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Mr. Roosevelt is reported as
being delighted with the results
of the election, and the Chicagn
Tribune interprets it as a vote “by
the people that Theodore Roose-
velt deserved well of the repub-
lie.”  Mr. Roosevelt may be par-
doned for his self-gratulation, but
the Tribune is wwong in its inter-
pretation. The people did not vore
that Roosevelt deserved well;
they voted that a plutocratie-
Democracy deserved ill,

The landslide for Roosevelt is
not for him affirmatively. Itisfor
him only negatively. It spells
democratie diseipline of the Demo-
<cratic party, This is abundantly
evident from the fact that the
overwhelming  pluralities- for
Roosevelt come as the climax of
an apathetic campaign. Had the
people intended to express admir-
ation of Roosevelt by their votes
they would have made their ad-
miration apparent inenthusiastin
campaigning. But the absence of
banners, and buttons, and pa-
rades, and window pictures, and
such other tokens as a character
like Roosevelt would eall out from
enthusiagtic admirers, testifies
that there was no enthusiasm for
him. The enthusiasm was against
I'arker, not for anybody, and was
manifested in the way in which
that kind of enthusiasm always is
manifested—in an overwhelming
but resentful and silent ballot oun
election day.

This landslide is very much like
that of 1804, when the people re.
buked President Cleveland at the
Congressional clections, and for
much the same reason. Cleveland

had identified himself with 1he
plutocracy, and in 1894 the Demo-
cratic majority of 41 in the Jower
House of Congress gave way to a
Republican majority of 74, Iarv
ker comes torward the -branded
candidate of Cleveland, Hill, Bei-
mont, McCarren and other pluto-
cratic elements of his party, and
he has gone down to the most dis-
astrous defeat his party has ex-
perienced for thirty years.

It may be supposed that the as-
tute politicians who were buncoed
into nominating Parker are keen-
Iy enjoying the wonderful victory
they were promised. “We are for
IParker because we are weary of
defeat!” exclaimed Senator Dan-
icls at the St. Louis convention—
if not in those exact words at any
rate to that purport and in phrase-
ology not much different. Sena-
tor Daniels js presumably as
weary as ever. He ought to be dis-
gusted as well as weary., Some of
the defeats he had gone through
were well fought battles for dem-
ocratic principle. But this last
defeat!

It may have been a “dnited” pars
ty that Parker led down to this
disaster, but it was not a unified
party. Plutocracy and democeracy
cannot unify, even if leaders unite.
Although Mr. Cleveland could
support Parker, he couldn't carry
his plutocratic followers into a
party in which Bryan was a prom-
inent figure. Although Mr. Bryan
could support 'arker, he couldn’t
hold his democratic friends in line
for a candidate who seemed to
them only a substitute for Cleve-
land. Bryan and Cleveland stand
for opposite things in the publie
mind, and their followers ean no
more be merged in one political
party than oil and water can be
mixed in one vesxel,

This is the opportunity the plu-
tocratic Democrats have spent

their money fgr. The defeats of
1896 and 1900 they attributed to
Bryanism, deliberately ignoring
the crushing disaster of 1892
which was due to Clevelandism
and out of which Bryanism, badly
as it was beaten in the count,
raised the party again into life.
They schemed for control and
they got it. Their own candidate
was nominated against Bryan's
protest,  That candidate of a
“united” party threw the gold
standard shibboleth into the faces
of Bryan Democrats, as the pluto-
eratic clique in New York ordered
him to. He minimized the demo-
cracy of the platform in his
speech and letter of acceptance,
just as they desired and required.
Bryan put no obstacles in his way,
but served in the campaign as and
where he was requested to, and
only so. He spoke in Indiana
where he had followers to win; he
staid away from New York where
he had political enemies who
might be affronted. He did all he
could to elect Parker, and he did
it in sincerity, with self respect
and with vigor. Yet the Demo-
cratic party, under the plutocratic
control of the Belmonts, and Hills,
and McCarrens, and the leader-
ship of the “safe and sane” Judge
Parker, suffers a vastly greater
defeat than it did under the demo-
cratic control of the Bryans. 1f
there is any such thing in polities
as estoppel, the plutocrats of the
Democratic party are estopped
from again claiming title to it on
any of the grounds they have so
vociferously pleaded. 1t  was
turned over to them to “reorgan-
ize. and they have “reorganized”
it to an irredncible minimum,

The time is now ripe for Mp,
Bryan's movement for reorganiz-
ing the party in Democratice divec-
tions (pp. 237, 264, 283). He hasal-
ready been heard from. He will
doubtless  be hieard from more
definitely —at  ang eanly day.
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Meanwhile it is the part of
wisdom for eager democrats of
all parties to practice withreason-
able moderation the saving grace
of patience and to cultivate the
virtue of political common sense.
Whether the Democratic party is
to come out of this confusion re-
juvenated and reinvigorated, ora
new party with a new name is to
spring up out of the circum-
stances, no one can foresee and no
one need pretend to. Events wi'll
determine this; no man, no com-
mittee, no conference, can do it,
and no toy politics cgn lend any
very useful aid. 1f a new pa?t_v
confes it will not be an expansion
of any paper party; it will more
probably be an outburst of the
democratic elements of the Repu!)-
lican party. 1f theold Democratic
party has still a democratic fu-
ture, it will pot be long _befbre
gomething of that future 1s fore-
shadowed. Meanwhile let us ail
__demoeratie-Democrats, demo-
cratic-Republicans and democrat-
ic-Populists-—-remember that a
cause is more important than 2
party, and principles than pgrtr
ganship; and be prepared to adjust
ourselves to the fighting method
which events may thrust upon us.

The election of Douglas 38 Gov-
ernor of Massachusetts shows
what can be done by a democrar
who leaves “weasel” words to the
Presidential candidate, and puts
his principles before the people in
plain language. He made a free
trade campaign; made it with
good sense, but without timidity:
made it in the interest of the peo-
ple and not in fear of this protect-
ed interest or that one; and a
Btate that I'arker lost by almosc
100,000 as Democratic candidate
for President, he has won as Dem-
ocratie candidate for Governor by
nearly 40,000,

Although the election is over
we- reproduce in our Miscellany,
from the Commoner, Mr. Bryan's
address to the Populists. We do
this because we regard this brief
editorial as having historical
value. With one part of it we do
not agree, According to Mr, Bry-
an, Demoerats who regarded their

party as having been captured by
the plutocrats ought not to have
voted against Judge Parker with
a view thereby to hastening its
reorganization. On this point Mr.
Bryan says that “no one can afford
to put the interest of his party or
of his faction of the party above
the interests of his country.”
That is quite true when the inter-
ests of ome’s party or faction ar»
not in his judgment identical with
the interests of his country. But
in this case the interests of the
democratic faction of the Demo-
cratic party were regarded by an
immense number of Democrats as
identical with the interests of the
country. For the plutocrats, al
ready owning the Republican par-

t¥, had secured control of the Dem-.

ocratic party and named Judge
Parker as their own chosen candi-
date for it. It thereupon became
a question for the genuine demo-
crats of the party to decide, each
for himself, whether plutocratic
control of the country itself
could, in the long rum, best be
thrown off by supporting Parker
or by defeating him. We cannot,
therefore, accept Mr. Bryan's dic-
tum that voting against Parker in
order to hasten the reorganiza-
tion of the Democratic party was
doing evil in the hope that good
might come out of it. It might just
as well be said that voting for
Parker by those who regarded him
as representing the plutocracy of
his party, but in order to achieve
some possible good in spite of thar
fact, was doing evil in the hope
that good might come out of it. It
is turning into a question of eter-
nal moral  principle something
that is simply a question of tem-
porary political policy. This same
thing is what the 'opulists also
have done. They have said.
with reference to Mr, Bryan him-
self, that he was supporting a pos-
itive evil for a possible good. Un-
just, illogical and petulant to ax
absurd degree have many of them
been in charging him with incon-
sistency.  Mr. DBryan answers
them, in the article we quote, and
does 8o with charvactevistic dig-
nity, good feeling and thorough-
ness. He shows them that as mat-
ter of general political poliey, and

this is incontestably true from
any common sense standpoint, his
own proper path in the late cam-
paign was the one he took. He
goes further. He shows them that
it was the only righteous path for
him. While we object to the die-
tum that those Democrats who
voted to discredit the plutocratic
control of the Democratic party
were doing evil that good might
come, we fully appreciate the fact
that Mr. Bryan bhimself, believin:
as he most sincerely did regard-
ing what he describes as para-
mount issues in the recent cam-
paign, could in good conscience
have done only as he has done.

.

Too much cannot be said in fa-
vor ,of the Chicago public schoo!
innovation, credited to Superin-
tendent Cooley and the principals,
which contemplates organizing in
the schools working models of the
political systems of the countrr.
Following is a description of the
innovation as understood by the
Chicago Tribune and reported in
its issue of the 6Gth:

Miniature c¢ity councils upon which
the public searchlight may be turped
at any time; miniature legislatures
minus the shacow of the octopus; and
near-real Congresses in which the na-
tional polley will be molded without
regard to party prejudices are to beor-
ganized In the Chicago public schools.
In addition, “good government” and
“improvement” clubs will be formed.
All of these departures from traditional
methods are advocated by Superintend-
ent Cooley as a most efficient means of
teaching practical civics to the high
school students. City, county, State
and national conventlons will be held—
unless the puplls decide to try the cirect
primary experiment—and nominations.
macde for all the offices in all branches
of government. The platforms of the
school parties then will be outlined.
One organization may put in a plank de-
claring against the use of cigarettes by
minors and fixing a penalty for their
sale to children. A prohibition clause
may be inserted. They wlill, however,
be constructed in the “regular” wayand
the campalgns carried on in a dignified,
well ordered manner. The voting will
be by the Australian system, and in
this way the puplls will be thoroughly
instructed in regard to the laws gov-
erning voting. The city councils will
not only discues questions of. vital in-
terest to the government of the school.
but aso those of foremost interest to the:
municipality, They will take up such.
problems as traction lnd.munlclplf
ownership. Corps of schoolyard “white
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wings” also are to be organized, witha
view to teaching the prospective voters
a practical lesson in municipal cleanli-
ness. One of the chief duties of the
members will be to keep the play-
grounds clean. These organizations
are to serve as a medium of instructing
the students in a practical way in the
more important obligations which stu-
dents owe to gociety and the rights and
rrotection which they may demand of
soclety,

An announcement in the daily
papers of P'rof. Triggs’s industrial
school (76 E. 20th street, Chicago)
was a fine specimen of the slip-
shod and eynical kind of report-
ing that modern newspaper meth-
ods have fostered. Reference to
this instance is necessary because
we were misled by it (p. 476) into
sayingthatin Prof. Triggs’s school
“higher mathematics will be omir-
ted a8 of little value and History
and geography will have no
place.” The same reports evoked
flippant editorials in some of the
daily papers. These reports were
of a speech by Prof. Triggs in
which he had said nothing of the
kind reported. The substance of
what he did say was this: “His-
tory as a record of the acts of
kings and rulers, and geography
as an account of the rivers in
China, will have no place.” The
prospectus of the school declares
its purpose in this respect where
it says: “Geography as the his-
tory of the earth in becoming a
dwelling place for man, and his-
tory as giving a record of the ev-
olution of the human race, will be

prominently considered.”
1]

A practical method of great
simplicity and economy for popu-
larizing ideas, has been success-
fully operated for a year and a

half by E. B. Bwinney, of 134

Clarkson street, Brooklyn, N. Y.
Mr. Swinney’'s purpose is the pro-
motinnof thesingle tax movement,
but his plan is adaptable to any
other subject. Its principal fea-
ture is the placing of propaganda
literature, not casually by loose
distribution, but directly in the
hands of those who express a de-
sire for it. Whoever writes for
literature gets it free. The ex-
penses are paid by voluntary con-

|- ————

tributions. As an illustration of
the economy of this method of
work and the fact that it can be
supported, Mr, Swinney’s October
report is significant. Since May,
1903, the expenditures have been
only $647.39, of which all but
$31.47 has been contributed, in
amounts ranging from a dollar or
less to §5 or more; yet the pieces of
literature ‘placed number 100,198
—an average cost of less than 7
mills. It is difficult to think of a
more economical way of putting
directly into the hands of an in-
quirer the particular bit of print-
ed information regarding a cause
which he himself desires. Others
have adopted this plan of Mr.
Swinney’s in connection with the
same movement, notably Anton
8. Rosing of Ravinia, 111, and F.
H. Bode, 1401 8. 4th St., Spring.
field, 111.

The president of the Society of
Chemical Industry probably did
not know that, in his address
before his society, reported in the
October issue of the Journal of
the Society of Chemical Industry.
he was tearing the vitals out of
the most effective argument for
protection. But that is the mis-
chief he was doing. In referring
to the cost of labor, he stated, as
the Journal reports him, that—
it was his experience that it paid well
to pay men well, and cited an instance
where by paying certain laborers dou-
ble the wages they received abroad for
certain work it cost his firm rather lees
to turn out a ton of ore with those iden-
tical men than it did their former em-
ployers at half the wages. That was
the only way in the world that the
American manufacturer with high-
priced labor was able to compete with
the foreign manufacturer at lower cost.
In other words, it was perfectly pos-
sible in his judgment for the foreign
laborer to produce twice his present re-
sult if he received twice the pay.

Now, Mr. Protectionist, stand up
straight and tell us why protec
tion is needed to enable employ-
ers to pay high wages, if double
wages results in double product.

Not long ago the headlines of
Chicago newspapers were super-
latively boastful of the putting
down of “liold-ups.” Criminals
convicted of this erime were being

sent to State prison for life and
that was expected summarily to
end the evil. Butitdidn’t. “Hold-
ups” have been more common
since this vindictive remedy was.
adopted than before. And now it
ia proposed to go a step further.
An astute grand jury recommends:
the death penalty, and thought-
less citizens approve. Only a litth-
reflection is needed to see that this
would be as futile as the life pen-
alty. One “hold-up” man. now i
jail, has been interviewed on the
subject, and he puts more horse
sense into his brief interview
than can be found in all that his
“gooeder” fellow citizens have
said. He asserts that the penalty
is without deterrent effect, no
matter what it is; because the
“hold-up” man never contem-
plates the possibility of getting
caught. His remarks are worthy
of consideration and we quote
them in full:

Idon't think it would make any differ-
ence to the sticker-up whether they
make it hanging or not. 1 do know that
it never would have cut any ice with
me. I had to have the coin and I didn’t
think about anything else. Ye$, I'd
a-gone right ahead just the same if I'd
known I could be swung up If caught.
‘We don't figure on getting pinched. I
didn’t want to kill anybody unless I
had to. The shooting part was just a
matter of protecting myself. [ never
knew exactly what I could get if I got
pinched—of course 1 knew it was
enough. I supposed I could be sentuptor
20 or 40 years—or for life, and if [ killed
anybody I could be hanged. As for the
law, I personally don't think it makes
any difference. When you go holding
anybody up you got to,take a chance of
getting plunked right there, anyhow.
And when you're caught right, the way
I was, you don't care what happens to
you,

These suggestions open a line of
thought regarding the preven-
tion of crime which our medieval
penologists might wisely pursue.

THE MARRTAGE PROPLFM — MAR-

RIAGE AFTER DIVOROE.

We now confront the crucial
questionregardingdivoree (p..484),
the question on which the whole
controversy over divorce really
hinges. It is the last of the five
test questions heretofore re-
served (p. 452) for considerationm
seriatim, namely:

e et =m—
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(5) Is either party to an annulled
rniarriage contract properly at liberty,
while the other lives, and not only as
matter of naked legal right but also
vith reference to ihe just censures
ol public opinion, to enter into a mar-
riage contract with a third person?

Divorce itself, considered mere-
1v as nullification of the conven-
{ionalcontractof marriage (p. 485).
does not necessarily operate, as
we have already stated, to justify
a subsequent marriage by either
party while the other party lives.
. There is, therefore, no DECessary

jnconsigteney in advocating un

trammeled divorce, as we have
done, and yet opposing marriage
* after divorce and during the lifs
time of either party to the divorce.

This distinction may at first
seem to bea distinetion without
a difference. Since the divoree
nullifies the conventional mar-
riage, why does not right of re
marriage follow as matter of
course? How can a nullified con-
ventional marriage  logically
stand in the way of contracting
another conventional marriage?
It would not be polygainous, it
would not be. bigamous; upon
what principle, then, can conven-
tional divorce be distinguished
from the right of subsequent con-
ventional marviage? Does not
the right of conventional mar-
riage after divorce depend strict-
1y upon the legitimacy of the con-
ventional divorce?

These objections seem to be
unanswerable; and so far as re-
lates to the propriety. logical or
otherwise, of forbidding remar-
riage, they may be so. But they
«do not remove the necessity for
the distinction we make, asalittle
‘consideration of the subject will
show, ’

There are persons of austere
mind who would have the law for-
bid conventional marriage where
one of the parties is affficted, phys-
ically, mentally or morally.in sueh
manner as possibly to injure pos-
terity through hereditary trans.
mission. Among these drastie re-
formers are some so extreme that
they would have the law stepin fo
make marrvinge a natural impos.
sibility with such persons. Theiv
propositions are advaneed with-
ont regard to prior marviage or di
voree, the proposed inhibition ap
plyving as well 1o persons who
have never been married as  to

those who have beendivoreed. Re-
pugnant as these propositions arg,
they show the necessity for distin-
ruishing between divorce and re-
marrigge, which is the point we
are now trying to make.

Rome divoree laws go to prove
the sane necessity.,  Divorces arve
not infrequently granted by court
deerces which forbid the remar-
riage of one of the parties to the
marriage so annulled. The dif-
ference between divoree and re-
marriage is thereby recognized.

The sanie difference wus recent-
v recognized by Bishop Potter,
who ascribed the confusion in the
popular mind regarding divorce to
obtuseness on the part of those
who demand rigid divorce Jaws.
“There is.” he wrote. “a profound
and widespread feeling that a
woman, marrvied to a brute or a
beast, though she may not be able
to prove the offense which in-
volves' his  marital infidelity,
«whould be relieved from the degra-
dation of living with such a per-
aon; that she should be allowed to
remarry is an entirely different
question. The two should be
made distinct by the law., which
could afford relief by granting di-
vorce for cruelty or drunkenness
or brutality, as well as for marital
infidelity, but which should pro-
hibit remarriage in all ecases.”
Idolatrous reverence for conven-
tional marriage. regardless of nat-
ural marriage, is evident in the
distinguished Bishop's remarks
about the degradation of living
with “ruch a person.” Is it any
more degrading to live with =
eruel. drunken or brutal husband
than to live with one who is not
cruel, drunken nor bratal, yet
whose maritul title is no longer
sanctified by marriage love? Thir,
however, only in passing. The
Bishop's recognition of the differ-
ence we have endeavored to dis-
tinguish is the point in hand,

Notwithstanding that the right
of marriage after divorce seems
to follow logically from the di-
voree, it is evident that the poliee
power of organized rociety must
be reckoned with, and that under
this power and upon the assump-
tion that it ix for the common
good, marriages may be prolibit-
ed as well upon the ground of pre-
viong marriage, divorce or no di-
voree, as upon any other gronnd.
Sepiarate consideration of the sub-

jeet of divoree, and of marringe

after divorce, as independent sub-
jects, is thereby necessitated.

The distinet question at issue,

therefore, is whether convention”

al marriages after conventional
divorees ought to be tolerated
during the lifetime of either party
to the divorce.

That they ought to be prohibit-
ed where there is no divorce, and
the previous conventional mar
ringe snbsists, we have already
urged (p. 470); the reason be-
ing that inasmuch as conven-
tional marriage is merely sym-
bolical of natural marriage,
and as two natural marriages of
the same person cannot subsist at
the same time, therefore two con-
ventional marriages cannot prop-
erly so subsist. There can conse-
quently be no second contract of
marriage, with propriety, until
the prior one has been annulled.

We have further insisted, how-
ever (p. 486), that upon the disso-
lution of a natural marriage hy
the death of the marriage love
that ‘makes it, rociety ought to
assent to a corresponding dissolu-
tion of the corresponding conven
tionalmarriage, withonly so much
reservation as may be necessary
to conserve all the civil rights in-
volved.

We now contend that when this
dissolution has been ceremonially
declared, the civil bar to subse
quent marriage should be thereby
and thereupon removed. The nat-
ural marriage is dead; it died with
the death of its vitalizing love.
The conventional marriage also is
dead; it died with the convention-
al divorce. The parties, therefore,
are now unmarried. They are an-
married both naturally and con-
ventionally. They are as com-
pletely and truly unmarried as if
one of them had physically died.
Except, then, npon the abhorrent
theory that society should estab-
lish a system of meddling pater
nalism regarding marriage. each
of the divorced parties onght to
be, in so far as civil coercion igin
question, free to enter again into
natural marriage and to proclaim
it by conventional marriage.

True, back of these civil consid-
erations there are ccclesiastical
ones,  Buat they must be left to
the churehes.  Charches arve as
muech entitled ag any other volun-
tary associations to set np their
own rules and_regulations; and

o e ————— . -
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the rules and regulations of volun-
tary associations are not legiti-
mate subjects for general debate,
so long as they do not assail ov
threaten the civil rights of outsid-
ers. With civil regulations, how-
ever, it is different.

Extremely absurd, not to sayin-
vasive in high degree, is it for or-
ganized society to forbid the con-
ventional marriage of any persons
" of “sound and disposing mind and
memory,” each of whom asserts
their natural marriage and is at
the time married to no other per-
son either in.substance or form.
And what organized society ecan-
not properly forbid in this reapecr,
public opinion cannot justly cen-
sure.

Grant the propriety of conven-
tional divorce, and yon thereby
grant the propriety of remar:
riage, unless you inyoke the arbi-
trary functions of the police pow-
er and insist that society should
prohibit any marriage which legis-
lators can be influenced to regard
as unfit. Prohibition of conven-
tional second marriages while the
prior ones subsist, rests upon the
bedrock of marital prinejple; but
prohibition of second marriages
after divorce, rests only upon ar-
bitrary power. This power may,
indeed, be invoked; but so may
governmental might against nat-
ural right in any case. It cannot
be invoked, however, without
tending to injure the parties, to
discredit conventional marriage.
to degrade natural marriage, to
distort social proprieties, and to
demoralize social purity. Like
governmental might against nat-
ural right in all cases, arbitrary
coercive rules regarding marriage
after divorce are certain to react
prejudicially upon every good ob-
ject sought thereby to be attained.

There should be no difficulty in
seeing that prohibition of mar-
ringe after divorce as a penalty
for offenses prescribed as causes
for divorce, is a gross perversion
of the wholesome principles of the
eriminal law. This prohibition is
in the nature of a penalty as truly
ar imprisonment would bhe. Of
that there can be no doubt. But
if it i’ a penalty, the offender
should be regularly tried for his
crrime and punished according to
the ordinary standards of punish-
ment. Think of the absurd eruel-
ty of adjudging that drunkenness,

or brutality, or adultery, shall be
punished with a sentence upon 2
marital offender to remain dur-
ing the lifetime of the other
party to the marriage, an unmar-
ried person. Bishop Potter would
go further. With hardened insen-
sibility to its grim humor, he ad-
vocates the same grentence for
both parties—the innocent with
the gnilty. If cruelty and drunk-
ness and adnltery are proper of-
fenses for legal penalties, let them
be punished regularly as criminal
offenses; but away with this bar-
barism of marital outlawry.

Not only is that outlawry ab-
surd—hard-heartedly so; it is
manifestly-inexpedient from every
consideration of soeial order.

One party to every divorce—

both parties, if Bishop Potter's
idea were to prevail—though a
marriageable member of the com-
munity, is forbidden to marry.
What is the almost inevitable re-
sult buat inereasing indifference
to marriage conventionalities?
Natural law is stronger than leg-
islation, stronger even than social
institutions. Sooneror later, with
a growing army of marital out
laws standing before the fortress
of conventional marriage, that
fortress will fall.

Consider it. Men are naturally
distinguished by passion for sex
rather than respect for marriage.
They are not without the latter,
but it is dormant until the subtle
influences of matural marriage
awaken it. Women, on the other
hand, are naturally distinguished
not by parsion for sex, but by de
votion to marriage. Yet in conse-
quence of natural marriage their
dormant sex consciousness awakes
ag doer man's dormant mar
ringe consciousners. There ia a
refnlting complementary union,
natural and sacred, of the two
lives, masculine and feminine. in
all their relations, through which
children of legitimate natural
birth come into the world, and
about which a normal family
group is formed. While sueh n
natural marriage survives, the
natural tendencey is toward an
eauilibrinm of  impulges. those
that relate to sex and thase that
relate to marriage. This is in ae-
cordance with obvious natural
laws—the obvions laws of hu-
man nature. But what if anat-
ural marriage prematurely dies,

as genunine. natural marriages
may? What if, though the nat-
ural marriage dies, dissolution of
the conventional marriage is for-
bidden, or being allowed is accom-
panied with a stern decree against
remarriage?  Sex consciousness
las been awakened where once it
was dormant, and where love for
marriage has lost none of its fer-
vor; love for marriage has been
awakened where once it was dor-
mant, and where sexuality is not
vet impotent. Yet here are.two
people, in full mental and bodily
vigor, in middle life or it may be
in youth, forced by law, each while
the other lives, either to hug the
cold corpse of their former mar-
riage love, or ruthlessly to sup-
press their awakened and intensi-
fied and supremely marital emo-
tions. Their only other recours:,
if they escape the degradation of
concubinage, is the opprobrium of
natural marriage illicitly main-
tained.

Does anyone suppoge that un-
der such coercion this repugnant
recourse will grow more repug-
nant? Then his imagination is
weak and his common sense at
fault. It will grow less and less
repugnant, not only in the minds
of thogse who embrace the alter-
native, but in the minds of their
friends and sympathizers. and ro
eventually in the common mind.
If this is 8o, then rigidly coercive
legal restraints upon convention-
al marriage after divoree, can
have no other ultimate than the
breaking down of the present con-
ventional barriersand thecreation
of a new gocial theory of sexunal
ethies. The worst enemies of con-
ventional marriage are not those
speculative minds that hold it in
contempt, nor those licentious
minds that trifle with it; but those
paganistic ones that idolize it as
racred in itrelf, and. forgetting it
is only symbolical of natural mar-
riage, strive to make its honds
unnafurally rigid and galling.

Make no mistake. Inhibitions
upon remarriage after divoree de-
ter no persons who believe theyv
are in love from entering improv-
idently into marriage originally.
They have then no expectation of
divorce, and no thaught of marry-
ing again. TInhibitions nnon re-
marriage are therefore ntterlv ex-
cluded from all their calculations,
Sn far as they are influenced by
them, these inhibitions mirkt a«
well not exist, Their existence cam



502

The Public

Beventh Year.

influence none but those who set
«deliberately about contracting
false marriages. Apart from such
cases, insignificant in number,
they can operate only to prevent
the very sensitive from marrying
again when natural law urges
ithem to, and to drive the less sen-
:gitive into unconventional forms
«of married life.
If conventional marriage is a
useful thing, as we believe it to be,
" then prohibition of marriage after
divorce is inexpedient. Con-
ventional marriage where natural
marriage exista is strengthened,
mnot weakened, by liberal divorce
Taws.

It is, also, immoral to prohibit
smarriage after divorce; and for
reasons akin to those that make it
inexpedient. The inexpedient and
the immoral are but complemen-
tary sides of the same shield. Itis
immoral because it tends to the
grostitution of marriage func-
tions.

When conventional expressions
«of natural functions are arbitrar-
ily narrowed, the functions them-
‘selves become distorted. Mar-
Tiage is not an exception. Wecan-
not, with safety to social morals,
close the door of conventional
marrjage to men and women
-‘whose natural love for marriage.
with all that this implies, has been
-awakened and is in full vigor.
Many of the illicit relations that
‘might result, alienated as they
would be from the guiding and

fostering influences of marriage:

~<conventionality, would tend to go
far astray, not only from conven-
-tional but also from natural char-
tity. Given a large population of
‘marriageable people condemned
‘indefinitely to a celibate life, and
‘it can hardly be expected. if they
formed sexnal alliances at all, as
many of them almost certainly
would, that their tendency under
‘those circumstances would al-
wavs be in the direction of illicit
natural marrviage. The atronger
tendency might he in other snd
more deplorable directions. The
very illicitness of these natural
marringes wonld have a prejudi-
vial infuenee,  Just as arbitrary
legal proliibitions of other things
not wrong in themselves invite re-
sistance, and sa promote indiffer-
ence to all legal prohibitions, {he
Tegitimate ar wellas the arhiteary.
‘®0 do arbitrary restrictions upon

marriage invite resistance and
thus promote indifference even to
the moralities of marriage.

1f marital morality is what we
would cherish, careful indeed
must we be about exposihg con.
ventional marriage to the kind of
public opinion which a bigoted
theory of this conventionality,
rigidly reduced to practice in civil
government, would be most apt to
generate. Concubinage, promis-
cuity, practical polygamy, shame-
less prostitution in various forms
—these are the progeny not of
rearonably liberal, but of arbitrar-
ily strict, conditions of divorce.

"It would be unkind to accuse the
advocates of enforced ecelibacy
for divorred persons of promoting
immorality; they are not intend-
ing that. But that it would be
the natural effect, increasingly,
of strict enforeement of their idol-
atrous theory of marriage, one
needs but to know human nature
to realize.

There is a sense much more pro-
found, however, in which it may
be said that narrow and rigid di-
vorce laws would propagate mar-
ital immorality.

What can be more immoral with
reference to marriage than the ar-
bitrary prevention of genuine nat-
ural marriages? Yet thisis what
society and public opinion aim to
do when they make divorce a bar
to subsequent conventional mar-
riage during the lifetime of either
partyv. The marriages thus for-
bidden may be in their nature as
abiding and pure and in all re-
apects as true as the holiest mar-
riage ever celebrated. They may
even be eternal in their abiding-
ness,—who can tell? But their
conventional expression, which is
to natural marriage what person-
al repntation is to personal char-
acter, irn arbitrarily forbidden.
The divorced man or woman,
therefore, who is sensitive to mar-
ital reputation and shrinks from
exposing a marriage of good char-
acter to the bitter ordeal of bad
repute, must forego remarriage
itself or enltivate a spirit of defi-
ance or_ indifference toward the
conventiionality which is thus ty-
rannical over them. How is it pos-
sible to foree upon anyone this
eruel and demoralizing dilemma,
without  offending  grievously
agoinst marital morality?

Marital morality is not wholly

negative. It does not consist alto-
gether of “thou-shalt-not” com-
mands. On the contrary, it is pri-
marily and tremendously aflirma-
tive. The command, “Thou shalt,”
is addressed by nature and by
nature’s God to every man and
woman who mutually understand
that they are drawn together by
genuine marriage love. Of all the
commands of marital morality is
not this the greatest and holiest?
Surely it is not too much to say, to
all who in their heart of hearts be-
lieve in marriage as they believe
in life, that if in the catalogue
of marital immoralities any one
may be called the unpardonable,
it is the immorality of celibate
conditions thrust by public opin-
ion or forced by law upon individ-
uals against their will. Itself a
gin of the first magnitude, it
hatches out most of the others.

In the language of a worthy and
thoughtful clergyman of the Epis-
copal church, a man who holds
marriage among the most sacred
of things, “society must not con-
demn men and women to the deg-
radation and debasement, the
physical and moral wreckage of
individuals in forced union, nor.
as an alternative, to the perpetual
sterility of lives that might be
happy and useful and fruitful.”
He has further said, as wisely aml
strongly, that its doing so is “ab-
surd, ridiculous, immoral and full
of the most portentous and evil
significance to our social and do-
mestic life. It means that a man
may drag his wife through the
foulest gutters, may debase and
debauch her in body and soul, may
make life a perfect hell to her, and
she has no remedy except separa-
tion, permanent widowhood, and
prohibition of all possibility of
gaining human happiness and true
love while she and he live on
earth.”

And 8o we come to the end of
our inquiry regarding marringe
problems. But no such inquiry
can with satisfaction be aban-
doned to its fate with a conclusion
relating chiefly to the shadowy
ride of the subjeet. There is a sa-
eredness about marriage which
demands some consideration of it
in a manner wholly affirmative.
as if divorces were unknown or
only vaguely posgible; and to that
demand we purpose in a conclud-
ing article to offer a response.
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EDITORIAL OOBRRESPONDENCE.
AUSTRALASIA,

Corowa, N. 8. W,, Oct. 7.—On Septem-
ber 20 Mr. Watson, the leader of the
Opposition and of the Labor party in the
Federal House of Representatives (p.
455), moved a ‘“no-confidence’” motion
against the Reid ministry. The motion
has been debated ever since, and the
vote has not yet been taken, but it is
practically certain that the ministry
will win by two votes.

A “closer settlement’ bill has been
passed by the State parliament of Vie-
toria (p. 214), giving the State power to
purchase large estates, compulsory ir
necessary, and resell the land in small
blocks. An amendment by the leader
of the Opposition and Labor party to
substitute perpetual leasing for selling
was defeated.

A bill on exactly the same lines is
promised in New South Wales (p. 455),
where more sensible proposals were ex-
pected, <especially with Mr. Ashton as
minister of lands, for he used to be a
strong mdvocate of perpetual leasing.

In New Zealand (p. 455), the Labor
party has not o far had such a distinct
organization as In Australia, but it is
now proposed to form one. Asa result
of the d ecision of a conference of dele-
gates from trades and labor counclls
which moet last Easter, a delegate meet-
ing of these bodies was held in Well-
ington i n September last, which drew up
the following platform for the Political
Labor league:

(1) A =tate bark, with the sole right of
note isswe, which shall be legal tender,

(2) Aboll:lon of the sale of Crown lunds,
with periodical revaluations of Crown lands
held on iease; resumption of land for clcrer
setilement to be at owner's valuation for
taxatlon purposes, plus ten per cent.; ten-
&ntg’ absolute right to improvemenis.

(4) Parliamentary franchise for all local
e.ections, with one man one vote.

(4) Referendum, with initiative; aball-
tian of the Upper House; elective Execu-
tive,

(5) Statutory preference of employment
to unionists,

(6) Cessation of borrowling, except for
redemption of loans and completing works
already authorized by Parllament,

(1) Nationalization of all mireral weaith,
and establishment of state iron works,
woolen and fiour milis, and clmhing and
bout factories,

In addition, there is & municipal plat-
form, the planks of which include pay-
ment to mayors and councillors, the
municipalization of industries or serv-
ices which the electors may decide on;
all work to be done by day labor; quin-
quennial valuations by owner, with the
right of the municipality to take over
property at such valuation, plus ten per
cent.. ete. A form of pledge was adopt-
«d, which must be signed by cancidates
for positions.

A deputation of the delegates waited
on Mr, Seccon, the prime minister, and
placed hefore him the planke of the plat-
form and other demands. Mr. Seddon

spoke sympathetically regarding sev-
eral of the views advanced, and crit-
[cised others. Referring to the move-
ment to form an independent labor
party, he said he understood they were
just hiving off, and going over to the
position which had been disastrous to
the Labor party in Australia. If they
parted, however, he felt sure they would
part good friends; but felt .ound to tell
them that but for their connection with
the advanced Libera] party in the past
they could not have got the labor legis-
lation which had been passed.
ERNEST BRAY.

NEWS

Week ending Thursday, Nov. 10.

At the Presidential election on
the 8th, Theodore Roosevelt was

elected by the largest electoral,

vote ever given to a Presidential
candidate in the whole history of
the country. The electoral vote
for Mr. Roosevelt will be 343. That
for Alton B. Parker will be 133—
22]ess than Wm. J. Bryan received
in 1900 and 44 less than he re-
ceived in 1896, in both of which
vears the electoral college was
smaller than now by 29 votes. Thia
allowance of 343 to Roosevelt in-
cludes, however. Colorado and

Maryland, both of which are in

doubt.

Reports of the popular vote are
not yet sufficiently complete to be
noted to any advantage for pur-
poses of comparison; but the indi-
cations are that Judge Parker’s
populardefeat is vastly worse than
Mr. Bryan’s in either of the lat-
ter's campaigns. Following are
the roughly reported pluralities
for Mr. Roosevelt this year in some
of the principal States (as com-
pared with those for Mr. McKinlex
in the same States in 1900):

State. Roosevelt, McKinley,
New York.................. 174,691 143,608
New Jersey . .
Connecticut
Massachusetts ..

Michigan
1llinois .....
Wiscensin
Minnesota .
lowa .......
California .

The f\t‘ltvs vm'm(-d by Mr. Bryan
but lost to Judge Parker are (with
their electoral votes in the pres.
ent electoral college) as follows:

\Tn\. T . T 5§
aho .... . 3
‘.N nntang .
)Tl‘mmlrl e l2
ot ful

“alorado
Mar\ and . .Doubltul

It will be seen, therefore, that the
least hopeful predictions, namely,
that Judge Parker would fall far
behind Mr. Bryan, and not carry
even one Northern State, has been
more than verified. Not only
does he not carry a single North-
ern State, unless Colorado may
turn out to have voted for him,
but he loses at least one South-
ern State, Missouri,and may lose
another, in Maryland.

Prior to the election Judge
Parker continued to press his
charges of extortion and trust
support against the Rosevelt ad-
ministration (p. 486), and Mr.
Roosevelt responded. Mr. Roose-
velt’s response was issued from
Washington on the 4th over his
own signature.
Judge Parker’s accusations. as
“monstrous,” adding that—
if true they would brand both of us
[Mr. Cortelyou and Mr. Roosevelt] for-
ever with infamy.

On the subject of corporation con-
tributions Mr. Roosevelt said:

That contributions have been made to
the Republican committee, as contribu-
tions have been made to the Democratic
committee, is not the question at issue.
Mr. Parker's assertion is in effect that
such contributions have been made for
improper motives, either in consequence

‘| of threats or in consequence of improper

promises, direct or indirect, on the part
of the recipients,

In cloging Mr. Roosevelt reiter-
ated his denial as follows:

The statements made by Mr. Parker
are unqualifiedly and atrociously false.
As Mr, Cortelyou has said to me more
than once during this campaign, it
elected I shall go into the presidency un-
hampered by any pledge, promice or un-
derstanding of any kind, sort or descrip-
tion, save my promise, mace openly to
the American people, that so faras in my
power lies 1 shall see to it that every
man has a square deal, no less and no
more,

Judge Parker made at Brook-
Iyn on the 5th a speech which, it
had been intimated. would be a re-
ply to Mr. Roosevelt. This speech
war to the effect that Mr. Roose-
velt had made no denial of receiv-
ing campaigp contributions from
corporations, voted ont of their
treasnries. This, Judge Parker
concluded, was the essence of his
acensations, sinee it is not to bhe
supposed that a trust wonld ex-
nend monev belonging toitsstock:
holders unless its purpose was to

get something in return.

It denounced:
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The following telegraphic com-
munications  passed  between
Judge 'arker and Mr. Roosevelt
early in the evening of election
day:

‘I'c President Roosevelt, Washington,
D. C.: The peuple by their vote have em-
phatically approved your administra-
tion. 1 heartily congratulate you. Al-
ton B. Parker.

Alton B. Parker, Rosemont, N. Y.: 1
thank you for your congratulations.
Theodore Roosevelt.

Judge Parker issued on the 9th
an address to the Denjocratic
party in which he said:

I shall never seek a nomination for
public office, but I shall to the best of
my ability serve the party that has hon-
ored me, and through the party serve
my country. The party has in the near
future a great mission. Before long the

people will realize that the tarift-fed |

trusts and illegal combinations are ab-
sorbing the wealth of the natlon. Then
they will wish to throw off these leech-
es, but the Republican party will not
aid them to do it, for its leaders appre-
ciate too well the uses to which the
moneys of the trust can be put in polit-
ical campaigns. When that time comes,
and come it will, the people will turn to
the Democratic party for relief, and the
party should be ready—ready wlith an
organization of patriotic citizens cover-
ing every election district, who are will-
ing to work for the love of the cause.
.. To accomplish much in this di-
rection, however, we must forget the
difficulties of the past. . And we
must by constant teaching, through the
press and from the platiorm, apprise
the people of the way the vicious tarift
circle works, We must bring home to
them at other than election times the
fact that money contributed to the Re-
publican party by the trusts is not only
dishonest money, but it is given that
the trusts may, without hindrance, take
a much larger eum from the people, In
the presence of a defeat that would take
away all personal ambition, were it true
that otherwise it possessed me, I do not
hesitate to say that in my oplnion the
greatest moral question which now con-
fronts us is: “Shall the trusts and cor-
porations be prevented from contribut-
ing money to control or to ald In cun-
trolling elections?"

William J. Bryan irsued an ad-
dress on the same day, to appear
in full in the current issue of the
Commomer. It is entitled “De-
moceracy  va. Plutoeracy — The
Election's Lesson,” in which he
compliments Judge Parker as the
eandidate, and after describing
the gitnation, savs:

In 1896 the line was drawn for the
first time during the present generation
between plutocracy and democracy, and

the party's stand on the side of demoe-
racy alienated a large number of pluto-
cratic Democrats who in the nature of
things cannot be expected to return,
and it drew to itself a large number of
earnest advocates of reform whose at-
tachment to these retorms is much
stronger than attachment to any party
name, The Republican party occupies
the conservative position, That is, it
defends those who, having secured un-
fair advantage througn class legislation,
insist that they shall not be disturbed,
no matter how oppressive their exac-
tions may become. The Democratic
party cannot hope to compete success-
fully with the Republican party for this
support. To win the support of the
plutocratic element of the country the
party would have to become more pluto-
cratic than the Republican party, and it
coula not do this without losing several
times as many voters as that course
would win. The Democratic party has
nothing to gain by catering to organized
and predatory wealth. It must not only
do without such support, but it can
strengthen itself by inviting the open
and emphatic opposition of these ele-
ments. The campaign just closed shows
that it is as inexpedient from the stand-
point of policy as it is wrong from the
standpoint of principle to attempt any
concillation of the industrial and finan-
clal despots who are gradually getting
control of all the avenues gf wealth.
The Democratic party, if it hopes to
win success, must take the side of the
plain. common people. The elec-
tion has opened the eyes of the hundreds
and thousands of honest and well-mean-
ing Demoecrats who a few months agou
favored the reorganization of the party.
These men now see that they must either
go into the Republican party or join
with the Democrats of the West and
South in making the Democratic party
a positive, aggressive and progressive
reform organization, There is no middle
ground. . .. Itdoesnot matter o much
who the nominee may be. During the
next three years circumsiances may
bring into the arena some man especial-
ly fitted to carry the standard. It will
be time enough to nominate a canuidate
when we are near enough to the cam-
paign to measure the relative availabil-
ity of those worthy to be considered;
but we ought to begin now to lay our
plans for the next national campaign
and to form the line of battle,

Mr. DBryan continues with an
enumeration  of the issues he
urges, which are opposition to a
large army and navy, indepen
dence for the Filipinos, the tarviff
qnestion, an income tax. himetal
lism and divoree of Wall street
from the rtreasury department,
and  the trust question on the
hasis of “death to every private
monopoly,” as declared by the
platforms of 1900 and 1904, The

immediate reforms he believes to
he needed and possible are—

the postal telegraph system, State own-
ership of railroads, the election of Fed-
eral judges for fixed terms, and the ejec-
tion ol postmasters by the peopie ol
their respective communities.

Mr. Bryan closes as follows:

Instead of having the government
controlled by corporations through ofti-
cers chosen by the corporations, we
must have a government of the people.
by the people and for the people, a gov-
ernment administered according to the
Jeffersonian maxim of “equal rights to
all and special privileges to none”
Hope and duty point the way. To coubt
the success of our cause is to doubt the
triumph of the right, for ours is and
must be the cause of the masses. “With
malice toward none and charity toall”
let us begin the campaign of 1908; let us
appea] to the moral sentiment of the
country and arraign the policies of the
Republican party before the bar of the
public conscience.

An innovation in the way of
American election amenities s
made by the Emperor of Germany
in the following cable dispateh to
Mr. Roosevelt an the successful
I'residential candidate:

Neus Palais, Nov. 9 — President
Roosevelt, U, 8, A,, Washington: Sin-
cerest congratulations, May heaven give
you prosperity. May your good admin-
istration be happy and prosperous tothe
American people, William, I, R.

The third party Presidential
vote is too inadequately reported
to be recorded here. As far as
heard from in scattering returns

it is as follows: -
8oc. Soc. 1.. Pop. Pro. Con.

Trhs, Caor. Wat, Bwa, Hal
Chieaen ... 41005 2774 2,542 4,344 o
Cook o, 11,
treuding
Chicaxgo ... .44 200 2.6 5102

T esUdh L0 o e e
In Milwaukee Debs polled 17.04
to only 16,378 for Parker. His
vote is estimated by the party
managers at 50,000 in Wisconsin,
12,0000 in Indiana, 10000 in Iowa,
22,000 in Oregon, 10,000 in Minne-
sota, 4,000 in Nebraska, 000 in
Kansas, 3.000 in Utah, 7,000 in
South Dakota, 5,000 in Montana,
only 1800 in Colorado, 4,000 in
Iditho, 13.000 in Massachusetts,
50,000 in Texas and at from 500.-
000 101,000,000 in the country at
large,

Although Massachusetts voted
for  Roosevelt, Republican. for
Prexident, it elected W, L. Doug-
las, Iemocrat (p, 482), for (:13\--
nor, by a plurality of 36.530. Min-
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nesota also voted for Roesevelt
for President, but eleeted John A,
Jolmson, Demoerat, for Governor
by & plurality of about 20,000. In
Rhode Island, which was carried
for Roosevelt by about 15000,
Gov. Garvin was defeated for re-
election by George H, Utter by a
plurality of about 594. '

Robert Baker (p. 482) was de-
feated for reelection to Congregss
in Brooklyn borough, New York,
but by what vote is not vet re-
ported. Charles A. Towne was
elected and Bourke Cochran, Wm.
Hearst and William Sulzer were
reelected in Manhattan borough,
New York.

Acr*r)rdfn;z to the latest reports
the political complexion of the
next (Congress will be about as fol-

lows:

Benate:
Republlcans ...oooveiiiinniinniinneennes a8
DemMOCTHES ..o oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiiiirananns 32
Rep. majorily .....cooiviiiiiiiiiiniinnnoas 2%
Republicans - |3
DEeMOCTRIE .iviivirninneernnnnninnaerennes 141
Rep. majority .oovveviiiiiiiiiiiiaies 104
From C(leveland, although the

.county of Cuyahoga gave a plu-
rality of some 30,000 against
Judge Parker, Robert (‘. Wright,
Democratic candidate for coun
ty auditor, the head of the county
ticket (p. 357), is reelected; but in
Nebraska the fusionists (Demo-
cratic and People’s party) have
been defeated and the expectation
of Wm. J. Bryan's election to the
TUnited Ntates Senate is thereby
disappointed.

The result in Chicago is phe-
pomenal. Although Chicago s
normally a Democratie city, its
vote for President is 201,658 for
Roosevelt and 97.840 for Parker—
a Roosevelt plurality of 113,812
McKinley's plurality over Bryan
in 1900 was only 7.621. The whole

Democratie ticket was carried
down in the landslide. Among

those defeated is William Preston
Harrison (p. 843), brother of ihe
Mavor. who lost a district nor-
mally R000 Democratic by 7.000
Republican. The Democratie
candidate for Governor of Illinois,
Lawrence B. S8tringer (p. 482), lost
Chicago by a plurality of 96,0
for Charles &, Depeen, the Repub-
lican candidate. He lost the 8tate
by a plurality of ahont 289,000 for
Deneen—abont 175,000 more than

the plurality against Altgeld iu
18496,

Rohert M. La Follette (p. 449)
is elected Governor of Wisconsin
by 50,000. He was supported by
Bryvan Democrats.  In Missouri
Joseph W. Falk (p. 264) is elected
Governor by nearly 40,0000, al-
though the State on the Presiden
tial ixsue went against Parker by
about 12,000, The other Rtate
candidates on Folk's ticket were
defeated.

All the Illinois public policy
propositions (p. 483} ave believed
to have been carried. The ref-
erendum on making the Tor-
rens land title system «com-
pulsory in Chicago also ecar
ried. Use of voting machinex
hereafter in this c¢ity was ordered
by a referendum on that question.
While the affirmative vote for the
Chicago charter amendment was
very large in Chicago. itas adoption
by a two-thirds vote in the whole
State was at first in doubt, but its
adoption is now assured Follow-
ing is the Chicago vote on the ref-
endum questions:

Charter amendment .......... 3
Torrens law ..........

Voting machine: .
Bord lssue .
Direct primaries ...
Referendum veto .
Local option In taxation... 3

At the general parliamentary
elections, held in the Dominion of
(Canada on the 3d (p. 491), the Lib-

eral party was refurned to power.

The constituencies heard from.
207 in number jelections in 7 oth-
ers vet to be held). give the Liber
als 141 members and the Con-
servatives only 606, Issues were
complex. To rome extent the tar-
iff question with complicated ram
ifications was one issue, and to
some extent also the proposition
to make the new continental rail
road a government road, both as
to construnction and operation,
was involved. But as the Iatter
proposition was pnt forward by
the Conservative party. and not
20 much affirmatively as in the
way of eriticism of a contraci
made bv the Liberals with the
Grand Trank railwav companrv.
the issne did not come squarely
before the people.

.Parliamentary electiors were
held in Italy on the 6th. Reports
are meager, but no substantial

changes in the "general political
sitnarion appear to have resulted.

XNothing from the seat of th-
Russian-Japanese war near Muk-
den (p. 491) is reported fpr the
weelk : but Port Arthur (p. 491) has
been continueusly under bombard-
ment by the Japanese. Although
many rimors are coming in from
this point no further reliable news
is yet at hand.

NEWS ROTES,

—Paul de Cassagnac, the French jour-
nalist, died on the 4th at the age of 62.

—At the Ohio election on the 8th, the
city of Glenville voted itself into the
city of Cleveland.

—The monthly statement of the
United States treasury department (see
p. 442) for October shows on hand Oc-
tober 31, 1904:

Goid reserve fund . $150,000. 000 )
Avallabie cash _.. 146,352,

TOAl ..oocevrinesensnmmrnnnsnnans $296,352,797.28
On hand at close of last fiscal
vear June 30, 1%4............... 319.027.242.29

DeCTease .....ooooeiereennnns e § 22,674,445.16

—The monthly treasury report of re-
ceipts and expenditures of the Federal
government (see p. 442) for the monih
ending October 31, 1904, shows the fol-

lowing:
Receipta;
Tariff . .§88.537 726.15
Internal revenu . MUL46,.546.50
Miscellaneous ....... 15,440,457.56
_— $1K7.025.,000.51
Expenses:

Civil and mise....... $53.433.746 89

War ........ .. DIO06 (K243
Navy ..... .
Indians .....
Pensions ...
Interest ....oovvven.ens 9,596,807.13
$208.834.1%0 40
Deflelt vt § ILM8 020
. PRESS OPINIONS.
—

ROOSEVELT'S FUTURE.

Chicage Tribune (Rep), Nov, S.—Here-
after Roosevelt will not be “merely fillng
out the unexpired term of President Me-
Kinley.”” He can fee] himz=elf neitber shel-
tered nor hampered by a McKiniey tradi-
tion. He himselfl is 1esponsible.

Chicago Record-Herald (ind. Rep ), Nov.
10.—=There is nothing stable in politics, and
there s a'ways great canger for a party
In un everwheiming success. It is apt 12
produce an unwarranied complacency, ar-
rogance, irattention *to much that is de-
servedly calling for recogrition. It is apt
al%0 to result in serious disappeintments
of expectation. It imposes upon these who
are intrusted with power the very speciai
duty of supplving of themse ves that a.ert-
ness that 18 raturally ceveloped whea
there s a strong opposition, It encourages
the evil eiements in the party, bad men
and aggressive, seifish groups, to aim at
a tyrannous control that may lead jawer
Lo party disaster. 8o the Republican party
to-day xhould feel that it must resist =uch
a control. 1t should undersiand that tre
people still have faith in jis promises of
reciprocity and tariff revigion: that they
are looking to it for the enforcement of the
anti-trust laws, and that their support
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will vanish if it should be a party of special | OHI0 POLITICS, MISCELLANY
Cleveland Recorder (Dem.), Nov. 8- .

privileges instead of a peop.e's pari)

ELECTION LESSONB.

_ Chlcago Examliner (Dem.), Nov, 9.—Judge
Parker simp!y falled to Inspire the earnest,
the genulnely democratic elements of his
own party with confidence. They d&id not
fee! that in voting for him they would be
voting for democratic principles. Ard
he did not attract Republicans whoare tired
of the reign of specla! interests and are
ready to come over to the Democracy whken
the Democracy has the courage to be demo-
cratic.

Chlcago Inter Ocean (Rep.), Nov. %—
‘The most Important specific result is that
the Democratic reorganizers have been
practleally wiped off the political map.
They have had thelr chance and they have
falied grotesquely to improve it. .
The reorganizers sought to gesiroy tke
ideas for which Mr. Bryan stood. They
Lave proved that only those Ideas can
rouse thelr party to aggressive enthusiaam,
The reorganizers sought to consign Mr.
Bryan to poiitical obilvion. The result of
their efforts has been to make Mr. Bryan
greater with his party than before, and to
leave him as the only active Democratic
leader of national dimensions. William
Jennings Bryan is sti!l the leader who leads
the Democratic party. He stands for rad-
icaltsm, and radica!lsm is what the Dem-
ocratle party wants. It has tried conserv-
atism and Ignominiously failed. Hence-
forth It will be devoted to radlcalism, be-
cause radical ldeas are the only ones that
inspire it and give it even the hope of vic-
tory. Therefore it behooves the Repub-
lican party to remember, in Its hour of vie-
tory, that it must hereafter confront an op-
position not only wililng to be radical, but
even driven to radicaliem as its only hope
of success. And it behooves the Repub-
lican party to remember that thereis noth-
Ing so dangerous to its continuance in pow-
er a8 a Democracy aincerely devoted to
radicalism—fighting for principles as prin-
ciples, A poiitical party Is never in such
danger as when it seems to (tself to be
perfectly secure in power through an cver-
whelming victory, That is the position of
the Repubilcan party to-day, and unless
it ees the truth about i1s positlon ard takes
its measures accordingiy, 1ts overthrow is
only a question of time. There {8 a Mriug
tide of radicalism in this couniry. The
rapid increase of the Sociallst vote Isanin-
cex of its rising. The Socialists are mere.y
the spray that flies before the coming flood
of democratic radicalism. No stagnant
policy will enable the Republican party to
face and check that flood. The Republican
party cannot stand still. It must go for-
ward. It must go forward to grasp the rew
problems of the day and pause not In the
solution of them. That has been its past.
That ought to be its future. In a word, the
Republican party is put by Its victory of
yesterday In a position where it must plan
and watch and work as it haa not dore
since It gathered behind Abraham Lincoln
to save this U'nion from disunion,

BRYAN IN THE CAMPAIGN.

The Commoner (Dem.), Nov, 4.—Mr. Bry-
an 1= sometimes asked why he dces not
use the present opportunity to get eves
with the gold Democrats who helped to e
feat kim. There are four reasons: First,
that Parker and Davis both voted for him,
ard ke Joes not care to retailate on men
who had the courage to vote for kim when
=0 muny Eastern Democrats voted against
him; secord, because he hag mote impor-
tant work on hand than trying to get even
with anvboiy; third, because there were
=0 many who enntributed to his defeat that
life i too short to get even with any large
number of them: and, fourth, because it
wil; keep Rim busy the rest of his life to get
even with the people who have helped Rim,
and he can only get even with them by se-
curing ench vear the most in the way of
reform that can be secured,

Those who are wise enough to see a smail
way beyond the end of their noses under-
stand that it could only be a short while
ti.l the so-called "isms'’' and “fgds’’ of Tom
I.. Johnson wouid be ¢xceedingly popular
with the public at large. There has been
tremendous progress made in a singie year
when Mr, Johnson's worst enemles and the
interests. which are profiting most by 1hLe
continuatlon of the things which he is fight-
ing find that It {s necessary to clalm that
they are sianding on Johnson's p.atform
in the hope that they may thus fool some
peop.e into voting for them acd thelr can-
didates. N

JEFFERSONIAN UNITY.

Sioux City Daliy Tribure (Ind.). Nov. 1.—
Toem Watson says it is his purpose to or-
ganize Jefferson Democrats. He will have
trouble organizing Bryan and Cleve.and,

.and Jefferson is cead.

LABOR'S VANTAGE GROUND,

Annie Withington, In Chicago Commons,
Nov.—0One of the most suggestive things 1
saw in Fall River was a confirmation of my
be.ief that there can be no Industrial se-
curity for the landless workingman, The
unskliled Portuguese were 1eally rela-
tively far better off than their Ligher pald
pelghbors because they had not forsaken
the agricultural pursults of their ancestors,

“Thelr little plots of land hired outside the

town were keeping them allve and I would
that every union man wouid follow their
intelligent custom. He would be better
equipped for his next Indystrial war if hLe
would. »

INDUCTIVE AND DEDUCTIVE REA-
BONING. .

The (Chicago) Bear (stocks), Oect, 21.—
The anclents were not the only offenders
in the reckless use of deduction. Thereaie
even now perpetual motlon cranks and
visionary soclallstic dreamers whose at-
tempts at reasoning are llke a ridiculous
caricature of the real thing. It was unwar-
ranted however for the moderns to wholly
reject deductlon because it had been clum-
sily used. The Inte!ligent way is to master
it as electricity has been mastered, and
make it approximately as useful as it is po-
tential of usefulness. While the professors
have largely rejected deduction and have
heaped contempt upon it, the practical sci-
entists of the worid, the doers of things,
have never ceased to employ it, All the
great engineering and architectural ac-
complishments have been carried out upon
a priorl designs. Imagination and deduc-
tive reasoning are the highest form of in-
telligence: they are the real creative agents
empioyed by Inventors and designers. BEe-
fore the alrship becomes a realized success
it must first be reasoned out in the mind
of the inventor. Because the Inventor ard
deductive reasoner cannot in advance =ay
that their eonclusions have been tested by
actual trial they are always at a disaavan-
tage wilth the so-called conservatives, real-
'y the moss-backs of socicty. Of course
true critice who employ careful deduction
10 detect the flaws in careiess deduction
perform a useful function: but the mere
scoffers and inert vegetables who decry
every deductively reached proposition of
inventors and “radicais’ —they are the mud
through which the wheels of progress have
ever laborious.y 1o be dragged,

Ponce de Leon had discovered the
fountain of youth. *“Ain't it simple?"
he exclaimed, as he dipped in his finger
and tasted the mixture. “Why, il's
nothing but rouge and burnt matches,
and a little pink powder!”—Cleveland
Leader.

LO!

“When thou sawest a thlef, then thou
consentedst with him, and hast been par-
taker with adulterers,"—The B8inger of
Israel, in Psalm 50:18.

““Ye pay tithe of mint, and anise, and
cummin, and have omitted the weigktier
matters of the law, judgment, mercy and
faith; these ought ye to have done, and not
to leave the other undone.”'—The Chr.si, in
Matthew 23:23.

Lo, the poor minister, whose tutored mind

Sees God in books, and not in human kind,

And delving late in anclent stones and
scrolls

Blecps at God's sunvise, and 18 {oeing souls.

Even the corpees in a rising tide

Float upward; churches dead In pride

Heave on the bosom of the ascending flood,

Whose billows breathe the unfettered word
of God.

That wkich ence spoke within the Gothle
nave

In mine and factory hears the wage-bourd
slaye,

Send up strong prayvers to serve a stronger
need,

And crles to heaven to be unearthed, and
freed.

How dare we hold our own salvation sure,

Who preach good manners to the murmur-
ing poor,

But share with wealth which does not yet
repent

The unjust tariff, and the unearned rent?

—From *“The Uneartting of God,” by

Charles H. Fitch,

A BUTTERFLY PREACHMENT.

At the YVine B8treet Congregational
church, In Cincinnati. Nov, 6, 19, the pas-
tor, Herbert 8. Bigeiow, commented as
follows on an artic.e of Secretary Morton:

‘We have heard the optimist likened
to a man who fell from the top of &
17-story bullding, and who said to
himself as he passed each floor on his
downward plunge: “I'm all right se
far. I'm all right so far.” The op
timism of our new secretary of the
navy seems to be equal to almost any
occaslon. .

In & recent number of the Independ-
ent he gives reasons for voting for Mr.
Roosevelt, The validiity of these rea
sons it is not the present purpose to
discuss. Attention, however, |s direct-
ed to one or two sentences which will
not be indorsed by every man Who
votes for Mr. Roosevelt.

Mr. Morton said: *“The milllonaires
of to-day, in most instances, were the
poor boys of 40 and 50 years ago.”
One may accept that sentence withoul
swallowing the mext: “The boys of
to-day have just as much opportunity
to become the millionaires of the fu-
ture as had the boys of 40 years ago.”
Then the author proceeds to lay down
a formula for success: *Strict atten-
tion to business, unusual brain power
and great energy and application is
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the only recipe that I know of to at-
tain wealth in the United States.”

You are walting on the street corner
for a car. There are 19 others walit-
ing for the same car. It has but 30
seats, and when it arrives, 20 of them
are preempted. The successful man is
he who gets a seat. The millionalre
is he who gets the end seat.

Therefore, pay strict attention to
business. You will need unusual brain
power and energy and application.
Lgok sharp! There's your chance!
Rush in ahead of that woman! Bravo!
Now get out your paper and bury your
face in it so that you will not appear
10 see that decrepit old man who, with
difficulty, is clinging to a strap in front
of you.

Then when you hear a man Insist-
ing that the company ought to furnish
enough seats to go round, denounce
him for trying to inflame the masses
against the classes. Tell him that he
is envious or lazy, and that any man
<an get a seat in this car of success
it he pays strict attention to busi-
ness, and has unustal brain power
and energy and application. Then if
the man asks you how 40 men can sit
in 30 seats, call him a pestilent fellow,
and tell him that the postal depart
ment ought to deprive his paper of
the second class mailing privilege.

The young man returning from the
Civil war could go to lowa, and for
$10 an acre could buy the opportunity
to toil on as rich soil as Nature ever
made. But the young man back from
the Spanish war would have to pay
$75 an acre before he would have any
right to life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness on that soil.

There i8 much truth in that recipe,
Mr. Morton. But it I8 not the whole
truth. There s also some truth in
Mr. Kipling's lines:

The toad beneath the harrow knows
Exactly where each tooth point goes;

The butterfly upon the road
Preaches contentment to that toad.

A CALIFORNIA “SPELLBINDER.”

From “The Campaign Speilbinder,” by
Lindsay Denison, In Everybody's Magazine
for September,

The last gubernatorial campaign in
Cn[itornia._ discovered Franklin K.
Lane. He was a candidate, of course,
but he did things which had never
been dene before by a Democratic can-
didate. California is normally 20,060
Republican. Mr. Lane came within
1500 votes of election, notwithstand-
ing the most energetic efforts of the
Dowerful Hearst influence to beat him
by alding the Republican candidate.
lane sets off no fireworks In the

course of his speech-making. But he
shows every single fact which is con-
cerned in his campaign, and sets it
forth as he sees it, in such a manner
that the voter must see it his way.
‘Without making any apparent effort for
effect, the_ man gets at the feelings and
the reasonableness of every man within
reach of his voice as though that man
were all alone with him on the other
slde of a dining-room table, Lane's
volce is big and powerful,and, moreover,
flexible. His own campaign diecovered
him, and sooner or later he will be
drafted over into the greatspell-binding
army this side of the Rocky mountaing.

ENFORCED PEACE.

The report for Thursday, October
6, of the Thirteenth International
Peace Congress, held in Boston, was
headed in the leading daily: *“Would
Foroe Peace.” It was a clever com-
ment by the reporter on Andrew Car-
negle’s proposition for stopping war
immediately. Carnegie's letter tp the
Congress proposes the most extreme
war measure posstble for the obtaining
of peace, that of slavery. He says:

Buppose, for instance, that Great Britain,
France, Germany and America, with such
other minor states as wouid certalnly join
them, were to take that position [binding
themselves to settlement of all disputes by
arbitration], prepared, if defied, to enforce
peaceful settlement, the first offender, if
there ever were one, being rigorously dealt
with, war would at one fell swoop be ban-
ished from the earth.

This'has an exact parallel in the
proposition of the father who took his
son to enter Sunday school, and thus
directed the teacher: “If he don't get
his lesson, you just tell me. I'll lick
it into him!"

How that boy must have loved the
Bible, “licked into him” by his zeal-
ous father! And how those lesser
states will love the bonds of “‘peace”
in which they writhe in the iron grasp
of the Great Powers! .

But let us not ourselves make war
upon: Mr., Carnegle while we are testi-
fying to the need of a peace interior
to the external form of it. Therefore,
let us realize how he came to make
such a singular proposition. He prob-
ably gave way to that extremely hu-
man tendency to be carried off one's
balance by enthusiasm for some
longed-for condition. forgetting that
the mere external has absolutely no
power for good without tne presence of
corresponding underlying causes.

Such enforced peace would result in
the bondage and consequent inevitable
oppression of the weak nations by the
strong. War. in freedom, horrible as
ic is, is a mild hell compared with

bondage made peaceable by force.

'Every person or people has a divine

right to self defense, and no abuse of
that right* can make slavery a virtue.
The word “peace” {8 desecrated by
giving it as a name to such a condi-
tion. The picture arlses involun-
tarily in one’s minu_of the horrors of
the situation of a little nation, op-
pressed by the united powers, uncon-*
sciously often, because those powers
will be absorbed in arranging their
own affairs to thelr best possible ad-
vantage, and the little nation will not
be able to lift a hand in self-defense.
Have we not seen enough of such op-
pression to warn us against its sys-
tematic perpetuation throughout the
earth?

Much more to the point are the
words of the British workingman, Pete
Curran, to the congreas: “‘War is
caused by greed of teritory.” Every
single taxer knows the truth of that,
and it gives us a new impetus for
work. . Much more has been written
and sald of national and individual
benefits of the single tax than of the
international. Now the time Is ripe
to press that aspect of it, and it will
further the knowledge of the lesser
ones. Arbitration is in the air. Ten
treaties In ten months have been made.
More are about to be concluded. This
kind of peace may come much sooner
than we have anticipated. It will be
a step onward, but it will soon result
in enormous injustice, unless it can
go further. International peace, with
special privileges to the few, will soon
cease to appear even as peace, and will
become a new form of slavery. Inter-
nationally, the world must establish
itself on the rights of all men to use the
earth, before Infernational peace can
be anything but a new name for larger
special privileges. Now is the time for
single taxers to spread abroad this
truth.—Jane Dearborn Mills, in The
Single Tax Review for October, 1904.

BRYAN TO THE POPULISTS.
From The Commoner of Nov. 4, 1904,

Some of the Populists criticise Mr.
Bryan because he advocates the elec-
tion of Judge Parker, They point to
the fact that the Populists supported
Mr. Bryan in 1896. The case is not
parallel, as everyone must admit who
has stopped for a moment to consider
the circumstances. In 1896, the Pop-
ulists indorsed Mr. Bryan's candidacy
because they thought by so doing they
might be able to elect him and thus se-
cure those reforme upon which the
Populists and Democrats were agreed.
With the aid, of -~the Populists, Mr.
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Bryan came so near election that a
change of 20,000 votes, properly dis-
tributed through the closg States,
would have changed the result. The
Populists, therefore, acted wisely, in

doing the best they could under the |

circumstances. If at this time the
race was between Mr. Watson and Mr.
‘Roosevelt, and Mr. Bryan could help
defeat Mr. Roosevelt with Mr. Watson,
he would be in the position that the
Populists occupied elght years ago,
and would be open to criticism it he
refused to assist. But that is not the
situatiqn to-day. If Mr. Bryan sup-
ported Mr. Watson, he would simply
help elect Mr. Roosevelt, and thus be
come responsible for what Mr. Roose-
velt might db; whereas, by supporting
Judge Parker, he hopes to elect Judge
Parker, and thus secure such reforms
as are within reach at this time. Four
years ago Mr. Bryan declared imperial-
jsm to be more important than any
economic question. His sincerity
would be open to criticism if to-day,
on account of differences on the meney
question, he refused to support a man
who stands sguarely against imperial-
ism, and who has a chance to win.
In like manner, he would also be open
to criticism if he refused to help re-
duce the army, which Judge Parker
promises to do; or refused to assist in
ridding this country of the Warlike
spirit which President Roosevelt has
fnaugurated. In 1894 Mr. Bryan, after
having received a unanimous nomina-
tion for Senator, urged the Democratie
convention to mominate Judge Hol-
comb, the Populist candidate for Gov-
ernor, and he gave as his reason that
the nomination of a Democratic candi-
date at that time would not result In
the election of a Democrat, but would
assist the Republicans; and that the
* Democrats, desiring the defeat of the
Republican candidate, could Dbest ac
complish that defeat by the support
of the Populist candidate. The con-
vention took this view of the subject
and Judge Holcomb was indorsed and
elected. This was the beginning of
fusion in Nebraska. In supporting
Judge Parker to-day, Mr. Bryan is act-
ing upon exactly the same principle.

To support Mr. Watson would be to
help Mr. Roosevelt and to deny to the
people the good that can be accom-
plished through the election of Parker
and Davis. It is argued that Judge
Parker's defeat might hasten the re-
organization of the Democratic party;
but no one can afford to put the inter-
est of his party, or of his faction of
the party, above 'the Interests of his
country. No one can afford to become

responsible for four years more of
Roovsevelilsm in order to help his ele-
ment of the party obtain control of the
party organization.

In other words, no one can afford
to do evil in the hope that good may
come out of it. The only safe plan
is to do at all times that which seems
best for the country; and at this time,
the reduction of the army, the over-
throw of imperialism, the removal of
the race issue, and the substitution of
a spirit of peace for a spirit of war,
are the best things within reach, and
these things the election of Parker and
Davis would help to bring about. And
since Mr. Bryan nas declared, and stili
belleves, imperialism to be a graver
issue than any economic guestion, he
could not with honesty or honor fail
to render such assistance as he can to
the reestablishment of the Declaration
of Independence and constitutional
government.

A GENUINE REPUBLIC.

From an article on “The Use of Wood in
Switzerlund,” by Wendell C. Carthall, In
The Craftsman for October, 1903,

Let us remember that the life in
Switzerland is distinctively that of
the village. Here is the only true
republic in Europe, a republic of far
more freedom, dignity and real de-
mocracy than that of France, or even
than that of our own. -A land is here
without a “Boss,” where every mem-
ber is free to cast his ballot and have
his full share in the general corpora-
tion. The forests are among his as-
gets, and all are interested to have
them kept at their full valpe, ...

The cost of the government is only

three dollars per capita per annum. |

In England it is $12, and in France
$15. . ..

Switzerland has no castles. mno
walled towns, She has been gOV-
erned for 500 years by her own peo-
ple, and without the help of kings.
She is a land of villages, of homes.
0f 600000 householders, 500,000 own
a bit of land. The Swliss are the
freest people in the world, the Athen-
ians of modern times. They are the
most universally educated of any
country, it being their boast that
everyone who is mot mentally iuca-

pacitated, is able to read and write. 1

They have all the virtues and none
of thie vices of our own political life.

NOTE BY THE EDITOR OF THE

CRAFTSMAN.
An editorial which appeared in
the Boston Transcript some time

during the month of August last, com-

pietely justifies the statements mace
by Mr. Corthall regarding the pros=-
perity of Switzeriand and the causes
for the same.

The editorial opens with a quotation
trom Mr. Peck, a former United States
minister to the mountain republic,
who lately said: “There is no
country, no nation on the globe, which
can compare in quality and number of
educational institutions with those of
Switzerland, according to the num-
ber of inhabitants.” The writer of
the article then develops a compari-
son between Switzerland and Massa-
chusetts, in both of which common-
wealths it has been discovered that
the intelligence of the people is a
prime cause of all other prosperity,
material as well as moral.

In the course of his observations
the writer states that, long ago, emi-
gration from Switzerland ceased, and
immigration into that country began;
since Germans, -French, Italians and
Slavs were and are still attracted by

the excellent economic conditions
there prevailing.
The democracy of the European

state, the writer maintains, is much
more essential and powerful than that
of Massachusetts; popular control be-
ing now almost absolute, and prevent-
ing the use of the public resources
for the selfish advantage of the few._
These conditions are maintained by

omeans of an article of the comstitu-

tion, the réferendum, which provides
that all measures of vital import, in
order to become laws, must be re-
terred to the whole body of the citi-
zens.

The editorial closes with a second
quotation from Mr. Peck, who says that.
the 3,000,000 of Swiss consume more
commodities to-day tham the 15,000,-
000.of Itallans, although the mnatural
productiveness of the two countries
cannot be compared.

In these and many other favorable
facts to be noted in the present com-
dition of Switzerland we may discern
the effects of good government, pure
and simple; but before inmstituting a.
parallel between that country and
Italy in the matter of commercial con-
sumption, the geography,of the two-
countries should firs€ be corsicered.
Switzerland Is protected from the
greed of the continental powers by &
natural barrier. Her children are
thus left free to cultivate the soil, to-
develop manufactures, and to elevate
themselves. On the contrary, Italy
is now, of necessity, an armed camp.
forced to nourish its defenders, who

——

- -
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are drawn away from ‘the peaceful
life of the flelds that they may learn
to kill, to devastate and destroy. ,

THE SOUL’'S ELECTION-DAYS.

Every soul must have its election-days.
when it must definitely express its will
in regard to great moral and spiritual
issues. The old alternative of God or
Baal is forevermore presenting itself un-
der every variety of modern form. Life
and good are being coustantly set over
against death and evil, and come before
us perpetually for our adjudication.
Questions vaster in their eternal import
than those of imperialism, currency, pro-
tection, tarift; the control of trusts, the
age-limit of pensions are being decided
daily by common men everywhere, but
no one notes the profound meaning of
these transactions. The minor choices
of men as to their places of residence,
their business, their political and social
affiliations are not to be brought into
comparison with those which touch the
ceepest interests of the spiritual life,

This power of cholce—this endowment
of solemn responsibility—is one of the
profoundest mysteries which belongs to
humanity. It involves all the world-old
inexplicable enigmas which center about
man's free agency, the foreknowledge
and foreordination of God, and the in-
soluble problem of evil. It negatives
any purely fatalistic philosophy, eny
theology.which at once puts man help-
lessly under the relentless grip of neces-
sity and Divine compulsion, and then
holds him accountable for his acts. It
is the title-deed to our greatness. Our
choice must be our own. In every polit-
ical campaign, after the speeches and
letters of nccéptance, the ratification
meetings, the addresses of campaign ora-
tors, the distribution of literature, the
appeals of the newspapers, the organiza-
tion of clubs, the quiet activity of indi-
viduals—after all this, it is the voter who
must decide for himself and by himself
how he will cast his ballot. So men may
seek to influence theirfellows; parents,
by training, example, and precept may
seek to secure virtue in their children;
pastors, by exhortation and private
pleading, may endeavor to lead their
brother-men into ways of righteousness;
friends, by loving companionship and
sympathetic counsel, may try to exert
a potent influence for good. But after
all is eaid and done, in the final event,
every man—despite all that God or men
can do for him—is the determiner of his
own destiny for weal or woe, No fact
in the .upiverse is fuller of more solemn
vignlficance than this., The starry heav-
ens, the moral law, and man's responsi-

bility—these have been declared to be
the three things which should fill the
mind with the greatest awe. For time
and eternity we are sovereigns of our
own fate.

In the body politic national elections
fall on some specific day of the year and
after an interval of years; in the spir-
itual realm they are ordered daily and
hourly. The polls are always open, De-
terminations which may involve crises
are as numerous as the calendared
months. Mistakes may figure as fatal-
ities. In governmental matters changes
of administration may, indeed. have con-
siderable welght and far-reaching ef-
fects. But no such results can measure
with the outcome of the count in the
splrit’s booth. AtaPresidential election
a nation is the Intensely interested par-
ticipator and spectator. At thesoul's
election, friends on earth and in
Heaven, the angels, Christ, and God
walt in prayerful hope and ex-
pectation. If the majority blun-
der at the nation’s polls, many years
may be required to rectify the resuiting
bad legislation. If the soul shall choose
wrongly, it will travel many a mile of
suffering and loss before its perilous
mistake is remedied.

At the country’s ballot boxes the voters
drop secret ballots. They fall silently.
but they are decisive, So secretly and
silently does the soul record its prefer-
ence for the good or the evil. There can

‘be no #plit ticket—no division between
God and mammon—in that voting. No~

citizen who ignominiously remains at
home on election day can avoid his share
of responsibility for what was then
done. And no one can escape deciding,
by imagining that he will not decide the
great questions of the soul and eternity.
And we may be sure that every vote in
the precinet of the soul will be counted.
There is & self-registering contrivance
for this purpose.

Sometimes men, under stress of con-
viction, feel that they must sever their
old party ties and go, with what-
ever sense of pain, into the new
cause, Thus often does it cost the
soul some agony to break up its
old connections and choose the new
path of truth: but that path leads
to the House of Peace, And as,afterthe
battle of the ballots, the country recov-
ers from its perturbation and excite-
ments and setiles down into regularity,
80, in conversion and in all the critical
judgments which the soul must make,
after *‘the great transaction” Is done
there is an entering into aserenity which
is like a henediction.—Western Chris-
tian Advocate, for Nov. 2, 1904,

A CORRECTION—LINCOLN AND
LABOR.

Several weeks ago there was repro-
duced In these columns (p. 299) an
editorial from the Detroit Times of
May 5, 1904, which was entitled: “The
Greed of a Few a Peril to the Liber-
ties of the Many.”" The editorial con-
cluded with a postseript by the editor
of the Times in which the following
statement was made regarding what
had preceded:

It was written by Abraham Lincoln 40
vears ago, forming part of his message to
Congress in 184, In reprinting it we have
changed the Lincoin “I's” and "my's"” to
“we's” and ours,” but otherwise it is word
for word as Lincoln wrote it.

In copying this article from the De-
troit Times, The Public gave full
credit, and having no reason to doubt
the genuineness of the quotation from
Lincoln, made no investigation. The
Times Itself must have been similarly
misled by some other publication, for
it is inconceivable that it would bave
credited the extract to Mr. Lincoln's
message of 1864, when nothinglike itap-
peared in that message, but much of
it did appear in his message of 1861.

In his first regular message to Con-
gress, of December 3, 1861 (see “Mes-
sages and Papers of the Presidents,”
publighed in 1900 by authority of Con-
gress, Vol. VI., page 66), Mr. Lincoln
wrote:

It continues to develop that the Insur-
rection is largely, if not exclusively, a war
upon the first principle of popular govern-
ment—the rights of the people. Conclusive
evidence of this is found In the most grave
and maturely considered public documents,
as well as In the general tone of the in-
surgents. In those documents we find the
abridgement of the existing right of suf-
frage and the denlal to the peopie of all
right to participate in the selection of pub-
lic officers except the legislative boldiy
advocated, with labored arguments to
prove that large control of the people in
government s the source of all political
evil.

Monarchy itself {8 sometimes hinted at as
a possible refuge from the power of the
people. In my present position I could
scarcely be justified were I to omit ralsing
a warning voice agalinst this approach of
returning despotism.

It is not needed nor fitting here that a
génerai argument should be made in favor
of popular Institutions, but there |s one
point, with its connections, not so hack-
neved as most others, to which I ask a
brief attention. . '

It 18 the effort to place capfial on an
equal footing with, if not above, labor in
the structure of government, It Is as-
sumed that labor is available only In con-
nection with capltal; that nobody labors
unless somebody else, owning capital, some-
how by the use of it induces him to labaor,

This assumed, it is next consldered wheth-
er It is best that capitai shail Aire Jaborers,
and thus induce them to work by theirown
consent, or buy them and drive them to
it without their consent. Having procesd-
od so far, It §s naturally concluded that
all laborers are cither hired laborers or
what we ea!l slaves. And further, it is
assumed. that whoever s once a hired
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laborer s fixed ip that condition for
life. Now there i{s no such relation be-

tween capital and labor as assumed, nor
is there any such thing as a free man being
fixed for life in the condition of a hired
laborer. Both these assumpltions are faise,
and all Inferences from them are ground-
less. Labor is prior to and independent of
capital. Capltal ia only the fruit of Jabor,
and could never have existed if jabor had
not first existed. Labor Is the superior
of capital, and deserves much the higher
consideration. Capital has ‘ita rights,
which are as worthy of protection as any
other rights. Nor I8 It cenied that there
is, and probably always will be, a relation
between labor and capltal producing mu-
tual benefits. The error is in assuming
that the whole labor of community exists
within that relation,

Mr. Lincoln's mesasage here proceeds
to describe the economic conditioa
which had prevailed in this country
down to his time, a condition in whicn
there were masters and slaves, hired
men and employers, independent
workers (mixed laborers and capital-
ists), etc., and to notice the tendency
of hired men to pass into the condi-
tion of independence. Of this tend-
ency his message then went on to say
(same volume of Messages, etc, page 58):

The prudent, penniless beginner in the
world labors for wages awhlie, saves a
surplus with which to buy tools or land
for himself, then labors on his own account
another while, and at iength hires another
new beginner to help him. This is the just
and generous and prosperous system which'
opens the way to all, gives hope to all, and
consequent energy and progress and im-
provement of conditlon to all. No men
living are more worthy to be trusted than
those who toll up from poverty; noce less
inclined to take or touch aught which they
have not honestly ecarned. L&t them be-
ware of surrendering a political power
which they already possess, and which it
surrendered, will surely be used to close
the door of advancement against such as
they and to fix new disabiiities and bur-
dens upon them, till all of liberty shall be
lost.

In the article we are now correcting,
some of the foregoing passages oc-
curred, and from it some of them were
omitted. Other passages were interpo-
lated, which do not appear in Lin-
coln's message nor in any other public
document to which his signature was
attached.

The first of these interpolations is
at the commencement of the article, in
the place of that part of the message be-
ginning with the words, “It contin-
ues to develop,” and ending with the
words, “source of all political evil.”
The interpolation is as follows:

We see In the near future a crisls ap-
proaching that unnerves us and CAUSES us
to tremble for the safety of our country.
As a result of the war, corporations have
been enthroned, and an era of corruption
in high places wlil foilow, and the money
power of the country will endeaver to pro-
long its relign by working upon the preju-
dices of the pcople until all the wealth is
aggregated in a few hands and the Repub-
e is destroyved. We feel at this moment
more anxiety for the safety of our country

than ever before, even In the mldst of war.
God grant that our forebodings may be
groundless.

The second interpolation occurs at
the end of the article, in place of the
part cf the message beginning with the
words, ‘“This assumed, it is next con-
sidered,” and ending with the words,
“all of liberty shall be lost.” This
interpolation is as follows:

Labor is prlor to and {independent of
capital. Capital is oniy the fruit of labor
and could 'not have existed if labor had
not first existed. Labor is the superior of
capital and deserves much the higher con-
slderation. We.bid the laboring people
to bewars of surrendering the power which
they possess, and which, if surrendered,
will surely be used to shut the door of
advancement for such as they, and fix
new disabilitles ard burdens upocn them
untll all of liberty shall be lost, In the
early days of our race, the Almighty saild
to the first of mankind, “In the sweat of
thy face sha!t thou eat bread,” and since
then, If we except the light and alr of
heaven, no good has been or can be en-
joyed by us, without first having cost labor.
And inasmuch as most good things have
been produced by labor, it follows that all
such things beiong of right to those whose
labor has produced them. But it has so
happened, in al! the ages of tke world, that
some have labored and others have, with-
out labor, enjoyed a large portion of the
frults. Thls 1s wrong and should not con-
tinue. To secure to each laborer the whole
product of his labor, as nearly as possible,
s a worthy object of any government.
It seems strange that any man should dare
to ask a just God's assistance In wringing
bread from the sweat of other men’s faces.
This country, with i1s Institutlons, belongs
to the peopie who Inhabit it. .

That these passages were improper-
ly credited, In the article in question,
is undeniably true. With the excep-
tion of one clause of the second in-
terpolation they do not appear verbal-
ly in any message of Lincoln's nor in
any of his public addresses. The ex-
cepted clause is as follows:

Labor s prior to and Independent of
capital. Capital is oniy the frult of labor,
and could never have existed if labor had
not first exlsted. Labor Is the superior of
capltal, and deserves much the higher con-
sideration.

That clause does appear verbatim
in the message of 1861. .

Although these interpolated passages
are improperly credited, it is by no
means certain that they are forged, as
has been charged.

If forged, the forgery consists for
the most part in transferring Lincoln’s
sentiments, expressed in publie
speeches and authentic letters, to his
message with slight verbal alterations.
The only part of the interpolations for
which substantial authority from Lin-
coln’'s speeches and letters cannot be
found s that which refers to the en-
thronement of corporations. But even
such transference—with {its verbal
alterations and though it in no wise
misrepresented Lincoln—would fairly
constitute literary forgery. It is worth
referring to only because the supposed

transference might have been made
by Lincoln himself. That is, the docu-
ment which the Detroit Times pub-
lished and The Public reproduced
(p. 279), while not a Presidential mes-
sage, may have been some other prod-
uct of Lincoln's pen—a letter or a
fragment of a speech.

Lincoln was habitually bold in re-
producing his own words of one ae-
casion on other occasions. The fact
that he used certain words and phrases
in his message of 1861, does not prove
that he did not use them before or
after in another document or speech and
in other connections and collocations.

A remarkable instance occurs In
connection with this very message of
1861. Mr. Lincoln’s statement in that
message that “labor is prior to and
Independent of capital,” etc., is cred-
ited word for word by Geo. S. Bout-
well to a speech of Lincoln’s in 1854—
seven years before the message in
which those words appeared. The sec-
ond interpolation quoted above is evi-
dently made up of extracts partly from
the message of 1861 and partly from
other Lincolnian sources. while tke
substance and much of the language
of that message itself on the subject
of labor may be found in Lincolns
speech at Cincinnati on the 17th of
September, 1869—two years before the
message.

"It is possible that the interpolations
noted above are literary forgeries.
But if they are, the fact canmot be
proved on the ground that they mis-
represent Lincoln’s sentiments: for
they do not. Neither can it be proved
by the assumption that some forger
made extracts from various Lincolnisx
sources and wove them together; for
Lincoln himself was in the habit of
doing that very thing and might have
done it in this instance.

The only basis for an inference of
forgery is the fact that the authentici-
ty of these supposedly spurious quota-
tions has mnot been affirmatively
proved, and that the referecce to the
enthronement of corporations seems
to be an anachronism.

Some effort has been made to show
that in what Lincoln indisputably did
say atout labor he made no allusion to
the labor question, as it now expresses
itself; but that his mind wds centered
upon the question of slave extension

“In this section of his message,”
says ome critic, “he strove to arouse
the industrial workers to the danger
of the competition of slave labor.
That was the thought {in his mind.
Lincoln lived all his life, before ho
became President, in rural localities.
where the union movement, then in
its infancy, was unknown."”

This interpretation of Mr. Lincoln's
words on slavery is complimentary
to the intelligence of neither the ir-
terpreter nor of Mr. Lincoln. As to
Mr. Lincoln, not only does the lan-
guage of his message indicate, bur
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many other circumstances go to
show, that he had in mind the whole
broad principle regarding human la-
bor, and not exclusively the one
angle of it which touched upon slavery.
And it is evident from his speech at
New Haven, Conn.,, March 6, 1860
(Nicolay and Hay, vol. 1. p. 625)

_ that he had at least some knowledge

- of the distinguishing characteristic of
the ]Jabor union movement of to-day—
the strike. In that speech Mr. Lincoln
Is reported to have sald:

1 am glad to see that a system of lnbo;-
prevalls in New England under which
laborers can strike when they want to,

He then went on to urge that th~
right to strike ought to be given to
the siave. His essential democracy
was indeed stimulated by the slavery
phase of the labor question; but no
man like Lincoln could have addressed
& community of strlking shoemakers,
as he did in that New Haven speecn,
without knowing something of the la-
bor union movement—a movemen'.
which had begun in this country be-
fore he was born, and which had
grown to sufficlent proportions 1o
have evoked from two of the great-
est judges of Lincoln’s palmy days at
the bar (Shaw, of Massac"iusetts, and
Savage, of New York) conficting de-
cisions, ‘leading cases,” as lawyers
call them, on the right of working-
men to organize unions and carry on
strikes.

L F. P.

Boy—Is a dollar a week all I'm to
get?

Superintendent — Oh, no; besides
your salary you will learn the busi-
ness, '

Boy—And when I learn the business,
do I get more pay?

Superintendent—Oh, dear, no. When
you are worth more we shall let you
go, and take another boy anu let him
learn the business.—Boston Evening
Transcript.

He was a diner in a club which had
opened its doors to the members of his
club while some necessary repairs werc
being made. He did not know that some
of his club waiters had been lent to the
club which was offering its hospitality.
He proceeded to abuse the food, and sald
to a servant:

"Go and tell the cook what I say.”

“I couldn’t well do that, sir,” was the
answer. “You see, I am only a guest in
this club myself."”

And the abuse of the viands ceased.—
Sporting Times.

Drummer—What became of old
Tuffnut, who formerly owned a dis-
reputable dive on Blank street?

Merchant—Oh, he reformed several

years ago and is now one of our
most honest and respected citizens.
Drummer—What business {8 he in
now?
Merchant—None at all. He made a
fortune out of his dive, and retired.
—8t. Louls Star.

The Saturday Evening Post says
that “good times or bad” have ‘‘not
enough importance to disquiet any
man of the right sort.” Considering
the vast number of wage-earners who
are obliged to live up to the last dime
of their incomes week by week, and Lo
whom the loss of a job in bad times
means immediate privation, it would
be somewhat interesting to see the
Post’'s “‘right sort of man”—to observe
how representative he i{s of a majority

of the people. )
EDMUND VANCE COOKE. '

BOOKS

MISS HARRISON'S STUDY OF CHILD
NATURE.

The copy of this little book that lies
before us is marked twenty-second edi-
tion, but it is never too latetosay a word
about a good thing. Miss Harrison, of
the Chicago Kindergarten College, is
recognized the land over as an authority
on child study, and this bouk is the heart
of what she has to say on the subject.
For mothers and for teachers of young
children she says many helpful words
that are in line with the best modern
thought. .

Her first italics are as good as any-
thing in the whole book: *Build up the

positive side of your child's nature and’

the negative side will not need to be up-
built.” If this could be laid 1o heart by
all who -deal with the young, it would
make a great difference in all our teach-
ing. To be positive and constructive
rather than negative and destructive is
a good injunction to put at the very be-
ginning of instruction—and why? Be-
cause the positive attitude is the healthy
attitude, and because it is so awfully
easy to slip into the negative attitude.
One of the chief values of Miss Harrl-
son’s little book is that, all through, it
takes the positive attitude. She be-
lieves in saying *“do, do"” rather than
“don't,”” and in seeking occasion to
praise rather than in seeking occasion to
blame.

Another strong point in her teaching
is the insistence upon the great law of
the “‘deed returning upon the doer's
head.” The text, “with what measure
ve meie, it shall be measured to you
again,” is shown to be a divine law,
which the mother should ever heed,
“The more,"” says the author, “she leta
the deed do its own punishing, the more
impersonal her own part in the affair,
the sooner does the child learn the les-

son.” On this point, as on others, many
illustrations are given which add great-
ly to the interest and effectiveness of
the abstract injunction.

In reviewing such a book, which is
throughout.a protest against the critical
spirit, it 18 hard to depart from the au-
thor's fine ideal, and to assume for a mo-
ment the attitude of criticism. Onefeels
like a traitor. And yet—to one who has
children of one's own, and has been
called on to deal with other people’'s
children of all degrees of culture and
training, there cannot but arise the
question, whether the virile side of pun-
ishment is not perhaps sometimes more
necessary than the author imagines.
Ohne wants to be with her on every point,
but silently questions whether one can
be, at the present unregenerate state of
the game.

J. H. DILLARD,

. BOOKS RECEIVED.

—The New Lights; a_Drama 1n Four
Acts,” By Hugh Mann, Boston: Rickard
(. Badger. he Gorham Press. FPrice,
$1. Tu be reviewed.

PERIODIQALS.

“All sorts of religious people,” saya
the New York Independent, “however
else they differ, agree to evade taxe-
tion.” According to reports $216.6494,195
of church property escapes taxation in
Greater New York. The [ndependent
truly claims that “every dollar's worth
evaded is so much of a lie to our prin-
ciple of separation of church and state.”

J. H. D.

The philosopher of the New York In-
dependent, in an editorial on Making
Life Worth Living, says some Wwise
words about the aceumulation of things
in households. “There is hardly a house
in America,” he eays, “that would not
be improved In ‘livableness,” im sub-
stantial comfort, and especially in at-
tractiveness, if, some evening, the good
man and his wife should sit down and
make up a list of exactly one-half of
their possessions to be consigned next
moroing to the bonfire.” This is almost
literally true. How many houses one
enters In which getting about is like
steering one's way through an archi-
pelago. J. H. D.

The article in the November Arena
on Our Legal Machinery and Its Viec-
tims, by Dr. G. W. Galvin, of Boston,
ought to be widely read. Dr. Galvin
shows how misdirected is much of the
work of prison reformers. *“If such
men,"” he says, “would accomplish tho
great purpose they have in mind, they
must devote themselves to improving
industrial conditions and the adminis-
tration of justice.” He criticises with
deserved severity many of the statutes
which have been passed at the instiga-
tion of well-meaning but mistaken re-
formers, J. H. D.

The recent convention of the Epis-
copal church in Boston had a report on
“Capital and Labor.” Three members
of the committee were Bishop Potter
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Consternatlon and despair of the Trusts on the announcement of Roosevelt’s
victory.
e ——————

and Messrs, Seth Low and Jacob A, Rils.
The report, as we find it in various peri-
odicals, is just what was to be expected
- —dealing with incontestable generali-
ties. There is talk of “the organization
of labor as essential to the well being
of the working people;” but there is
nothing definite and positive. If any
church expects to win the allegiance of
workingmen by such generalities, it is
awfully mistaken. And yet it is true
that no other church has said g0 much.
J. H. D,
George Kennan, in the OQutlook of
October 29, writing, of Russiaand Japan,
answers the question: *"Which Is the
Civilized Power?" He very decidedly
sides with Japan. The tone of the press
in the two countries is made a test. He
quotes ‘from Russian papers, showing
their lgnorance and venom, and con-
trasts these with the fairness and tem-
perateness of the Japanese papers,
“Gen. Kuropatkin.” he says, *‘is always
spoken of with respect.” Healsoasserts
from personal observation that “Japan
treats the wounded soldiers of her
enemy better, In some respects, than her
own.” J. H. D.

Collier's for October 15 is a Gibson
number, and contalns some of his clev-
erest drawings, together with an "ap-
preciation” of the artist by Robert
Bridges. A marvelous economy of lines
and a fine power of satire are Gibson's
main characteristics. He is a true child
of his age. He has cleverness and power
amd keen insight, and now and then
pathos, but none of the far reaches of
uplitting Inspiration that belong to
great art. J. H. D.

in the
Re-

Andrew Lang has an article
November Harper ou “Psychical

search.” *“The subject,” he well says,
“is no more amusing than history, or
anthropology, or anything that demands
a persevering effort of attention.” ‘I'he
results, he says, “tend to show that in
man there are faculties not taken into
account at all by orthodox science.”
As to evidence of the persistence of in-
dividual consciousness after death, he
seems to think that investigations have
so far been found lacking; but his con-
clusion is that the subject deserves sei-
entific investigation, unbiased by the
wish to prove anything. J. H. D.

A writer in the Contemporary Review
for October, under the name of “Jullus,”
has a long article bearing the title, “Ab-
golute Monarchs versus Free Peoples.”
The subtitle hetter tells the trend of the
essay—the twentieth century reac-
tion. He notes “the ebb of moderate
liberaliem in the domain of politics,
philogophy and religion and the growing
strength of a reactionary movement.”
He does not seem to see, however, that
while “modern liberalism” is declin-
ing, a radical liberalism may be quietly
growing to upset the calculations of
the reactlonists, J. H. D.

The Nation for October 27.in the
course of an educational editorlal, says
some plain words about college athlet-
ies. *“Though the public,” eays the
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A BANQUET

wl]l be given in honor of the
Rev. H. 5. Bigelow on Novem-

ber 2lst Kinsley's. For further information,
Miss Nellie Carlin, 1202 Ashland Block, Tel—
Central 923—or Dr. Anna M. Lund. 1014 Masonic
Temple, Tel, Ceniral 381, Automatic 709
speakers and programme will be announced
later.

writer, “is now daft over college ath-

letics, the mania must sooner or later
run its course; we cannot go on at the
present pace forever. If our American
colleges are to retain the support of se-
rious people, they must do something
to check the excesses of athletics, the
reckless squandering of time, strength
and morey.” J. H. D.

The Autumn number of the Single T'ax
Review s principally devoted to history
and controversy. Questions and an-
swers by Elmer E. Warner, and Revolu-
tion vs. Evolution, by L. R. Custer, are
the principal controversial articles;
the historical ones are the story of the
single tax experiment at Hyattsville, by
Jackson H, Ralston, and the story of the
single tax campaign in Delaware, by
Harold Sudell. A feature is made of the
Henry George anniversary at Cincin-
nati, and “Fighting with Ormuzd” is an-
other of James Love's merciless satires,
with the economic professors for his easy
mark.
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