mr. Spencer’s let-
ter of March 23, 1893, in reply to
one from Mr. Bkilton, the latter
gentleman must have been trying
to reconcile Mr. Spencer to allow-
ing the whole thing to drop, by as-
suring him that George's book had
been ineffective. It was not, how-
ever, until the following June that
Mr. Spencer became sufficiently
reconciled to that ¢course to ask
the return of the documentshe had
forwarded: Even then he was not
reconciled completely, for in  his
letter of January 19, 1834, seven
months later, we find him referring
to urgent requests for a {defense,
made by Americans suspe'cted of
being “Georgites” masquerading
as Spencerians, and saying: y

There are certain reasons for thi‘nﬁing
that the absence of a reply will be"ﬁl]i&‘-
interpreted by very many people;“but
now.the time which has elapsed is &0
great that, unless there ccmes some fiF-
ther provocation, a reply will see'D
strange. U

1
. .

The *further provocation” came

about eight months Iater.

In August, 180, a lively news-
paper correspondence had been
going on in London over Spencer’s
recantation. Mr.Smalley wrote of
it to the Tribune. In his letter,
whichwasnot improbably inspired
by Mr. Speneer, for it has thumb-
marks,  Mr. Swmalley attacked
George violently, and in the Trib-
une of September 30, 1894, Georyge
replied.

He said he had no objection to
the hard things Smalley said of
him personally, for “such things
were said of Willinm- Lloyd Gai-
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rison and Wendell Phillips and
Theodore Parker;and Mr.Smalley
voices the feelings of British land-
lords, as those who denounced the
opponents of slavery as robbers
voiced the feelings of American
slaveholders.” But he recurred
to the subject matter of “A Per-
plexed Philosopher” and in a calm
though necessarily brief survey
showed that Mr. Bmalley was mis-
taken in thinking he had garbled
any utterance of Mr. Spencer's or
in any wise misrepresented him,
In concluding this letter Mr.
George said:

I have printed in “A Perplexed Phil-
osopher’ all that Mr. Spercer has had
to say on the land question from *'Social
Staties” to “Justice.” In response to
Inquiries addressed to Mr. Spencer by
hitherto watrm admirers of that book,
he has replied that his friends in New
York have in their hancs materials for
proving that my charges are baseless,
and my alleged facts fiction, but thatthey,
knowing me and knowing American

. opinion, have decided to say nothing.
That they have decided to say noth-
ing is undoubtedly true. But not- for
the reason that Mr. Spencer intimates.
Neither Mr. Spencer nor any friend of his
will venture to challenge these facts.
2nd their mere collation destroys all
tonfidence in the intellectual honesty of
a man whom many people, in this coun-
try at least, have been for some time

accustomed to regard as the greatest of

philosophers.

That letter of George's brought
a1 joint response from five of Spen-
cer's American friends. As their
letter did not appear for some-
thing like six weeks after George's,
it is fairly evident that Spencer
was directly consulted about it,
A it explains the long silence
with a different reason than now
appears between the lines of Spen-
cer's letters to have been the true
reason, Mr. Spencer’s positive re-
fusal to accede to theiv request for
areply on the merits—the defend-
ers cannot escape the imputation
of some lack of candor. It would
be unfair to them, probably, to
hold them responsible for misrep-
resentations due to Mr. Spencer's
cemasculation of Georpge's text.
Yet as reputable and responsible
men they onght to have read the
hook they were criticizing, at least
attentively enough to detect the
garbling.

Sinee this letter is little more
than a polished and somewhat ex-
tended paraphrase, a turning into

tiretion of some kind.

the third person over their signa-

tures of what Mr. Spencer's let-
ters just published show him to
have written in defense of him-
self, George's reply to it serves
the purpose, as we suggest above,
of a reply directly from him to the
Spencer letters, notwithstanding
that these were not published un-
til he had been dead nearly seven
years,

This letter of Mr. Spencer’s
American friends written then on
the bagis of his letters which ap-
pear now in the Independent, and
published in the New York Tribune
of November 12 1804, is as fol-
lows:

To the Editor of the Tribune,—Sir:
When nearly two years ago we sent
over to Mr. Spencer a copy of “A Per-
plexed Philosopher,” by Henry George,
Mr. Spencer, Intimating that he should
himself take no notice of its calamnies,
sent to us data amply sufficlent to dis-
pose of them should we think fit to
take the matter up; leaving us to do
what we thought best. We decided to
do nothing; chiefly because it seemed
unnecessary to’ defend Mr. Spencer
against so vulgar and unscrupulous an
assault, and partly because to revive
Mr. George's waning notoriety by glv-
ing him opportunity to bring his name
again before the public seemed unde-
sirable. But impunity seems in this
case to breed audacity, as is shown by
Mr. George's letter published in the
Tribune of September 30. Though your
London correspondent has pointed out
that Mr. Spencer’'s ill health has for
many years past (ever since he was
here, in fact) rendered impossible for
him that select social Intercourse to
obtain which he is said to have sacri-
ficed his convictlons, Mr. George
ignores all this, and deWberately reit-
erates his allegations as though they
were proved facts, Moreover, a letter
of his published 1in England, piling
one calumny upon another, implies
that nothing has been said in reply to
his charges hecause there is nothing
to say. Thus it has become  needful
that he should now be dealt with.

Any man may be assailed with libel-
ous statements by one whose animos-
ity he has excited, Just as any man may
have names called after him by a
strest boy he has offended. Always
there are a few who think there must
be something in it, but people of the
wiser sort ask what is the evidence.
Mr. Henry George first insinuates, and
then affirms, that Mr. Spencer’s change
of view on the land question has been
prompled hy his desire to ingratiate
himself with the landed and ruling
classes, and so to achieve social dis-
Where is the

evidence? The only relevant facts are

those which will be seen to have dia-
metrically opposite implications.

Before passing, however, to evidence
which bears directly on/the matter, it
should be noted that sundry Incidents
in Mr. Spencer's life show him to be
regardless of private interests in his
pursuit of public interests. Note his
unceasing opposition to state education,
which he condemns early in his career,
has repeatedly condemned in the
course of it, and condemned most
strongly of all in his latest work (“The.
Principles of Ethics,” wvol. i, p. 236-
37), where its supporters are spoken
of in language which is anything but
respectful; he being conscious all the
while that nearly the whole public of
England and America, inclu..ng the
buyers of his books, were strongly in
favor of it; and likely to be angered by
his denunclatibns. Note again the still
more striking disregard of his awn
welfare shown by a letter written to
the Tribune in 1869 ard published
some time later, in which, after giving
proof by press extracts that the Eng-
lish opinlon and feeling—Tory, Whig
and Radical—immediately before and
after the War of Secession began was
unanimously and strocgly in favor of
the North, he blamed Americans for
having caused by their behavior the
alienation of England; doing this with
the consciousness that he ran the risk
of offending his American friends an.
the American people at large, and say-
Ing in a letter to his friend, Prof.
Youmans: *“I do not know what may
be the result of this letter on my per-
sonal relations with the American pub-
lic. But if it should be ipjurious I am
content to bear the injury.” Surely
these are not the acts of a man who
sacrifices his convictions to his inter-
ests! There could hardly be a more
ridiculous belief than that one who
thus insisted on saying what he
thought, even at the risk of offending
an entire nation which had shown him
sympathy, should stand in “abject fear
lest he should be denounced through
Mayfalr!” But now from these indi-
rect evidences let us pass to direct
ones,

In “The Study of Sociology.” chapter
xvi., Mr. Spercer instances Mr. Glad-
stone as “the exponent of the anti-
scientific view” of man and nature.
and classes his conceptions with the
superstitions of the Greeks. Mr. Glad-
stone is a large landowner and was at
that time prime minister, having bene-
fits and distinctions in his gift. If Mr.
Spencer sought to ingratlate himself
with the dominant class, this was a
strange way of furthering his aim. An
incident exactly parallel to this oc-
curred 20 vears later. In “The Prin-
ciples of Ethics,” 376 (or in the sep-
arately published division, “Justice,”
131. from which Mr. George has him-
self guoted). Mr. Spencer ridiculed the
reasoning, of) Lord Salisbury. Lord
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Salisbury, too, is a large landowner,
and he, too, was at that time prime
minister, and was thus the temporary
fountain of good things. Were it true
that, as Mr, George insinuates on the
title page of his book, ‘“Just for a hand-
ful of silver he left us, just for a rib-
bon to stick in his coat,” Mr. Spencer
could scarcely have chosen a more ab-
surd way of achieving his aim than
to speak disrespectfully of two prime
ministers when in office.

But in elaborating his fictions Mr.
George pays no attention either to
these or to still more conclusive facts,
as we shall now see unmistakably. “A
Perplexed Philosopher” contajns the
sentence:

“The name of Herbert Spencer now
appears with those of about all the
dukes in the kingdom as the director
of an assoclation formed for the pur-
pose of defending private property in
land” (p. 201).

From a paragraph in Mr. George's
recent letter to the Tribune it appears
that this passage refers to the Liberty
and Property Defense league. It fur-
nishea a test of Mr. George's quality.
The facts, as shown by its documents
now before us, are that there are no
dukes at all among the directors and
only one among its members; that the
list of its directors does not include
“the name of Herbert Spencer;” and
that its main business neither was
originally, nor has ever been, the de-
fense of landed property, but has been
the defense of individual liberties
agalnst state aggressions and the de-
fense of other property than landed
property against governmental and
municipal exactions. Out of the bills
it has opposed in Parliament one-third
concern the Interests of land owners
and two-thirds those of people at large
threatened with interference and bur-
dens. Moreover, out of the 160 socie-
ties affiliated to it, as shown on pp.
15 and 16 of its last report for 1892-94,
now before us, only 23 are concerned
with the interests of land and house
property, It upholds individualism
against Soclalism: and its watchword
is “Self-Help versus State Help.”

Supposing it were true that Mr
Spencer is a member of the Liberty
and Defense league, or supposing even
it were true that he Is on the council
of the league, what would be the plain
inferences? All his life long he has
been an asserter of individual liberty
not only of each against others, but
each against all. This is conspicuous
alike in “Social Statics,” in “The Man
Versus the State,” and in “The Prin-
ciples of Ethics.” From his early days
to his last days he has also been a de-
fender of the right of private proper-
ty. There is a chapter devoted to it
in "Soclal Statics;” there Is a chapter
devoted to it in “The Principles of
Ethics:"” and in his essay, “From Free-
dom to Bondage,” his argument

against Socialism is an argument in
favor of individual possession. What,
then, would any sane man infer on
finding that Mr. Spencer had joined
the Liberty and Property Defense
league? Simply that he jolned a body
which upheld the principles he had
been always upholding. Nothing but
an insane or unscrupulous animosity
could prompt the assertion that he
joined it because there were dukes (or
rather a duke) among its members.
But now, after recognizing the fact
that even had Mr., Spencer been =a
member of the league no such conclu-
sion could rationelly have been drawn
a9 is drawn by Mr. George, we.come
to the fact that Mr. Spencer neither is
nor ever has been a member, which we
assert on conclugive evidence in our
possession. And even further—as Mr.
George might easily have learned by
making inquiry in proper quarters he-
fore writing his book, if he had de-
sired to know the truth—Mr. Spencer
has twice definitely refused to become
a member or to be identified with the
movement; once when he declined an
invitation to join the council, where
he might have had just those social re-
latipns which Mr. George represents
him as desiring so much; and again on
a later occasion, when he exhibited stili
more positively the motives which
swayed him. Misled by something Mr.
Spencer had said or done, Mr. Crofts,
on June 26, 1888, wrote him a letter,
of which we have now before us a copy
written by him on the headed paper of
the league:

“7 Victoria street, London, 8, W,
“June 26
“Dear Sir:=T"nless you have any
tion 1 propose to send the subjoiged para-
graph to the press. 1 am, yours faithfully,
“W. U, CROFTS,
“Secretary.

“To Herbert Epencer, Esq.

“ *Mr, Herbert Spencer and the duke of
Westminster have jolned the Liberty and
Property Defense league,' ™

Had he Dbeen the Kkind of man Mr.
George imagines and asserts, here
surely would have been an occasion
for eagerly saying “Yes.” What the
actual result was is shown by the
statement of Mr. Crofts, written on
this same sheet of headed paper:

“Mr. Spencer replied by postcard,
June 27, 1888, to the effect that he
could not consent to the proposed pub-
lication of his name as a member of
the league. He had found that the
identification of his name with any
political movement tended to weaken
his influence in certain directions.”

A more absolute proof of Mr.
George's misrepresentation of Mr.
Spencer and his acts it is impossible
to imagine. His statement is in fact a
bundle of untruths. His description of
the league is untrue. His account of
its directing body is untrue. His as-
sertion that Mr. Spencer is on that
body is untrue. No less untrue is his
statement that Mr. Spencer's name is

“on their lists behind a long row of
And more un-
true than all, if it be possible, is his
assertion respecting Mr. Spencer’s con-
duct; since instead of being led by cer-
league, he
'was deterred from joining It by oppo-

titled land owners.”

tain motives to join the

site motives.

With this example of Mr. George's

veracity we leave the whole question
to be judged. Mr. Spencer, to whgm

publication of these personal (etails is

very disagreeable, though now neces-
sary, would not thank us for super-
fluous disproofs. What credence may
be given to the various statements
contained in *“A Perplexed Philos-
opher,” concerning' Mr. Spencer’s acts
and intentions, the public can now
form an opinion. They can also form
an opinion of Mr. Henry George. Yours
truly,

JOHN FISKE,

W. J. YOUMANS,

DANIEL GREENLEAF THOMPSON,
JAMES A, SKILTON,

LEWIS G. JANES.

New York, November 8, 1894.

1t is George’s reply to that let-
ter to which*we refer as his an-
swer from the grave to Spencer's
recently published letters on the
subject. (George’s reply appeared
in the Tribune of November 17,
1894, 1t is as follows:

To the Editor of the Tribune—Sir:
The letter signed by Messrs. John
Fiske, W. J. Youmans, Daniel Green-
leaf Thompson, James A. Skilton and
Lewis G. Janes, published in the Trib-
une of the 12th, is in no sense a reply
to “A Perplexed Philosopher.”

The real charge made in that book
is that Mr. Spencer's denial of the eth-
leal valldity and social expediency of
private property in land has heen aban-
doned In ways, times and degrees
which show that his change of front
has been actuated by the desire to
escape the denuncialion and ostracism
of that influential section of English
goclety dominated by what he himself
once aptly personified as “Sir John and
His Grace,” and which since 1872 has
regarded those who hold the opinions
he had in his first book so strongl¥
expressed and never up to that time
denfed, in the same light in which
abolitionists were once regarded here.
The facts on which these charges are
based consist of Mr. Spercer's own ut-
terances on the land question from
1850 to 1892, reprinted in full from the
authorized editions of his books and
his signed letters to the English press.
together with such references to the
publications of Appleton & Co.. of this
city, as show thal for years after he
had made the English public under-
stand that he had completely stopped
the issue of “Social Staties” it waf
stil]l belng advertised and issued here
under his autharity.

e el - BE. S A~
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In this letter, which assumes to dis-
pose of the “calumnies” of “A Per-
plexed Philosopher,” to show that “its
charges are baseless, and its alleged
facis are fictions,” the real charges and
the real facts are carefully avoided.
There are in it only two pretenses of
meeting anything that has been sald
in that book. One of theze refers to a
poetical quotation and the other to a
non-mdterial illustration. The “reply”
in the one case is ridiculous, and in
the other it is based on the garbling
oi a sentence.

In the first of these the lines from
Browning which appear on the title-
page of my book: N

“Just for a handful of silver he left us;
Just for a ribbon to stick in his coat,”
are correctly quoted. But with the
wood2n literalness so comically shown
in Mr. Spencer’'s treatment of the “re-
ligious idea" (which In this letter his
five American followers seem to have
caught, as they have caught his con-
troversial method and style), these
lines are taken to mean that he has
actua:ly received or sought a pension
and a title, and I am “refuted” by be-
ing told that Mr. Spencer has within
20 years spoken disrespectfully of two
prime ministers!

The second of what I have in cour-
tesy called “pretenses of meeting what
is sald in 'A Perplexed Philusopher,” "
is an elaborate assertion that there are
no dukes in the directorate, and only
one in the membership of the English
Liberty and Property Defense league,
and that Mr. Spencer is not a member
of that soclety; which assertion is
backed up by a certificate from the
secrerary of the league that in 1888
Mr. Spencer declined to have his name
given to the press as a member,

But how does all this concern the
“calumnies” of “A Perplexed Philos-
opher”? 1 have never said that there
were dukes in the directurate of the
Liberty and Property Defense league,
or that Mr. Spencer was & member. In
the few incidental references that are
made in that book to the relation of
Mr. Spencer to this society, I merely
say that it has been active in push-
ing his “The Man Versus the State,”
and that he has been to it “if not an
active member, at least a valued ally."

How then do the five American
friends of Mr. Spencer make any con-
nection between “A Perplexed Philoa-
opher” and thelr elaborate statements
from “documents now before us” as
to the membership of the Liberty and
Property Defense leagne? They do so
by the simple device of assuming that
in a sentence which has no reference,
either expressed or implied, to the
Liberty and Property Defense league,
I in reality meant that society, and by
then disproving, not what I had said,
but what these gentlemen assume 1
had thought.

In "A Perplexed Philosopher,” in

closing my comment on Chapter XL.
of “Justice,” I contrast what Mr. Spen-
cer there says of the freedom of eveiy-
one in England to use his limbs and
move where he pleases, with the pass-
age in “Social Statics,” in which he
mentions four dukes by name as show-
ing how private property in land pei-
mits monstrous denials of such rights.
And I conclude with this sentence:
“The name of Herbert Spencer now
appears with those of about all ths
dukes In the kingdom as the director
of an association formed for the pur-

pose of defending private property in

land that was especially active in the
recent London County Council elec-
tion.”

The clear reference here is to the
Conservative association that was so

active In the heated London County

Council election campaign of 1892,
where the main issue was the taxation
of ground rents. Mr. Smalley, writing
w the Tribune of the result of that
election, speaks of it not by its official
name, but as “A Ducal League’ and
attributes the defeat of the local Con-
servatives to the fact that “They hail
too many dukes.” The reason I did
not give the name was because I had
mislaid tke circular, which had come
to me with a lot of Liberty and Prop-
erty Defense matter. The formal
name of the association (which I can-
not even now give with certainty with-
out sending to London) was, I think,
the London Rate-Payers' league or as-
rociation, but not wishing to trust my
memory for the official name, whicn
indeed was of no importance whatever
in my reference, I sufficiently deslig-
nated-it by description.

Now, in their letter to you, r.
Spencer’s f{riends take my sentence.
cut off the determining words, “that
was especially active in the recent
London County Councit election,” put
a period and quotation mark to the
mutilated fragment, call it a sentence
fiom *“A Perplexed Philosopher,” as-
sume that it refers to the Liberty and
Property Defense league, and then pro-
ceed at great length to show that tnere
is only one duke in the membership of
that society; that Mr. Spencer is not a
member, and other things (interesting,
if true, but which do not concern me,
and then triumphantly declaring this
an absolute proof of my misrepresenta-
tion and a conclusive reply to A Per-
plexed Philosopher,” tell the public
that it can now “form an opinlon of
Mr. Henry George.”

This is pitiful.

I have nowhere spoken of Mr. Spen-
cer except as an exponent of ideas. I
have nowhere asked his motives, ex-
cept where made necessary to explain
facts by that fundamental law of thr
human mind which beneath expressiou
seeks for cause. If I have been unabla
to entirely restrain ‘the mingled pity
and indignation which all men of tru-
impulses must feel on seeing a great

truth repudiated and filnally denied,
and what might have been a lasting
reputation wrecked, yet this is not of
the essence of my book. “A Perplexed
Philosopher” i{s not an attempt to
point out the frailties of a man., It is
a careful and conscientious examina-
tion, not only of the question that lies
at the root of all the pressing social
issues of our day, but incidentally of
a philosophy which assumes to explain
the deepest problems that vex th~
mind and goul of man.

Can the five leading exponents, in
this country, of the Synthetic or Cos-
mic Philosophy find no larger objec-
tions to that book than such as cannot
even be replied to without some sense

of degradation?
HENRY GEORGE.
November 15, 1894,

- That reply is manifestly conclu-
give, ngt only in response to what
Spencer's friends published at
Spencer's dictation in the New
York Tribune in 1894, but also te
Spencer himself as he enters the
controversy  personally through
the posthumous publication of his
REkilton letters in the New York
Independent in 1904,

NEWS

Week ending Thursday, Jure 9.

~The labor conflict in Colorado
(pp. 106, 122, 137) has burst into a
spasm of violenee more disturbing
than any previous one since the
strike began., Iollowing an ex-
plosion on the 6th of an infernal
machine at Independence, a rail-
road station near Cripple Creek,
whereby 15 men were murdered
(und in a sense reanlting from that
explosion) a'riot broke out at Vie-
tor, also in the Cripple Creek dis-
trict. The region is now unnder
martial law. To understand this
deplorable situation it in neces-
sary to consider the origin and
progress of the labor conflict from
which it has developed.

Two strikes have for several
months disturbed business condi-
tions in Colorado. One isin Teller
county, near the center of the
State and of which the county
seat is Cripple Creek. The other
is in San Miguel county, which lies
on the western border of the State
and of which the county seat is
Telluride. Both strikes are due to
the same cauge. They are strikes
for an eightdour day.
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Originally the miners and allied
workers of Colorado sought this
limitation of labor hours by means
of legislation; and at the legisla-
tive session of 1'W0-01 they secured
the passage of an eight-hour law,
That law was ignored by the mine-
owners, and in a litigation on the
subject the Supreme Court of the
State held the law to be unconsti-
tutional. Thereupon the labor
organiaztions appealed to the leg-
islature to submit to the people of
the State the following constitu-
tional amendment:

The general assembly shall provide

by law and shall prescribe sultable
penalties for the violation thereof, for
a period of employment not to exceed
eight hours, within any twenty-four
hours (except in cases of emergency,
where life or property is in immlinent
danger) for persons emploved in un-
derground mines, or other under:
ground workings, blast furnaces, smel-
ters and any ore reduction works or
other branch of industry or labor that
the General Assembly may consider in-
jurious or dangerous to health, life or
limb.
The legislature complied, and in
1902 thig amendment was adopted
by the people by a vote of 72,080 to
26,266, It now remained only for
the legislature fo enact an appro-
priate law; but that body, though
o majority were pledged to enae
it by the platforms on which they
had been elected, juggled with the
subject for three months and then
suddenly adjourned without aet-
ing upon it. There seems to be no
question by anyone that they were
bribed by the mine-owning inter-
esta. An agent of the companies
wis on the Hoor during the entire
session, and bribes are said with.
out contradiction to have heen
distributed almost openly.

Inasmuel as the constitutional
amendment was mandatory io its
terms, leaving nothing to the dis-
eretion of the legislature but the
question of what branches of in-
dustry in addition to the mining
trades should be included, friends
of the cight-hour day nrged the
Governor of Colorado 1o call a
special session of the legislature
for the express purpose of per
forming its constitutional duty in
thixrexpect, Theyargued that the
onission toenaet this law amonnt-
ed to o breach of constitutional
dnty, and that the governor ought
foinsist upon the legislature's per
forming its duty in o caxe in which

the constitution was so specifie
and imperative and had been defied
so flagrantly.
refused. He put his refusal upon
the ground that it would be use-
less to call the legislature together
in special session for this purpose
‘w0 Jong as ainajority declined,as a
majority did, to agree in writing
in advance to. vote for the eight-
hour bill. It is charged againsr
Gov. P'eabody that this was an
evasion, and that he was connivw
ing with the mine owners to pre-
vent labor legislation which the
constitution required.

Having found legislative meth-
ods futile agaipst the influence of
the corporations, the miners de-
cided to enforce the constitutional
provision requiring an eight-hour
day, by means of strikes.

The strike in Teller county, with
which the present troubles in
C‘oloradoe are connected, began
last August. After it had been
in progress about a month the
mine-owners applied to Gov. Pea-
body for troops (vol. vi. p. 40R); all
necessity for which was denied by
the gheritt, who advised the Gov-
ernor that the only violence re.
ported had been an assault upon
two men by unknown persons.
The Governor thereupon sent a
commniission to Teller county to re-
port. This commission congigted
of Gen, Chase, Lieut, MeClelland
and Attorney General Miller, Ay
riving at Vietor late in fhe eve
ving, they were met at the train
by a committes from the mine
owners' association. They  con.
sulted with this committee and
then proceeded the same evening
to Cripple Creek. Here also they
weremet by representatives of the
mine owneérs' association, who
took them directly to the asso-
viation’s headquarters. About mid-
night the sheritf of Teller county
was ealled into conference by the
Governor's  commission and ar
their request he explained the sit-
miation,  As he publiely stated at
the time, he assured the commis.
sion that there was no tronble and
that he had the situation in hand
so that there would be none, The
Governor's commission did not
coufer withany representatives of
the Tabor organization, notwith-
standing that it had been nearly
all the time in close conference
with representatives of the mine

But Gov. Peabody’

owners’ association, and at {4
o'clock in the morning its members
left for Denver. As a result of
their trip they advised the Gov-
ermor to order troops into Teller
county.

This action of the Governor's
commission wuas denounced by
unanimons vote of the County
Commissioners of Teller county as
soon_as troops were ordered out,
as indicating that the commission
had not been “sent for an honest
purpose; but as a cloak to cause
the people of the State of Colorado
to believe that the law officers of
Teller-county were unable to han
dle the strike situation.” Accom-
panying that denunciation wasan
officinl statement that there had
“been no unusual assembly of men
and no more violence than at other
times.” Of the truth of this state
ment we find no circumstantial de-
nial.

Immediately upon the return of
his commissioners (vol. vi, p. 408,
and upon their report that “a
reign of terror exists in the dis-
trict which should be relieved at
once™ and that they did “not be-
lieve the civil anthorities are able
to cope with the situation,” Gov.
Peabody, on the 4th of September,
ordered troops to proceed to Tel-
ler county. As the State was
eramped for funds, the mine own-
ers’  assocviation advanced aml
have continued to advance sach
sums as have been necessary for
thesupportof the troops, accepting
certificates therefor with the ex-
pectation of having them takenup
with bondx.  Although the Gov-
ernor ordered troops into Teller
county he did not at this time de-
clare martial law nor suspend the
writ of habeas corpus.  But the
troops acted as if all civil anthor-
ity had been subordinated to the
military power. They made ar
rests of labor unionists withont
warrants, they responded to writs
of habeas corpus by menacing mil-
itary demonstrations in and about
the court room, they refused to re-
lease  their prisoners when the
civil conrt had deecided that they
were unlawfully imprisoned and
had ordered their discharge, and
they tried to suppress the daily
Vietor Record, the official organ
of the loeal miners' union, by ar-
resting the editor and workmenat -
midnight. . Three months later
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December 4 (vol. vi, p. 567), Gorv.
Peabody for the first time pro-
claimed martial law in Teller
county; whereupon the military
authorities placed a military cen-
sorship over the Vietor Record,
forbade its publication among
other things of criticiams of the
tovernor, and followed this with
a vensorship upon all outgoing
newspaper dispatches.

Meanwhile similar events were
ovcurring in the western county
of san Miguel (vol. vi, p. 567), in the
region of Telluride. The earlier
reports of this strike are not so
clear as those of the more easterly
one. Accounts of it begin with
the presence of troops and of
their deporting strikers as vag-
rants. But early in January Gov.
Peabody proclaimed this county
also as in a state of insurrection
wol, vi, p. 631), and gave the mili-
rury full authority to resort to
arbitrary ‘measures. He is accused
of having done this without cause
and to prevent the operation of in-
jmctions. However that may be,
the military continued the depor-
tations, it made numerous arbi-
trary arrests (one of its prisoners
being the legal counsel of the strik-
ers), and declaving a strict press
censorship it seized all the tele-
graph and telephone facilities.

In consequence of the censor-
ship at Telluride but little was
heard from that region until the
arrest by the military of Charles
H. Moyer (vol. ¥ii, p. 25), president
of the Western Federation of Min-
ers, He was arrested under orders
from Capt. Wells, who was in
command at Telluride, and whose
*ivil pmployment is as manager of
the Smuggler-Union mine. But
Adjutant General Bell approved
his wet. A writ of habeas corpus
directed to Bell and Wells by the
Disrriet Court for the district in-
“luding Nan Miguel county, was
tontemptnonsly ignored, and when
the court instituted contempt pro-
ceedings the military anthorities
threatened to shoot any civil offi-
tial who might venture to execute
Its mandate. Under these civeum:
staneex the District Judge (p. 106
adjourned the court at its next
Fegnlar term in San Miguel county
Without transacting any business,
and announced that he wonld
thereafter adjonrn from term to

term until the court's mandates
could be executed without mili-
tary interference.

Since the military refused to
obey the mandates of the Distriet
Court, the labor organizutions ap-
plied for a writ of habeas corpus
to the next highest eourt, the Su-
preme Court of the State. This
court granted the writ. At first
Gen. Bell intimated that he would
not obey it. But subsequently.
under orders from Gov. Peabody,
he produced the prisoner before
that court in Denver (vol. vii, pp.
40, 535), with an impressive military
demonstration, and the case was
finaly argued. It turned on the
question of the constitutional au-
thority of the Governor to sus-
pend at will in any part of the
Btate all civil and judicial fune-
tions and to substitute military
authority therefor.

Prior to the- hearing of the
Moyer case by the Supreme Court
it transpired that military law was
in full force also in Las Animas
county (vol. vi, p. 823), in the south-
ern central part of (‘olorado, of
which the county seat is Trini-
dad. Several persons were re-
ported in March to have been de-
ported arbitrarily from that coun-
tv. some of them being reridents
and some being labor organizers
from other Btates, Among the lat-
ter was “Mother” Jones, of New
York. who hias a national reputa-
tion in labor eircles, Stillanother
episode was the startling intima-
tion, made by Gen. Bell in another
connection in May (vol. vil, pp.
119, 122), that the State troops,
through Gov. Peabody, are subjeci
to use by corporations *not to pro-
teet the people and uphold the
law,” but to aid the corporations
in breaking the Iaw.

Returning now «to the Mover
habeas corpns case, on the deci-
gion of which by the Supreme
Court of Colorado hinged the
question of the (Governor's consti-
tutional authority to use the mili-
tary force of the State as he had
done in Teller, Las Animas, anl
Ban Miguel counties, we find thar
the caxe was decided on the 6th
infavorof the Governor's position,
thongh by a divided court—two
judges against one, The dissent-
ing judge, Robert W. Steele, was

elected in 1900 as a “Fusionist™—
Populist and Democrat—and is so
described in the dispatches. Of
the other two judges, John Camp-
bell, who is described in the
dispatches as a Republican,
was elected as such; while Wil-
liam H. Gabbert, although elected
in 1897 as a “Fusionist,” is de-
scribed in the dispatches as a Dem-
ocrat. (Gabbert wrote the prevail-
ing opinion. The main points of
the decision of the court, as re-
ported by the Associateéd Press,
are to the following effect:

(1) The Governor has sole power to
determine when a state of insurrection
exists in any county in the State. The
courts have no power to interfere with
his exercise of this prerogative.

(2) The Governor has the right to
use the military forces of the State to
suppress insurrection. He also has
the power to order the imprisonment
and the killing of insurrectionists if
in his opinion that extremity is neces-
sary.

(2) He can detain military prisoners
until he decides that the Insurrection
is quelled.

(4) The courts of the State have no
right to interfere with the military
authorities and their handling of pris-
oners. They have no power to at-
tempt to discharge military prisoners.

Such in general was the gitua-
tion in Colorado (except that the
Supreme Court’s decision was not
made until a few hours lateri,
when the murderous explosion
we mention above took place at
Independence and was followed
by the riotous outbreak at Vie-
tor. .\part from the story of those
two events, nothing remains to
tell but the faet that the conflict
has developed three parties to it
—the mine-owners' organization,
the striking miners’ organization,
and the citizens  alliance organiza-
tions. The latter represent mer-
chants and other business men
who are lhostile to the miners’ or-
ganization. This hostility is part-
Iy because the strike hurts loecal
business: partly from deference
to the big corporations which prae-
tically own the whole region:
partly because the miners” organ-
ization has irritated citizens with
boycotts: partly because the min-
ers’ Federation is strongly social-
istie, a fact npon which special
stress is laid by eitizens” allianee
leaders: and partly from the panie
of fear which the military regime
hasinspived, aind arealization that
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this regime will continue while
‘the stipke lasts. .\ variety of
other motives are doubtless opera-
tive, but these appear from what
can be gathered from all sides to
be dominant. Whatever the mo-
tive, however, it is evident that
the local business interests, as
well as the business interests of
the Btate at large, are actively
hostile to the strikers. This hos-
tility was intensified by the explo-
sion' at Independence. It was
promptly charged to the strikers,
notwithstanding the total absence
of any evidence tending to connect
them with it, and the offer by the
Western Federation of Miners,
then in annual convention at Den-
ver, of a reward of $5.000 for the
discovery of the assisin, an offer
which the Federation accompan-
ied with a strong denunciation not
only of this outrage but of all vio-
lent methods.

The Independence explosion oc-
curred at 2:30 o’clock in the morn-
ing of the 6th. Non-union miners
were assembling at the railway
station on their way to their
homes.  As the train approached
the station the explosion occurred
and fragments of their bodies
were seattered in all dirvections,
Upon investigation a wire was
found which ran from an excava-
tion under the station platform to
n stockade 300 yards away., At
the infernal machine end this wire
was aftached to the trigger of a
pistol which pointed into a heavy
vharge of dynamite. The assagsin
had pulled the wire and the dis-
charge of the pistol had exploded
the dynamite. No clue to the as-
sassin has been found. He was
tracked a short distance by blood-
hounds, but then all trace of him
was lost.

When news of the explosion
reached Victor, a mass meeting
was called there by (", . Ham-
lin, secretary of the mine owners’
association. As reported by the
¢*hicago Tribune of the Tth, after
Hamlin had declared in his speech
delivered to the crowd from a
wiagon that—
the men who are responsible for the
Independence outrage should be hanged
from a telephone pole and that he
would be only too glad to pull the rope
if the murderers could be discovered
and captured.—

he closed his speech by saying:

“I want to hear what the bqys in the
mines have to say about this trouble.”
Thereupon, continues the Tri-
bune report—

Willlam Hoskins, a union miner
from Goldfield, threw up his hand and
shouted: *“Let me talk.” At this the
crowd began to hiss Hoskins and cry
“Put him out.” A fight followed and
shooting began, Most of the shots were
directed skyward. Hoskins fell with
a bullet in his body and the crowd scat-
tered in every direction.

Besides Hoskins, at least one spec-
tator was killed and several others
were wounded. It would appear
from the Tribune’s report that the
persons whodid the shooting could
hardly have been the strikers.
From that report they were appa-
rently regarded by the mine own-
ers’ part of the mob as being un-
armed; for the report proceeds:

After' the riot the mob dispersed and
the union men gathered in the union
hall, which was only a few steps away.
Word was sent to the militia that the
union miners were arming and the at-
tack on the hall followed.

This attack was made by the mili-
tia. Shots were fired asthe troops
ran toward the hall, and they ¢laim
that they were fired at from the
windows of the union headquar-
ters. The miners deny this. When
the troops reached the hall they
poured a volley at it. There was
no resistance. Then the order
came: *“Charge up the stairs!”
and with fixed bayonets the sol-
diers burst into the hall. .\ meet-
ing was in progress, and the place
was crowded to its capacity, A
few miners at the doors started to
regist the entrance of the first offi-
cers., They were wounded and re-
moved from the path. Then the
order was given to fire and the
troops fired in the closed hall. For
fifteen minutes fighting went onat
close quarters. When the miners
were over-awed the soldiers gave
the command for them to march
into the street with hands raised.
The miners. obexed and were
marched down into the street and
to jail, their hands raised high.
About twenty miners had been
wounded. XNone of the militia
were hurt.

By this time a vigilance commit-
tee had been organized by the mine
owners’ association and the citi-
zens' allianee, and steps were
taken by it to depose the consti-
tuted civil authorities. The sher-
iff of the county was first sent for.

When he came to Armory hall in
response to the summons he was
confronted by a sub-committee
composed of three mine owners’
representatives: . C. Hamlin,
secretary of the mine owners’ as-
Rociation, whose ineendiary speech
earlier in the day had turned the
street mass meeting into a bloody
riot; J. 8, Murphy, manager of the
Findley mine, and L. E. Hill, of the
Theresa mine. Threatened with
death unless he resigned. the sher-
iff gave up his office. A 1member ol
the citizens’ alliance named Bell
was appointed in his place by the
county commissioners. Whether
or not they also acted under coer-
vion does not appear in the
dispatches. Other resignations
were secured in the same law-
less manner. As described hy
the Chicago Tribune of the 7th—

When a resignation is wanted the
suspected official is invited to the head-

military hall and ushered into a room
where the chief piece of furniture is a
long table bearing two stretches of
hempen rope with nooses knotted in
suggestive fashion. This is supposed
to give a sufficient hint of the urgency
of the demand, and so far no one has
had the temerity to question the right
or wrongfulness of the proceedings.
It adds that—

Every official from deputy marshal
to judge who is suspected of union
sympathy has been asked to resign.
and upon the slightest suggestion of
refusal has been threatened with
lynching.

As to non-ofticials who belong te
the labor union the same paper re-
ports:

The deputies and soldiers searched

the hills for union miners, and the sum
total of the day's arrests were nineteen.
This swelled the number of men con-
fined in the bull pen to considerably
over 200. Secretary Clarence Hamlin
of the Mine Owners' association de
clared today that these prisoners would
be run over the hills and warned never
to return.
On the Tth the mineowners mob
-aided the headquarters of the
miners’ local union and demolishel
the structure. The stores of the
union also were raided and the con-
tents strewn over the streets. Tv
cap this reign of lawlessness the
Victor Record. the miners' orgal.
was censored by the new n]wl'lﬁ
before it was allowed to go t0
press.

Although the Supreme Court™

decisionin the Moyer habeas cor

quarters of. the Citizens' alliance at the '
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-pus case had by this time been ren-
dered, these events at Victor did
not ocenr under its protection, for
Teller county was not then under
martial law, The Governor had
long bhefore released it from mili-
tary control. It was now under
Irneh law, instigated and admin-
istered by the mine owners’ repre-
sentatives, Bat on the Tth Adju-
tant Gieneral Bell came to Cripple
Creek, the county seat, with a
proclamation of martial law issued
by Lieutenant (overnor Hag-
pott, acting as governor in the ab-
sence from the State of Gov. Pea-
body. Whether or not toissue the
proclamation had been left to Gen.
Bell's discretion. He did not issue
itimmediately upon his arrival on
the 7th, but did so on the Sth, and
martial law now prevails. But the
arrest and deportation of mem-
bers of the miners' union contin-
wes, regardless ,of any other fact
than that they are members of the
union.

Immediately after publishing
the martial law proclamation
tien. Bell proceeded with a detach-
ment to a neighboring mining
camp ealled Dunville, where sev-
eral union miners had taken ref-
uge. He attacked these men on
the afternoon of the 8th. They are
reported to have resisted by giv-
ing battle, The union men are
said to have had a great advan-
tage of position. DBeing “sta-
tioned at the top of the walls on
¢ither gide of the canyon,” runs
the press dispatch,, they “shot
down at the soldiers.” But by tac-
tics the soldiers sncceeded in
reaching the top of the walls
of the canyon, and then “it
wae a guerilla warfare that
was carried on.” Although the
fight is reported as desperate, and
"48 having lasted three lours, and
although 14 union men were cap-
fured, several wounded and one
killed, the soldiers sufféred no in-
jury, :

There is renewed military ae-
tivity in the Telluride region. The
military officer in command there,
Capt, Wells, who is also manager
for one of the mining companies, is
reported npon by Associate Press
dispatches from Telluride as fol-
lows:

Lest trouble should result from a too
free discussion of the incidents occur-

ring at Cripple Creek, Capt. Wells, in
command of this district, began round-
ing up the men until he had marched be-
tween 60 and 70 to the District court-
room. Each man arrested was com-
pelled to give an account of himself.
The majority of them made a satigfac-
tory showing to the captain and were
released with a few words of admoni-
tion as to their future conduct. Those
men who are not employed at the pres-
ent time were told plainly that they
must either go to work at once or leave
San Miguel county.

A labor disturbance in Ohio, at
Hanging Rock, near Ironton,
caused Gov. Herrick to place
troops there on the 1st. The own-
ers of a furnace at Hanging Rock
had refused to pay the union scale
of wages. A strike resulted. The
employers imported non-union
Negroes from West Virginia, and
rioting followed. It being report-
ed by the employers that the local
authorities were unable or unwill-
ing to preserve the peace, Gov.
Herrick forwarded troops.

On the Mesaba ore range in Min-
nesota a strike against a reduc-
tion of wages grew into a riot on
the 3d. when Italians were im-
ported to take the strikers’ places.
This is the explanation made by
sheriff's deputies for shooting and
wounding five strikers.

In politics the principal event
of -the week was the end of the
deadlock in the Republican con-
vention of Illinois (p.136) and the
nomination of Charles 8, Deneen
for governor. Nomaterial change
had oceurred on the T8th ballor,
the tast of the 2d, notwithstand-
ing that the convention had re-
Jeaned all delegates from their
pledges and instructions. But on
the 3d the Yates votes were given
to Deneen, and on the T9th ballot.
the first of that day, he was nom-
inated by 9373 votes, to 5223 for
Lowden, 21 for Warner and 1 for
Yates,

Democratie conventions (p. 136)
were held on the 3d in Wyoming,
on the 6th in Idaho, on the Tth in
Colorado and Delaware, and on
the 8th in Kentucky. Wyom-
ing and Idaho unanimously in-
structed for Hearst; Delaware
instructed for Judge Gray by a
divided vote;and Colorado refused
to instruct for Hearst by 370 to
108, although it passed resolu-

tions commending Bryan. Itcon-
demmned the military poliey of Gov.
Peabody. Kentucky refused toin-
struet for anyone, defeating a res-
olution for PParker by a majority
of three to one.

An election was held in Oregon
on the Gth at which one Republi-
can (‘ongressman was elected by
10,000 majority (8,400 two years
ago), and the other by 7,000 (7,200
two years ago). The Republican
candidate for Supreme Court
judge was reclected by 20,000 ma-
jority in the State, which elected.
the Republican candidate for Bu-
preme Court justice two yearsago
by 11,000, and the Democratic can-
didate for governor by 276,

The. civil war in S8an Domingn
(vol. ¥i, p. 665), which has been in
progress several months, termin-
ated on the 4th, when terms for the
settlement were arranged on
board the American gunboat New-
port. The insurgents agreed to
recognize Gen. Morales as the con-
stitutional president, and the Mo-
rales government agreed to a uni-
versal amnesty.

A case of bandit kidnaping in
Morocco makes foreign complica-
tions for the United States. The
captive is lon Perdicaris, a wealthy
man of American birth and citi-
zenship, but of Greek parentage.
He owned one of the sultan’s pal-
-aves in Moroeco, whence, with his
stepson, an Englishman of the
name of Varley, he was recently

kidnaped by a brigand chief
named Raisuli. An American
squadron under Rear Admiral

Chadwick arrived at Tangier on
the 30th to represent the United
Btates in the matter; but later,
at the request of Secretary Hay,
the French
took to use its good officer. The
brigand chief" is reported from
Paris to demand $70,000 in eash
for the ransom of his captives and
to- require that the Sultan of Mo-
rocco give him a subordinate king-
dom with the right to levy taxes
throughout a region embracing
thirty-eight square kilometers 1y-
ing directly along the main route
from Tangier to Fez.

From the seat of the Russo-Jan-
anese war (p. 134) there has been
abundance of gossip during the

government under-
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week, but no trustworthy news of
importance.

NEWS NOTES.

—Mark Twaln's wife dled at Flor-
ence, Italy, on the 5th. She was a
daughter of Gen, Chdrles J. Langdon,
of Elmira, N. Y.

—Mr. John C. Kenworthy, of London,
who 18 a personal friend of Count Tol-
stoy, will lecture at Hull House Sat-
urday, June 11, at elght o'clock upon
“Leo Tolstoy As He Is.”

—The students and alummi of  the
University of Chicago are endeavoring
to secure the restoration of Prof. Oscar
Lowell Triggs to the faculty (vi. 737).
The junior college council adopted a
petition in that behalf on the 6th.

—Richard Cobden's 100th birthday
was celebrated in London on the 3d
at a meeting attended by 18,000, over
which Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman
presided. The Asmerican Free Trade
League celebrated the day with a ban-
quet at Boston at which the speakers
were Charles Francis Adams, Edward
Atkinson and Louis R. Ehrich.

—The International Woman's Suff-
rage Conference, called by the Inter-
national woman's suffrage committee,
with headquarters in the United States,
opened on the 3d in Berlin, and organ-
ized an international league for the
promotion of woman's suffrage. Miss
Susan B. Anthony declining the presi-
dency because of her advanced age, the

league elected Mrs. Carrie Chapman.

Catt, of Wyoming, as preeident, Dr.
Anita Augspurg, of Germany, Wwas
elected first vice president; Mrs. Faw-
cett, of England, second vice president,
and Mrs. Foster-Avery, of Philadelphia,
secretary. Miss Anthony was made the
first member of the league, in recogni-
tion of the fact that she was a member
of the original suffrage convention held
in Washington fifty years ago.

PRESS OPINIONE.

THE COLORADO UPHEAVAL.

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), June 8.—
The accounts of the Colorado disorders
would startle the average Ameriean citizen
if he were not painfully familiar with such
manlifestations in that quarter, Even Rus-
aja offeTs NO WoTse spectacie to the clwvi-
lized world. Well may the forelgner ask
whether this member of the American
T'nion has any government worthy of the
name'! What the situation imperatively
demands Is perfectly manifest. Lawless
ness and lynch rule beget lawlessness and
crime.

Miiwaukee Dally News (Dem.), June 7.—
A state of anarchy exists. Outrage invites

outrage. For the conditions that exlst in
('olorado, the responsibility cannot be
charged entirely to the mine owners or

to the union miners. Both have sought to
galn thelr ends by coercion, intimidation
and outrage, but the existing condition of
affairs may be traced is much as toany one
source Lo the course that has been pursued
by Gov. Peabody and the siate authorities,
Instead of using the power of the State
1o preserve order and maintain justlce the

'
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Governorand his associates have been par-
tisans of the mine owners, Whai Colcrado
needs Is a return to reason and republican
government, With justice administered im-
partial.y.

Columbus (0.) Press Post (Dem.), JuneT.—
It I8 noted in the dispaiches from the Crip-
ple Creek district that *“*a company of sol-
diers scoured the town hunting tor uniun
men.”’ They Were not hunting tor the per-
cons who committed specitic disorders.
They werenat looking specially for the men
who committed the helnous offense of blow-
ing up a rallroad depot. They were not
particular whom they found, just so he
was a union man. He might be In the bosom
of his family or he m'ght be standing on
the street discussing the situation. No
matter what he was doing he was under
arrest the moment he was found, Hisof-
fense 1s not that he has committed an un-
lawtul act, but that he 18 a union man. Itis
this sort of Intolerance on the part of the
mine oparators, backed by the soldiery,
that hae® brought about the deplorable con-
ditlons existing In Colorado, A spiritof un-
falrness on one side Is not calculated to
conduce a spirit of unresisting submisslon
on the other.

Detroit Daily Times (ind.), June
While capitalistic anarchy is no justifica-
tlon ‘or anarchy by the wage-workers, it
was almost a foregone conclusion from the
start that if the lawiessness of the mine
owners should continue long enough, some
misgulded man of the mines would try to
avenge his class by violence. And that
{s cxactly what appears to have been done
at Independence. mée . man or men, mad-
dened to the pointof murder by the wrongs
infilcted upon them, and acting entirely
apart from the Western Federation of Min-
ers, appear to have dynamited the train
upon which 12 non-union minersa were killed
and a number of others fatally injured.
That Is the way it looks now at Any rate,
since the Western Federation of Miners nas
from the first exerciged the greatest caution
to prevent any of its members from resort-
ing to violence, though it would not be sur-
prising to learn that the mine ownerathem-
selvee had hired somebody to blow up the
train. For it is an old game on the part of
corporations made desperate to hire mur-
derers to commlit a crime for the purpose
of turning public sentiment against the
atrikers. and incldentally to get troops to
fight thelr battles. . . . The corporate
interests of Colorado have made of the
State one vast tinder box and upon their
heads will be the responsibility for any
unlawful acts that may come from thelir
own lawlessness. And upon their heads is
the blood of the men who were blown to
pleces at Independence.

THE SPENCER-GEORGE CONTRO-
VERSY.

Johnstown (Pa.) Democrat (Dem.). June
3. —Just why r. Spencer's friends
choose to revive the painful matter at this
time is not clear. They cannot belleve that
Mr, Spencer’'s own attempt to meet the is-
aue Is comcluslve. As a matter of fact it
practicallv confirms what Mr. George set
down in his terrible indictment. For Her-
bert Spencer In so many words confesses
that In later writings he had revised the
opinions so magnificently promulgated in
“Qoeial Staties,” and in Jjustificatlon he
feeb!y nleads that, while still affirming the
prinsiple of the equal right of all men to
the use of the earth, he later came tothe
conclusion that as a matter of polley land
mononoly was preferable. This is certain-
I¥ puttine himself In no flatterine light. Tt
reveaie him as one who holds a thing to be
right in theory vet wrone in practice. And
all the explanation he makes but strength-
ena the conviction that Mr. George was
right in nutting him in the pillory as “A
Perplexed Phllosopher.”

JANE ADDAMS, LL. D.

_ Omaha World-Herald (Dem)). June 4.—
We do not know just what benefit this par-
tieular degree will be 1o Miss Addams: but,
jnasmuch as it is an honor, those who Fave
watehed thia gord woman's course will be
glad of Wisconsin University's action. A
newspaner man who was famillar with Miss
Addame’s work onee gail he wanted to dle
on the same dav that Jane Addams dled,
bhecause the gates of heaven would swing
apen <o wide that a lot of ordinary mortals
could effect an entrance.

GURU.
For The Public,
It wlil be remembered that the first fight
of the Engiish expedition into Thibet—the

Massacre of Guru—occurred about the
time of the Easter holldays.

For God and the King
We did this thing.

TUp and over the Roof of the World,
Over and down to a sllly wall;

(One shell from a pom-pom blithely huried,
And the barrler's only. a hillock, that's

alll)

Behind us the ridge of the old earth’s dome,
Before, the mystery-threading way,
And between, in barbaric, pagan display.

Some thousands In fooilsh defense of home?

Now through all Englishry the choirs
Made music round about lheir spires,
Rehearsing all in sweel accord

Hymna honoring our risen Lord.

Up and over the Dome of the Earth,
And down Into touch with the silly host;
(They deemed the matchlock an arm of
worth, '
And the anclent sword was the soldier's
boast; X
And it took us back tothe long ago,
The &ight of the lance and the sling and
bow!)

A shot rang out; the machine-guns spoke.
And the magazine rifles in wrath outbroke.
The brandished blade iIn mid-stroke fell
slack,
As the bayonet-thrust burst through at
the back.
And souls went upward by
fours,
As the steel-bound bullet ranged through
its course;
And adown the mystery-threading road.
As 8 brook in freshet, the red blood flowed:
(They ‘were heathen, and struck for
heathen powers;
But their blood as it lowed foamed as red
as ours!)
And, swept away as wind-whipt foam,
Was the foolish host that stood for home.

Now all through English i ands there ran
The anthems of good will to man;

And west and east and east and weat,

' Twas who eould praise the Lord the bett;
And * Peace on Earth" from high and lov,
And Love made svery Asart te glow.

threes and

A Man once taught, “Love friend and fo¢;”
But that was very long ago. ’
HERBERT QUICK.

MULLIGAN ON THE TYRANNY OF
TRADES UNIONS.
For The Public.

“Parry’'s got ‘em, there,” sald
Flyntt, the young-man-about-town. as
he laid down the paper; “the unions
are socialistic, allright.”

Mulligan didr’t seem to hear, but
Donovan looked “How’s that?”’

“Why,” sald Flyntt, “they bold
everybody on a dead level. I think
every man ought to be permitted 10
earn all he can, and get all he cal for
what he does.”
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"“Ye're right, there, yofmg man,” said
Mulligan. “And what union is ut thot
shtands in the way av thot?"

“Parry says they all do,” answered
Flyntt. “Says they demand a dead
level of wages for all sorts of mechan-
ies—good, bad and indifferent.”

“Thot wouldn't be right,” said Mul-
ligan.

“Right!
Flyntt.”

Mulligan removed the pipe from his
mouth, turned toward the young man,
and, gazing upon him Intently, said,
with solemn i{mpressiveness: “Thot
would be very wrong indeed, Misther
Flyntt.

“Wrong!"” echoed Flyntt, encouraged
by Mulligan’s acquiegcence; “it’s down-
right tyranny, that's what it 1s!"

“Are they doilng thot?’ asked Muil-
ligan. ‘

“Cert’'n’ly,” said Flyntt.

“What union is doing ut?” asked
Mulligan.

“All of them,” said Flyntt.

“Not" all av thim, Misther Flyntt,”
sald Muilligan. “There must be some
mistake about thot. And what is
more, Misther Flyntt, I'll go so far as
to say, not wan av thim.” ,

“Well, here, read what Parry says,”
exclaimed Flyntt, snatching up the
paper and thrusting it at Mulligan,
dramatically.

“Parry says a great many things that
would be thought violent, if uttered
by a trades unlonist. I happen to
know a good deal about the uniong,
from personal experience wid thim,”
said Mulligan. *I was a member av
the union for a good many years; and
for several years past [ have employed
onion men. And I never knew of the
unjon’s objecting to an employer’s pay-
ing any man as much a8 he pleased.
It's this way, Misther Flyntt: The
union seeks to establish a minimum
wage; but never, so far as I know, has
it attimpted to prevent an employer
from paying asfmuch more as he
wished, to anyone thot he thought
worthy.

“Let me tell ye a bit av experience
thot I had, wan time; It may
help ye to interpret Parry there.

“l was foreman for Rock & Co.
at the time. There had been a strike,
and after a long fight, we got under
way wid a gang av non-union men.
Little be little Rock & Co. cut
wages till they were paying 50 cints
a day less than the union scale or
minimum. Wan day, Rock comes
along, an' ‘e says to me, says 'e: ‘Mul-
ligan, thim unions has got the wrong
idee,” says "e; ‘they hold the good man

I 8'd say not!" vociferated

down to the same wages as the poor
wan. Now,’ says 'e, 'l believe in per-
sonal liberty. All men are not alike,’
says 'e. 'Let every man do as much as
'e can,” says 'e, ‘and get all 'e can for
ut,” says 'e. ‘That way,’ says ‘e, 'a
good man has somethin’ to look for-
ward to,” says 'e. ‘The best men is de-
sarvin’ av the best pay,’ he says.

“A few days later the best man I

had comes up to me, an' says: ‘Mul-
ligan, I'm goin’ to quit ye." *What's
the matther, Pat, says I ‘Ye'ro

wurrukin’ me on tne corners and
arches, and I'm worth as much money
ag anny man In town,’ says 'e; ‘and
ye're paying me 50 cints a day leas
nor the poorest union man gets,' he
says. .

“Now, Flyntt, the man schpoke the
truth, and I cud n't deny ut. Pat
Dolan was as good a mechanic as ever
laid a brick. Remembering what Rock
had said to me, I says: ‘Pat, go back
to work, end I'll pay ye the union
scale; but kape mum!" ‘All right,'
Bays 'e,

“Well, things wint along all right
till the day after pay day. Thin,
Rock comes tearin’ out av the office,
an' comes up to me, and says: ‘Mulli-
gan, what's this ye're doin'? Who
gave ye authority to raise‘wages?

‘“*Nobody,” says I.

“‘But ye've put up Pat Dolan’s wages
60 cents,’ he says.

“‘He's worth it says I. ‘He's the
best man on the job, and there’s none
better in the elty.’ .

“The old man kit his lips and
shrugged 'is shoulders. ‘It won't do,” he
says. ‘But the man's worth the money,
says I. ‘He may be worth the money,’
says Rock; ‘but ye know how it is, Mul-
ligan,’ says 'e; ‘if ye raise wan av thim,
they'll all want the same.’

“‘Well," says I, ‘do ye want me to cut
'm down again?'

“‘'Yes,” says 'e, ‘an’ do ut quick,” he
says, ‘'or we'll havethe whole gang in the
office demandin’ a raise.’

‘“‘Pat'll quit,’ says 1.

‘“‘Let 'm quit, and be hanged!' says
the old man; ‘I can get all the min 1
want at' the wages the rist are gettin’,
An’ whin I want ye to pay any more, I'll
let ye know ut,’ he says.

“So I goes to Pat, and I says: ‘The
old man is kickin®, Pat, and I'll have to
put yer wages back.’

*‘To—— wid you and the old man!’
says Pat. And I lost the best man on
the job because, Misther Flyntt, the
boss, who stood for personal liberty and
indepindince, wouldn't pay a good man
any more than a poor wan, on the plea

that ‘if ye pay it to wan, they’ll all want
it, and that wud make throuble.’

“Here is the simple truth, Flyntt: An
employer is at liberty to pay as high
wages as he pleases to men av excep-
tional value. What's biting such min
as Parry is, that the union strives to
prevent cutting any man’s wages be-
low a certain minimum,

“The throuble {s, Misther Flyntt, that
we don't look into these quistions as we
ought to. Suppose, now, that tha
union’s mintmum was four dollars a
day, and a certain honorable employer,
ricognizing the greater worth of wan av
'{s men, should pay him five—why does-
n't he make it six?”

“Bix!" exclaimed Flyntt.

“8ix,” relterated Mulligan,

“W'y, that would be too big a differ-
ence,” said Flyntt,

“Exactly,” said Mulligan; “too big a
difference. - And wow, suppose tha
minimum, instead of being four dollars,

s two dollars; would the conscientious

employer pay the better man five?”

“Let's see.:' sald Flyntt; “w’y, that
would be a bigger difference still. If the
minimum was two dollars, he might pay
the better man two and a half, or three:
but flve dollars would be twice and a
half the minimum rate! Great Scott!
you don't want the better man to have
the earth, do ye?”

“No,” sald Mulligan, “but I thought
maybe you would perceive titat, at the
best, a good man can hope for only a
limited amount above the minimum;
that the minimum s the basis for de-
termining what the better man's wages
shall be, among honorable employers,
and that it is the highest that the best
can get from the other kind.”

“I belfeve you're right, Mulligan," said

The Fourth Annual Conference
of the Women’s National Single
Tax League is to be heldat St. Louis,
Missouri, on Monday, Tuesday and
Wednesday, the 11th, 12th and 13th of
July, 1904, The St. Louis single taxers
are kindly assisting the League in its
efforts to make the occasion one of
especial interest to the followers of
Henry George. One feature of the
programme to be announced later will
be a Single Tax Mass Meeting in
Music Hall on Monday evening, to be
addressed by well known speakers
from different parts of the country.

It is hoped that single taxers will
bear the Conference dates in mind
when planning their visits to the
World's Fair, and that the Mass Mecet-
ing may be made a national celebra-
tion of the twenty-fifth year of Prog-
ress and Poverty, and be attended by
representatives from every State and
Territory.

MRS. JOHN S. CROSBY, President.
111 West 84th Street, New York, N. Y.

Friendly papers please copy.
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WHY IS IT

THAT THE FOREIGN BANDIT WHO HOLDS AM AMERICAN CITIZEN AROUSES UNCLE SAM TO FURY,

T

'
.r Yoy
H%G"Fﬂi Re

+ pRADLEY

WHILE THE HOME.GROWN OPPRESSOR DOES BUSINESS AS A MATTIR Of COURSE?

Bradley's cartoon in the Chicago Daliy News,
permisslon of the publisher, Mr. Victor F. Lawson,

apecial

1%4. Reproduced by
Mr. Bradley i3 one

of June 2,

of the few really thoughtful as well as entertaining cartoonists of the country.

Flyantt. “I hadn't thought of it that way
before. It is plain that if the minimum
should fall out from under, the maxi-
mum would go tumbling after.”
“Thrue for you, Misther Flyntt. The
real objiction av the Parrys to the
unions is not that it puts all on a level,
but that it prevents thim from rejuicing
the wages av all workmin indefinitely.”
HORACE CLIFTON,

.BOOKS '

BOOKS8 RECEIVED.,
—“Depraved Finance." By Robert Flem-
Ing. New York: The Robert Fleming Pub-

lishing Co. To be reviewed,
—“Principles of Cliy Land Values” By
Richard M, Hurd. New York: The Rec-

ord and Gulde, To be reviewed,

—The New Star-Chamber and Other Es-
rayvy, By Edgar lLee Masters, Chlengo:
The Hammersmark Pubiishing Company.
Price, $1 net, To be reviewed,

PERIODICALS.

The “Reader Magazine' (Bobbs-Merrill
Co,, Indlanapolis) beging [ts fourth voiume
with a star article by Jean Cowgl!l, which
I= in substance an amazing exposure of
Chicago labor-union and empioyers'-unlon
understaundings and mothods, and in form
a delfghtfully artistic piece of composition,
Scveral ghort storles add Intercst 1o the
number, One of them, by Frunk N, Struat-

ton, Is not only good fictlon but a truthful
plcture of a certain deplorable fact with
reference to lawyers and courts,

Besldes u collectlon of good editorials
“Why for May (Frank Vlerth, Cedar
Rapids, la.) contains an interesting ac-
count of John Z. White's singic-tax speak-
Ing tour in the East.

NOW READY

THE NEW STAR
CHAMBER 22503

Tells why and how we have reached
a critical period in our national his-
tory; what forces have been and are
now undermining the republic and
bullding an American emplre, and
points to a solution of the problem.
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