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Mayor Harrison loses sight,
whether willfully or not, of the
real issue with reference to his
campaign pledges on the Chicago
traction (p. 342) issue.

The question is not whether he
believes in compromising with the
traction companies, nor whether
he has always proclaimed that be-
lief; but whether he is under cam-
paign pledges to withhold his of-
ficial approval from any extension

. ordinance until it has been ap-

proved by referendum vote.

That he is under such pledges,
is proved beyond possibility of dis-
pute by the record. His platform
so pledged him, his speeches so
pledged him, and he so pledged
himself over his own signature,
But for those pledges he wonld
have failed to attract the votes
without which his narrow plural-
ity would have faded away and he
would bave been defeated. Those
pledges constitute his contract
with the citizens who elected him.

He is at perfect liberty to urge
acceptance of the proposed com-
promise ordinance if he wishes to.
No one can justly condemn him
for that, But he is not at liberty
to give legal vitality to this or any
other ordinance extending fran-
chises, until that ordinance har
been approved by referendum
vote. To that he is pledged, and
by that pledge he is bound.

Mayor Harrison and his friends
should understand that he cannot
evade his pledges with impu-
nity. They should understand,
moreover, that he cannot justify

evasion by billingsgate attacks
upon men who possess the public
contidence in such eminent degree,
both as citizens and judges, as do
Judge Tuley and Judge Dunne.
These accomplished jurists and
public-spirited citizens are nota-
ble for greater faculties than the
“lung” power with which alone
| Mayor Harrison spitefully credits
Judge Dunne, and their opinions
are accepted at a much higher
value than “wind,” which is the
delicate tribute the Mayor pays to
Judge Tuley’s,

Perhaps it may not be amiss
to remark that the criticism of
Judges Tuley and Dunne, by the
Mayor and the newspapers and
traction interests that support
him, because these judges have
stepped down from the bench to
warn the people of Chicago of ap-
proaching danger, is extremely
callow. Justice never suffers
from judges who openly take the
whole people into their confidence
on public questions. The thing in
judges from which justice suffers
is not frank expressions of opin.
ion on the platform as in the case
of Judge Dunne, or through the
press as in the case of Judge
Tuley; the thing in judges from
which justice suffers is their pri-
vate hobnobbing with representa-
tives of powerful interests in the
seclugion of plutocratie elubs, It
ill becomes men and newspapers
that are indifferent to the latter
practice to go into spasms of vir-
tuous protest over the former re-
frerhing variation.

Only one reply to Judge Tuley’s
criticisms of the proposed ordi-
nance has been made—only one
that is dignified and thoughtful,
It comes from Edwin Burritr
Bmith, the principal counsel for
the city administration in connee.
tion with the traction litigation.
In temper and tone this reply is

all that Mayor Harriron's replies

are not. Much better would it
have been for the Mayor and the
settlement he has become so
anxious to consummate before
the people can be heard from on
referendum vote, if he had choked
back his angry adjectives and
given Mr. 8mith a free hand to an-
swer for him.

But while Mr. Smith replies to
Judge Tuley with unruffled tem-
per and good grace, and consid-
ers the distinguished judge's crit-
ivisms with fairness, he is not
likely to be regarded as having
satisfactorily met them. His plea
for this compromise is the plea
of the cautious lawyer, who turns
instinctively—often wisely, but
not always—to any compromise
that serves to gain something, in
preference to incurring the riska
of a litigation that may possibly
lose something. Mr. Smith is no
more urgent, no more earnest, no
more obviously sincere in advoeat-
ing a compromise on the basis of
the present ordinance tham he
was in urging one on the basis of
the worse ordinance for which this
is the substitute. That there
should be a compromise seems to
appeal to him with greater force
than that it should be a good one.
But this is not the attitude that is
needed in this case. While the
compromising instinet is often
serviceable in this world of com-
plexity and controversy, there are
issues which cannot with safety
be lightly compromised, and Chi-
cago now confronts one of them.
The essence of the traction issue
in Chicago is not good service, nor
municipal ownership for its own
sake; it is the issue of honest city
government, which is impossible
without municipal ownership. o
long ns we incline to vield to the
monopolizers of our streets, so
long will great financial interests
tempt our public men, breed cor-
ruption in our public places, and
make the campaign pledges ol
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candidates for office trifles light
as air. . ‘

It is to be said of Mr. Smith's
reply, also, that it suggests an un-
necessary solicitude lest vested
interests in a crooked grant be in
some degree confiscated. But
those interests—so far as they
are legal, and as to morality they
have none—will be well enough
guarded by the lawyers for their
beneficiaries, and sufficiently pro-
tected by the courts; they stand in
no need of any solicitous consid-
eration on the part of counsel for
the city. This solicitude seems to
sound a false note in Mr. Smith's
reply to Judge Tuley. 8o does his
intimation that the Mayor's
pledges regarding a referendum
cannot be redeemed because there
is “no authority of law" for pass-
ing the ordinance “with a proviso
that it take effect only on approv-
al by vote of theelectors.” Thai
statement in that form is prob:
ably true. Suchanordinancemight
either be a nullity because of its
proviso, or be at once effectual
without the popular vote it called
for. But is there anything in the
law to prevent submission of the
ordinance to the people under ad-
visory referendum between its
second reading and its third? Or,
if there ave no regular parliamen-
tary stages in the Chicago Coun-
eil, is there anything in the law to
prevent the council from receiv-
ing the perfected ordinance from
commitice of the whole and then
laying it on the table, or making
action on it n special order for a
time subsequent to the muniecipal
election, providing meanwhile for
a referendum on it, and then vot-
ing in accordance with the advice
of that intermediate referendum
if they wish to? If there is noth-
ing in the law to prevent this pro-
cedure, then what is there to inter-
fere with the redemption of those
campaign pledges  which  the
Mavor secks to evade? This is
semething that Mr. 8mith should
explain. For, after all, the vital
thing under present ecircum-
stances is not whether the pro-
posed extension ordinance may
properly he esteemed a good one,
but whether, in view of the cam-

paign pledges of the Mayor and
Lis party convention, it cam in
good faith be enacted without a
popular vote upon it, 4

Even the worst enemies of
Thomas E. Watson will hardly
withhold from him some tribute
to the political shrewdness of his
letter to Judge Parker on the race
question. It is no doubt true, as
he says, that the politicians of the
South are availing themselves of
anti-Negro prejudice to arouse
Southern feeling against Roose-
velt and thereby to keep the South
solid for "arker. In these circum-
stances  the questions Watson
asks Parker are well caleulated to
disturb a certain equilibrium.
Would Judge Parker “refuse to
eat at the same table with Booker
T. Washington?” Would “he re-
fuse to appoint Negroes to office
in the South?” Would he refuse
to receive distinguished Negroes
at the White House? And soon.
Should Judge DI’arker answer
these questions so as to please the
Sounth, he would lose Northern
votes by shoals. Should he an-
swer them so as to avoid damag-
ing results at the North, he would
have to take the same stand on
the race question that has made
Roosevelt unpopular at the
South. “So there ye are,” says
Mr. Dooley. The only thing for
Parker to do is to make no reply.
But in that case Watson will rally
the populists of the South with
the ery that all this talk against
Roosevelt on account of the “nig-
ger'” is humbug, designed to fool 2t
“nigger-hating” South into voting
for a Wall street candidate.

It is a deplorable fact that the
South has gone into a mad panic
over the race question and there-
by brought demoralization upon
the national Democratic party.
With her hundred-and-fifty-odd
electoral votes, solid for this
party whose traditions are slimy
with the political ooze of chattel
slavery, she has become a stand-
ing menace to the democracy of
the party. Corrupted to the core by
her railway and factory interests
controlled by Wall street, her

politicians and newspapers are
for the most part ready to bargain
away all their democracy to fos.
ter the race hatreds whereby they
hold the panic-stricken whites to-
getherasa malleable voting mass.
Never democratic on the race
(uestion, the South is fast losing
her democracy on everything
else. Her politicians apologize for
tariff protection, they compro-
mise with plutocratic corruption,
they are cultivating monopoly in-
vestments, they offer anything
and everything for the barbarous
boon of being allowed to reestab-
lish Negro slavery in new forms.
Is there no dominant chivalry in
the South to protect the weak
and to cow her demoniacal mobs?
Are there no great democrals
there to protest against the base
surrender of her people's birth-
right to Northern monopolists un-
der the cover of factitious race
passions?

President Roosevelt's puff for
suppressing “graft” in the post of:
fice department, which has been
constructed with admirable liter-
ary skill for the September Mec-
Clure's, would have been tremen-
dously more effective if the facile
writer had been able to tell of the
suppression of the equallynotori-
ous and corrupt and vastly more
amplitudinous railroad “graft”
which prevails in that department
unquestioned even unto this day.

Senator Henry Cabot Lodge,in
his speech at Nantasket Point,
Saturday, Aug. 27, said:

There is not a newspaper in the

country that doubts the opinion of
Theodore Roosevelt as to the tariff.

“I'olitical economists have pretty
generally agreed that protection
is 'vicious in theory and harmful
in practice,” said Theodore Roose-
velt in his Life of Benton. Is this
the “opinion” to which Senator
Lodge alludes?

There is nothing startling in
the report from Wisconsin that
ex-Senator Vilas successfully op-
posed a demand by the Democrat-
ic convention for primary nom-
inations, Between Vilas and
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*ayne there is no ditference, ex-
cept that Vilas is a Grover Cleve-
land Democrat, while Payne is a
Mark Hanna Republican; and this
difference as a rule is only skin
deep. Democrats of the democrat-
ic variety in Wisconsin will serve
their party best by voting for La
Follette for governor. A demo-
cratic Republican is always pref-
erable to a plutocratic Democrat;
and if Peck has any claims to be-
ing a democrat, except the party
label, he has kept the secret well.

There are signs of a resuscita-
tion of the anti-protection work of
the Reform Club of New York.
The tariff reform committee of
this club did splendid work in the
early '00's; but with an injection
of protection sentiment into the
club, the club deteriorated and its
free trade work languished. The
only unfortunate thing about the
proposed revival of the work is
the persistence of the name, “tar-
iff reform.” Free traders look
askance at this name because they
were buncoed by it once; and pro-
tectionists, of course, are not to
be caught with a name which,
though it might mean reforma-
tion favorable to protection, is as-
sociated with the activities of such
doubtful protectionists as John
e Witt Warner, Charles 8. Fair-
child, Henry de Forest Baldwin,
Charles Biggs, Robert Grier Mon-
roe, P. J. Mosenthal, Franklin
Pierce,Henry B. B. Stapler, Anson
Phelps Stokes, Calvin Tompkins,
feth Sprague Terry, and Louis

Vindmuller.  These gentlemen,
free traders all, will strengthen
their work immeasurably by com-
ing out squarely and fairly for the
fullest measure of free trade the
Constitution permits—a tariff
only for revenue, “Tariff reform”
is a back number, with the reputa-
tionof a humbug; “a tariff only for
revenue” suggests a policy tocom-
mand respect and it is distin-
guished by a name that inspires
confidence.

From the altitude of an offer to
convict the Colorado labor lead-
ers of moral responsibility for the
Colorado outrages, before a jury

composed of the leaders of the de-
cent labor organizations of the
country, down to a bare assertion
that his charges “have already
been made good to the satisfac-
tion of nine-tenths of the people
and press,” Walter Wellman
makes a somewhat precipitous de-
scent. This is his reply, however,
when challenged by the Chicago
Federation of Labor to make his
offer good.

In Denver a “Peabody Law and
Orvder League” has been organ-
ized. What kind of law and order
is that?

At a banquet on the occasion of
a national convention of dentists
last week, one seat was reserved
for a Chicago dentist of large
practice, exceptional professional
ability, and undeniable personal
charm, who happens to be a Ne-
pgro. Against his presence at that
banquet there was a protesf, some
of the other dentists announcing
that they would not attend if this
their fellow-worker appeared. He
heard of it and stayed away.
Which of all these, say you, was
the gentleman?

THE INSPIRATION OF THE COANDI-
DATES,

According to an article by Wal-
ter Wellman in the Record-Herald
of Sunday, Sept. 4th, the favorite
poem of both the Democratic and
the Republican candidates for the
Presidency is John J. Ingalls's
“Opportunity,” which runs as
follows:

Master of human destinies am I. *
Love, fame and fortune on my footsteps
wait.
Citles and flelds T wa'k; I penetrate
Deserts and seas remote, and passing by
Hovel and mart and palace, soon or late
I knork unbidden once at every gate,
1f sleeping, wuke; if feasting, rise,
Before I turn away. It is the hour of fate,
And those who follow me reach every state
Mortals desire, and conquer every foe
Save death. DBut they who doubt or hesl-
tate—
Condemned to failure, penury and woe—
Seck me in vain and useless!y implore.
1 hear them not, and I return no more,

Mr. Wellman states that this is
the inspiration of Judge Parker's
life, he often reciting the lines
aloud; while “an autographiec copy

-runs the verse.

of it, by Mr. Ingalls himself, hangs
within a framie upon a wall of Pres-
ident Roosevelt's office at the
White House.”

If our poetic tastes are an index
to our philosophy of life, to our
ideas of morality, to our ideas of
the relationof society to the indi-
vidual and of the individualto so-
ciety, as I think they are, the views.
on these subjects which the candi-
dates must logically entertain are
not complimentary to them.

The only analogy to an admira-
tion of “Opportunity” I can think
of, is the worship, in pagan days,
of the (Goddess of Fortune;or the
belief of Napoleon in his lueky
star, which is another phase of the -
pagan conception.

The doctrine of Ingalls's sonnet
is an assertion that chance and ae-
cident are the essence of the uni-
versal gcheme, and that all-per-
vading, immutable, but beneficent
law has no place therein.

For why, from the nature of
things, should any choice outside
of ourselves have a whit to do
with our being successful in the
true sense of that word? Why
may we not be successful by sim-
]Jl} “laboring in the sweat of onr
brow.” physically or intellectually,
and observing the dictates of mor-
ality, of which every normal per-
son is innately conscious? And.
gince every normal person may of
his own free will labor and prac-
tice morality, why should success
not be gsimply a matter of his voli-
tion to do these things? Who has
had any aunthority to amend the
natural law, that nothing camr
come except by the exertion of
labor, and nothing lack with it, by
adding, “if the time and ecireum-
stances be favorable, and the indi-
vidual act then and only then. he
may have the good things of life””

. But they who doubt and hesijate—
('ond(-mned to failure, penury and woe—

Seek me in vain and use]u-ﬁsl} implore,
I hear them not, and I return no more—

Why hasn’t one a
right to doubt and hesitate? Why
should he be “condemned to fail-
ure, penury and want,” if he
labors, tho” he do as much doubt-

»

ing and hesitating as he pleases”

It is the melancholy fact that
natural law has been amended by
men by introdueing the element of
opportunity: melancholy, because
the disturbance of. matural har-
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mony has “condemned to failure,
penury and woe,” thousands who
might otherwise walk with their
<yves to the sky.

The element of opportunity may
cause “love, fame and fortune”
(especially fortune, since the most
loved and famous have in many
cases been unsuccessful, from the
point of view of the sonnet), to
wait on the footsteps of the cun-
ning, the strong and the unscrupu-
lous; but it also causes thousands
of men to feel with Omar Khay-
yam: T

We are no other than a moving row
Of magic shadow-shapes, that come and

g0
Round with the Sun-illumed Lantern
. held,
1n midnight by the master of the show;
But helpless Pleces of the Game He plays
Upon this Chequer-board of Nights and
Days; :

Hither and thither moves, and checks and

slays, )
And one by one back In the Closet laye,

Mr. I'arker and Mr. Roosevelt
and others who are ehurchgoers
and still find an inspiration in
<Opportunity.” think they believe
in an overruling Providence; but
they are really fatalists, for fatal-
ism is the omly logical deduction
from a belief in man-made laws,
which violate God-made laws.

While these men continue in-
fatuated with such catch-words aa
“the strenuous life.” “opportun
ity,” “the man of the hour,” ete.,
there are many other men, mostly
lowly and unheard of, whose con-
fidence in God-made law iaso great
that the heart of their religion lies
in the verse of Joaquin Miller:

In men whom men consider {11,
1 find 80 much of goodness still;
In men whom men prencunce divine,

1 find so much of sin and blot,—

1 hesitate to draw the llne,
Between the two, when God has not,

While its meter and rhyme are
perfect and it is a “finished liter-
ary product,” Ingalls’s ronnet can-
not be compared to Miller’s lines.
The sonnet is like the perfect-look-
ing apple which conceals a worm.*

ABRAM E. ADELMAN,

NEWS

‘Week ending Thursday, Sept. 8.

According to the latest advices
from the seat of the Russiau-Jap-
anese war (p. 30), the Russians
have suffered disastrous defeat in

one of the most stupendous bat-
tles of the world's history. The
fighting around Liaoyang, men-
tioned in a general way last week,
and in which nearly 500,000 men
have been engaged (p. 31), has con-
tinued ever since and is terminated
now by the retreat of the Rus-
sians.

Liaoyang was evacuated by the
Russians on the 1st. They crossed
the Taitse river, to the north of
Liaoyang, and were pursued by
the Japanese. After this retreat
and pursuit began the dispatches
were conflicting, affording no
basis for any trustworthy conclu-
sions. The latest authentic report
up to the 7th was a dispatch of the
5th from Gen. Kouropatkin stat-
ting that the Russian— '

army I8 advancing northward. It has
extricated itself from the dangerous
position in which it was placed, being
threatened by the enemy and having a
narrow front, The Japanese through-
out the day cannonaded our rear
guard, especially Its left fiank ,but
without much effect,

Although the wires between 8f.
Petersburg and Mukden were
working, no word came from
Kouropatkin after the above dis-
pateh of the 5th, and anxiety was
felt at 8t. Petersburg lest Kouro-
patkin’s retreat to Mukden might
have been cut off. TLater in the
day of the Tth, however, authen-
tic reports were received that
Kouropatkin had reached Muk-
den. But these are followed by
reports that he cannot make a
stand at that point, and is push-
ing on to Tieling, about 30 miles
farther north, still pursued and
harassed by the Japanese. A bat-
tle with his rear guard before Muk-
den is said to have begun.

No trustworthy estimate of cas-
ualties in the great battle pre-
ceeding this retreat is yet at hand.
but the slaughter and destruetion
are described ar appalling. Even
the work of the Red Cross was al-
most a8 dangerous to nurses and
surgeons as the fighting to sol-
diers. Many bearers and their as-
sistants were killed or wounded
in attending to the injured under
fire. Among the killed was a Sis-
ter of Merey and an Associated
Press eorrespondent.

The Jananese movement upon
Port Arthur (p. 341), although

overshadowed in the dispatches
by facts and surmises regarding
the northern eampaign, has neith-
er been abandoned nor stayed;
but no pronounced results are re-
ported.

Publication on the 4th at Tokio.
of the treaty between Japan and
Corea (p. 118), signed at Reoul on
the 22d of August, pursuant to a
protocol of February 23 (vol. vi, p.
743), shows the treaty to be insub-
stance as follows:

(1) The Corean government shall
engage as financial adviser to the
Corean government a Japanese sub-
ject recommended by the Japanese gov-
ernment, and all matters concerning
finance shall be dealt with after his
counsel has been taken.

(2) The Corean government shall
engage as diplomatic adviser to the
department of foreign affairs a for-
eigner recommended by the Japanese
government, and all important mat-
ters concerning foreign relations shall
be dealt with after his counsel has
been taken,

(3) The Corean government shall
previously consult the Japanese gov-
ernment in concluding treaties and
conventions with foreign powers and
in dealing with other important diplo-
matic affairs, such as the granting of
concessions to or the making of con-
tracts with forelgners.

Under the first article of this
treaty, Mr. Megaly, director of the
Japanese revenue bureaun, is to
succeed J. McLeavy Brown, an
Englishman, as financial adviser
of Corea; while Durham White
Stevens, an American and legal
adviser of the Japanese legation
at Washington, will become, uw-
der the other articles, adviser of
Corea as to concessions and grants
to foreigners in the sphere of com-
merce and industry.

A battle in the Urugnayan eivil
war (p. 341) was reported on the
Gth from Buenos Ayres. It is said
to have lasted three days, to have
involved the loss in killed of 2,000
and in wounded of 4.000, and to
have resnlted in the defeat of the
rovernment forces under Gen.
Vazques, the minister of war.

The first election since the Pres-
idential nominationsin the United
States (p. 341) came off in Ver-
mont on the 6th, The Reptember
election in this Rtate is usnally
rerarded in Presidential vears as
indieative of the resnlt of the na-
tional election, Not that the na-
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tional election is expected to go as
. the Vermont election does, for
Vermont is a strong Republican
Rtate; but the rise or fall of its
Republican majority is supposed
to indicate the trend of national
opinion. The Republican mana-
gers predicted on the eve of this
election a Republican plurality of
25,00 or more, while the Demo-
cratic managers predicted 28,001
or less. The chairman of the Re-
publican committee said:

With a good day we feel reasonably
sure of 25,000, ahdl Wb 8hould loek for
more but for local conditions Wwhere
fusjon exists.

On the other hand the chairman of
the Democratic committee thought
the Demoerats would be able to
cut the Republican plurality well
under 25,000. The night before
the election he said:

If the Republican plurality ig below
27,000 or 28,000, it would be a victory
for the Democrats. We feel that if
the figure is below 25,000 this year it
is a sure indication that the national
election will go Democratie,

The Republican leaders generally
admitted that they would not come
anywhere near the Republican
plurality of 1900, and explained
this by the apathy caused by a
feeling that Roosevelt is certain
of election. When the returns
came in, however, the Republican
plurality, was in round numbers
33.000. This exceeds the plural-
ity of 1900 by about 2,000. The
comparative figures from 1896 are
as follows:

Rep. Dem.
Rep, Dem, pluraut\ Per ct.
LT T 53,247 14.85 383 2
LARAL 17029 3. £ 2
CAT000 14,000 33,000 z
At  the Arkansas election

Gov. Jefferson Davis was reelect-
“ed. but by a vote falling far short
of that for the remainder of the
Democratic State ticket, which
polled about 85 per cent. of the
total vote,

After a bitter contest in the
Democratic convention of Dela-
ware on the 6ith, Caleb Pennewell
was nominated for governor. On
the 7th the Democrats of Con-
necticnt nominated A. Heaton
Robertson for governor. The
same party in New Hampshire

nominated Henry B. Hollis for.

governor on the same day.

In “isconsin  the Democrats

-

Ly ——

nominated ex-Gov. George .
Peck on the 1st. A plank favor-
ing the La Follette primary elec-
tion plan for the nomination of all
officers was rejected by a vote of
172 to 404, one m\'ormg two-cents-
a-mile rm]road fares was changed
to a demand for mileage books at
two cents a mile, and a plank for
the regulation of corporations
was modified to satisfy the con-
servatives. William F. Vilas wan
leader of the convention.

The Socialists of this Ftate
nominated W. A. Arnold for gov-
ernor, at their convention on the
4th.

At the Democratic primaries in
Cleveland, on the 18t, where Mayeor
Johnson was opposed by a small
faction of his party vigerously
supported by the electric lighting
and other loeal corporations, he
and hig friends won a pronounced
victory. The three Democratic
members of the council who have
most prominently opposed his an-
ti-corporation policy, were de-
feated by emphatic majorities;
and out of the 13 candidates to be
elected to the City Council, 9 of
those nominated at these prima-
rier were pro-Johnson men. The
nominations were all made at the
nrimaries; no conventions are to
be held.

Following Judge Tuley's con-
demnation of the Chicago traction-
extension ordinance now pending
before the city council (p. 343),
Judge Edward F.Dunne addressed
the Fortschrift Turner Society at
length on the same subject on the
4th..  Besides also condemning
the ordinance, Judge Thunne dv‘
nounced the circumstanees of its
promotion as suspicious. In the
course of this speech. which was
an elaborate review of the history
of the traction question and a care-
fol argument on the proposed or-
dinance, Judge Dunne took occa-
sion-to say:

1 was one of this community who ad-
vocated and worked for the election
of Carter H. Harrizon. Indeed. I think
I may claim, without being guilty of
exaggeration or conceit, that were It
not for the fact that I succeeded, by
going to Springfleld and having a long
and earnest talk with Clarence S.
DNarrow and having Mr. Darrow declare
himeelf for Carter H. Harrison for
Mayor, that Mr. Harrison would not

now be occupying his present position.
I believed at the time, as the public in
general belleved, that Mr. Harrison
was a man who would respect and keep
his own words of promise to the peo-
ple. It is because I advocated his elec-
tion in private and did what I could
as a citizen to procure that election
that I feel that I have the right to dis-
cuss openly and fearlessly his present
position on the: traction question, and
I propose to do so without fear or
favor.,

Judge Dunne then recited Mayor
Harrison’s pledges in detail,
charging him with proposing now
to violate them, and proceeded:

On March 20, 1903 Mr. Harrison
stated: “Mr. Harrity took me up on
a high mountain, as it were, and told
me that the world was mine if I would
betray the people of Chicago and ex-
tend the traction franchise.” He has
evidently made up his mind in August,
1904, to betray the people of Chicago
and extend the traction franchise for
in the proposed traction ordinance
there ig no provision for a referendum
that he repeatedly and persistently
pledged should appear thereon. . . .
Who was the man who took him up
on the high mountain this Summer,
and did that man tell him the world
was his? . . From a financial and
economical standpoint, the most se-

.rious and far reaching question that

has ever been presented to the citizens
of Chicago is before us to-day. In 1883
the traction companies of this city
were granted an extension of their
franchises for a term of twenty years,
which term expired in 1903. Shortly
after these franchises were given in
1883 for twenty years the corporations
securing the same were capitalized by
the issuance of stocks and bonds to
the amount of $117,000,000. The recent
report of Bion Arnold shows that the
value of all the tangible property
owned by these corporations did not
exceed $27,000,000. Im other words,
these tractlon companies, after the pro-
curement of the franchises giving
them the right to operate street cars
in the city of Chicago for twenty years,
sold to investors stocks and bonds to
the extent of ninety millions of dol-
lars in excess of the value of the tan-
gible properties of the corporations,
and the investing public regarded
these franchises as being worth, and
paid therefor, $90.000.000 in excess of
the tangible value of the property.
These corporations, until within the
last two or three years, have paid in-
terest satisfactory to the stock and
bondholders upon this enormous capi-
talization. The Federal census, taken
three years before the extension of
these franchises, shows that there
were less than half a million people
in the city of Chicago. In 1883, when
the franchise was extended, there were
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probably not 700,000 souls in the city
of Chicago. If the right to operate
streel cars In a city having a popula-
tion of less than 700,000 people for
twenty years was capitalized in 1583,
or shortly thereafter, at $90,000,000
over and above the value of the tangi-
ble property, am [ not safe in saying
that the remewal of these franchises
to-day, in a city baving a population
of 2,000,000, glving these companles
the right to carry three times the
‘number of passengers they carried in
1883 at the same rate of fare, i3 worth
at least the sum of $300,000,000? .
This figure, however, must be modi-
fied in at least one respect. In 1883
there were no elevated roads In Chi-
cago; In 1904 there are, and they are
«<arrying, in all probability, not to ex-
«<eed one-third of the total car-using
population. Conceding—which I very
much doubt—that they carry one-third
of the pepulation of Chicago, these
figures would have to be modified to
‘the extent of reducing the total value
of the franchises from $300,000,000 to
$200,000,009. The question then pre-
sented to the citizens of Chicago at the
present time is, whether or not they
will consent to make a gift to the trac
tion companies of the exclusive right
1o operate cars on the streets of this
-«city for twenty years, and to charge
therefor the same prices that they
charged in 1883—a nickel a ride.
“These franchises are worth $200,000,-
000.  Should they be handed over to
private corporations as proposed by
the Mayor of this eity, or should they
be retained by the people themselves?
There seems to be but one answer to
the propositinn.

The traction companies of this eity
are to-day without franchises upon
their trunk lines, even under the inter-
pretation given to the act of 1865 by
Judge Grosscup, and Judge Tuley
truthfully says: “They have nothing
but stub ends of tracks.” If the ecity
were to condemn the property of these
companies to-day, as it has a right
under the Mueller bill to do, and as 1
have been advocating in public and
private for the last two years, it would
only have to pay for the tangible prop-
erty now owned by these companies
and for a few unexpired franchises,
which are of comparatively little
value. By condemnation proceedings
they could be acquired for a very rea-
sonable figure at the present time. But
if this proposed ordinance be granted,
as a citizen and as a lawyer, I tell yc!
that the city will be utterly powerless
ever to acquire these plants,

If she were to commence conidemna-
tion proceedings within thirty days
after the giving of such a franchise,
these companies would have no diffi-
culty in proving to a jury that the very
franchize itself was worth in the
neighborhood of two hundred millions
of dollars. A giving of the franchise

under the escircumstances, which
would force us to pay for thls very
franchise itself such an enormous
amount of money, is an outrage upon
the people of this community which
ought not and should not be tolerated,
and the man or men occupying public
office who will attempt to hand over in
this scandaloous and shameless man-
ner this priceless property of the peo-
ple should be condemned in the public
mind to lasting infamy and disgrace.

Replying to Judge Dunne,
through the friendly columns of
the Daily News of the 5th, Mayor
Harrison said:

The trouble with Judge Dunne is
that he has educated his lungs at the
expense of his brains. . . I am
carrying out every pledge I have ever
made. The trouble with most of those
citizens who are nagging now s that
they are suggesting something that
cannot be carrisd out, and they know
it. But there must be just so much
brass band to it or people might think
they are out of commission. They
really expect the council to meet one
day, condemn street-railway property
and pay for it the "mext, advertise
Mueller” bill certificates and the whole
thing is settled. Any one with a grain
of common sense knows that is wind.
I have never believed immediate mu-
nicipal ownership possible, and do not
think so now, Everything I have said
on the subject of traction has been in
contemplation of an etxension of fran-
chise. A government cannot be run
on wind. We are elected to do things.
My proposition has always been to se-
cure legislation from Springfield for
power to own and operate street rail-
ways. When that legislation had been
secured and power had been conferred
upon the city to own and operate
street railways whenever it so wills, I
said I was in favor of extension of
present franchises, at least long
enough to cover all unexpired grants.

An end to the packing house
strike (p. 328) hag been postponed,
if not prevented, by a referendum
vote of the strikers. A con-
ference on the 4th, brought about
by Dr. Cornelia De Bey, Jane Ad-
dams and Mary E. MeDowell, of
Chicago, between the strike lead
ers and the employers, resulted in
an understandingthat the strikers
should take a referendum vote on
the following proposition:

The unions to call off the strike.

The packers to reemploy as many
of the strikers as they can give work
to, and to give the preference to the
former employes in the future; as
many of the new workers as wish to
remain to be retained.

Wages of the skilled men to remain
at the rate paid before the strike.

In New York the skilled men had
voted on the 3d to abandon the
strike,but the Western vote of the
Gth was adverse. As reported by
the strike managers it stands 25,
597 to 2,411 against accepting the
terms proposed. The objection is
that while by these terms the
wages of the skilled workmeun
would remain as before, the un-
skilled workmen would be at the”
mercy of the packing house trast.

NEWS NOTER.

—The national conclave of the
Knights Templar met at San Francisco
on the 5th. '

—On the 5th the eighth Interna-
tional Geographical Congress met at
‘Washington.

‘—On the 1st King Edward approved
the appointment of Earl Grey (p. 171)
as governor general of Canada to suc-
ceed the Earl of Minto.

—On the Ttn the Referendum League
of Illinois completed its petition for a
State referendum on three gquestions
(p. 324) with 130,000 signatures—about
40,000 more than the public policy law
requires.

—Seven white men convicted at Dan-
ville, Va., of being members of a mob
that had attempted to lynch a Negro
prisoner charged with murder, were
each sentenced on the 7th to ome cay's
imprisonment and $50 fine.

—Gov. QOdell has appointed Edward
M. Cullen, of Brooklyn, a Democrat,
to succeed Judge Parker as chief jus-
tice of the Court of Appeals of New
York. Judge Cullen has been a Su-
preme Court justice of New York since
1880.

—A mimic military campaign on the
old Bull Run battlefleld has been cob-
ducted during the week with militia
regiments from various States. Gen.
Grant commanded on one side, the
Blues, and Gen. Bell on the other, the
Browns,

—The census of India for 1901, just
published, shows that in 1901 the
1,254,612 square miles of the Indian
empire had a population of 117,459,193.
Of these the Christians numbered
2,923,241, and of them 2,664.313 were
natives. Two-fifths of the latter were
Roman Catholics.

—Charles B. Spahr, of New York
city, long one of the editors of the
Outlook, but more recently editor of
Current Literature, and well known in
the United States as a sociologist of
the liberal type, either fell or jumped
from the steamer Prince Albert, on the
3d, on her trip from Ostend to Dover

—At. Huntsville, Ala., on the 7th, 8
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white mcb took a Negro priconer.ac-
cused of murder, from the jail where he
was awaiting trial, and hanged him.
The mob was resisted by the sheriff and
his Geputles, aided by militla, and =a
pitched battle resulted in which three
eoldiers are reported to have been
killed. ) 7
—The monthly statement of the
United States treasury department
(see p. 296) for August shows on hand
August 31, 1904:
QGold reserve fund ...............5150,000,000.00
Avallable cash......civeiivenres.. 147,975,364.45

975,264.45

year, June 30, 19M............. 2319,027,242.39

—At Pittsfleld, Mass., on the 6th, a
luncheon was given by Alexander
Sedgwick, of New York, to Booker T.
‘Washington, at which the guests, be-
sides Mr. Washington, were Bishop
MaoVicker, of Rhode Island; the Rev.
Arthur Lawrence, rector of St. Paul's
church, Stockbridge; John E. Parsons,
of New York; Baron von dem Busgche,
of the German embassy; Dr. W. Gil-
man Thompson, of Washington, and
Richard R. Bowker, of New York.

—The monthly treasury report of
receipts and expenditures of the Fed-
eral government (see p. 296) for the
month ending August 31, 1904, shows
the following:

Recelpts: - .
“Tariff .. ... ... ... $41,901,423.11
Internal revenue.... 39.010.690.61
Miscellancous ....... 10,777.664.57
$ 91,689, T78.69
FExpenses:
Civil and misec....... $21.052,270 46
War .. 32,508.773.34
Navy cere 22,145,147.43
Trdlans 2

|117.823.49

Penslons . L. 25.756 273.58
Interest .....oonei7e0. 5,830,430.34
$115.440.719.14
Defielt vovieiiinnrinrcaranieniens $ 23,750.940.275
—The National Negro Business

League In session at Indianapolis on
the 2d elected Booker T. Washington
president, and issued an address to
the public declaring that—

The right of labor is the right divine. Qur
right to !lve I8 wrapped up in it and is as-
sured to vs by the law of God and the law
of man. The public opinlon or the private
rule which Infringes that right not oniy
menaces our success as business men, but
throws back upon us a volume of poverty
and crime with which we cannot single-
handed cope and which rests upéon the char-
acter and tore of the communitiesin which
we reslde, We have our pauper and crim-
inal classes, but we would have the publie
charity and the legal processes of the law
and public opinion deal with them as other
race elements of the natlonal population
are dealt with. We ask that we te judged
In public opinlon and In law as other men
are Judged. As busineces men we belleve In
the pupremacy of the law as the surest safe-
guard of healthy business development and
eflectlve Industrial effort.

Ah Ping—The foreign devils have
a crazy idea that the earth is round.

Oh Pong—I could forgive that, but
they also think they owm it, and al-
Jlow us to live on the under side.—
Life.

FRESS OPINIONS.

THE TRACTION QUESTION.

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), Eept. 1.—=If the
present pargaln falls through there is noth-
ing ahead for either the ciiy or the com-
panies but litigation, financial loss, Inse-
curity, and excrable service, TLe time has
come when prejudice and sentiment must
yield to reason. Otherwise we are adrift
on a sea of discomfort and distress with
all ports below the horizon.

Chicago Examliner (Dem.), Aug. 2.—The
ﬁr:posecl ordinance for the Chicago City

ilroad I8 & fraud and a swind.e. 1t ia
a8 bold a plece of dishonest legislation as
this community has ever seen. t pre-
tends to grant a franchise for thirteen
years, and really grants one forever. It
pretends to allow a chance for munlcipal
ownership afier thirteen years, and really
makes municipal ownership impossible.
. . . The franchises have expired, the
courts have cleared the way by knocklng
out the ninety-nine-year scarecrow, the
money ia provided, the time is ripe, all
things are ready for municipal cwnership
and for the emancipation of Chicago from
the grasp of a grind!ng moncpoly. And,
above all, the people have twice voted for
it. Nothing now stands in the way of this
gregt reform but the greed of stockholders
of these companles and the servility and
cowardice of certain of the pecple's serv-
ants.

Chicago Record-Herald (ind. Rep.), Bept.
5.—The fall season in tractlon Issues has
opened very successfully., Judges Tuley
and Dunne have indulged in treir chronie
habit of disregarding the crdinary decen-
cles by diacussing iegal phases of the ques-
tlon, glving opinlons off the bench on ls-
sues they may hear later as judges, and
bringlng threir courts into contempt by their
evident utter lack of comprehension of the
difficulties of the situation. Mr, .
Lloyd and Mr, Ashkton have anncunced
their totai disapproval of the Mayor, the
Council, the transportation committee and
all others who seek to settie the traction
questlon. . . . It has become apparent
that the Union Traction interests are bit-
terly opposed to the proposed settlement,
and are working hand in hard witk Dunre,
Llpyd, Tuley and Ashton. The Chicago
Amerlean, after mature consideration, has
decided to overrule Judges Groesscup and
Jenkins. . . . With this accompilsked,
all that is now reedful is the opinion of the
Woggle IBug. That being had, the Councl:
and the Mayor may procecd with the wrrk
intrusted to tkhem by the electorate of Chi-
cago.
BRYAN.

What's The T"se (fair play), Sept.—For
the first time in Bryan's career the capi-
tallstic Republican press is doing him
justice. Heretofore the Eastern papers
have purposely treaied him unfalrly for the
simple reason that they feared¢ him. Hels
a peerless |leader, and Just now the Repub-
licans are saying so with grace equal to
that of a Chicago platform Democrat. The
Popullsts are true to him though they ard
he have reluctantly parted company. The
Boclallsts pronounce his principies ultra-
conservative, but declare him the one hon-
est Democrat in public life. The Prohibi-
tionists admire rvan for his personal
cleanliness. Davenport's cartoons were
never better, for he is sinking his shaft In
a new vein. His pictures of Bryan In the
Republican dakles are of heroie character,
calculated to make the Nebraskan respected
by all sincere outspoken people. If elected
Parker will owe hls success 1o the Jnore
than a million Democrats who are expect-
antiy walting for the subtle word to pass
down the ilne: “Don’t bolt: support the
ticket.” - Without this million of loval
Bryanites the tirket wlil go down to defeat
—and David B, Hlll, Wm, F. 8keehan et al,
cannot save it. The "verv still"” sage of
Wolfert's Roost I8 much In evidence at the
present writing, but long before November
he and Wall street wil| be pleading for
mercy from the man tkev sought to ignore
and flovt at the natlonal convention. 1If
Parker |8 lefeated—and it's more than even
chanere —the folone]l will wear no crane
on his hat—the regorganizers will be the
mourners. Hryan's business, followine the
pussing of Parker will be to get the Weet-
ern Demaeraecy back into tte saddle. The
future will be Bryvan's spportunity, and he
wlill be swift to use it

MISCELLANY

“AND SOME ONE LAUGHED.”

Fur a statesman there was with the heart
of a fox, -
Who tricked the nations In turn;
And he rubbed his hands as he stood and
watched
The fires he kindled burn,
And he cried aloud in his scorn and pride:
0 ye who would empires make!
Go, learn to bulld with iron and steel,
And with blood the cement Lo slake.”
» L - »
And another arose, who spoke in his turn:
“Go, forge me a golden chain,
To bind me my Empire fast and strong,
Against all stress and strain;
Go, buy me their hearts with a penny-

plece,

Lest our labor be in vain.”
e . L] L]

And some one laughed—men kLeard the
laugh

Across the earth and sky: .
“Ye bullders with blood and iren and gold—
In the tricks of your trade shall ye die!

“But learn, if ye can, there is only one
True'falthful bullder's art—

Teo bind in peace, to hold by falth,
To build on the unbought heart.

“For your wisdom is as foolishness—
And whatever the work of your hands,
It shall turn to your hurt, it shail come to

naugkt, .
1t shall crumble to dust as It stan ds.
—Auberon Herbert, in the Westminster Ga-

zette.

DR. GOLDWIN SMITH ON THE
GEORGIA MOB.
From the Toronto Weekly Sunof Aug. .

There is mo use in saying that this is
indignation against crime, or even
that it Is hatred of race; it is devilish lust
of cruelty, such as burned in the fiend-
ish breast of the Iroquois.

Why are such things allowed to hap-
pen in a Republic which deems itself the
flower of enlightenment and civiliza-
tion?

The answer is, because there is no gov-
ernment in the United States. Govern-
ment has been practicaily supplanted by
the perpetual conflict and alternate dom-
ination of two faetions, each of which
{s too dependent on mob favors to en-
force the law. Nosuch spectacle is pre-
gented in any other ccmmunity pretend-
ing to civilization.

LITTLE JAPS.

Here is a thing which every visitor to
Jepan at once notices—their love for
children.

An American woman who became ac-
qualnted with a Japanese mother noticed
that she allowed her little children to
ramble through the streets at will. and
one day spoke of it.

“Why,” saild the Japanese lady. “what
harm can come of it? Ourchildren never



860

The Public

Seventh Year,

quarrel, and no grown person would
harm a child.” .

“But,” said the American lady, “the
child might get lost.”

“That would make no trouble,” was
the smiling reply; and then she showed
how, in little children’s apparel there
were inserted cards containing their
name and address, And explaining that
should they stray, any person finding
them will first give them a good meal
and then bring them home.—Christiun
Guardian.

“ALL HUMAN TOGETHER.”

We badly meed the doctrine of
democracy, which' we too easily pro-
fess with our lips. The sublime doc-
trine is, that “God{ bhath made- of one
blood all- the inhabitants of the
world.” Then we hold that Divine life
ie also, though slumbering, in Negroes
and Chinamen and Filipinos.

Then a law follows this fact, name-
ly, that we treat men with reference
to the Divine life which is in them,
that we treat them not as pawns, or
toys, o1 machines, but as men; that
we look for the best Im them, and
hope for the best, not the worst. Do
we lik2 to be treated with deference by
others? Do we like to have men sa
lute us? Do we care to have them
listen when we speak? Do we ask
their respect when we make requests
of them? Then we must keep our
own law. We will take off our hats
to their manhood. We will listen re-
spectfully when they speak, we will
count their votes, as we wish our
votes to be crunted. We will never
forget that we are all human together.
—Rev. Chas. F, Dole.

HENRY GEORGE, JR., ON THE
* POLITICAL SITUATION.

AN OPEN LETTER TO THE TREAS-
URER OF THE NATIONAL DEM-
OCRATIC COMMITTEE.

Hon. George Foster Peabody, Treas-
urer National Democratie Committee,
New York:

Dear Sir—It appears to me of utmost
general and party importance that Ed-
ward M. Shepard should be nominated
for the Governorship by the Demo-
cratic convention at Saratoga on the
20th instant,

His strong moral qualities, high,
clear principles, splendid attainments
and long training in public and legal
affairs fit him peculiarly to fill with
profit and honor to the State of New
York and with distinction to himself
an office which for years has been de
graded to the lowest standards. His
nomination would signify not only

that the party had taken high, moral,
progressive ground, but that it In-
tended to be aggressive, for Mr. Shep-
ard, as a candidate, would “carry the
war into Africa.” My judgment is
that such & nomination would assure
Democratic victory in this State Iin
November,

Confidence of this result prevailing
bere would over the country quicken
confidence of general Democratic sue-
cess, for all eyes look to New York for
indications.

To men thinking as I do there is not
only no good result to be obtzined by
voting for Mr. Watson, the People’s
Party candidate for the Presidency;
there is a negative evil. While, despite
his opposing action, he is a good Jef-
fersonian Democrat and while there is
much progressive democracy in _his
platform, be has little chance even of
making a good showing at the polls,
not to speak of being elected. The
election lies between President Roose-
velt and Judge Parker, and what one
or the other stands for must govern
the administrative branch of the
United States Government for the next
four vears.

In my judgment the election of
Judge Parker is needed to save the Re-
public from imminent danger.

I mever approved of Judge Parker's
hiding his political views and I must
condemn his timid opposition to the
tariff and trust iniquities, believing
that the true stand for a Democratic
candidate to take, both for social jus-
tice and political success, is such as
was taken by Thomas Jefferson in bis
famous phrase: *“Equal rights for all;
special privileges to none.”

Yet even judged on this domestic
question, more may reasonably be
hoped for from a candidate who prom-
ise little, but whose actions on the
bench have been consistent with the
principle of equal rights, than from a
candidate who, as President, repeatedly
swearing eternal enmity to special
privilege, had a special cabinet office
created largely in order to investigate
trust monopolies, and since, manifestly
to insure reelection, has had that in-
vestigating cabinet officer placed in the
chairmanship of his political party,
with authority to solicit for the Re-
publican campaign fpnd contributions
from the special privileges and trust
monopolies to which the President is
supposed to be so hostile.

This might be a sufficient reason for
supporting Judge Parker. But there is
a still stronger one. The anti-special
priviiege fight should be made and mace
soon if the masses of the people are to

be rescued from a variety of huge, in-
sidious and constant robberies that are
reducing multitudes to an embruting
poverty to which other multitudes have
already beeq reduced. But before we can
bring our full or any considerable part
of our strength into that fight we must
battle with an enemy most active and
most potent—an enemy embodied in the-
military idea, In a great army and
a great navy, in a *“Btrong” for-
eign policy, in manipulated coup d'e
tats abroad, In the rule of other peoples
and the performance of extra-Constitu-
tional-things, and.in pursuit in mady
ways of methods that made Rome the
ravisher of the world and which helped
to reduce her people to the condition of
a few masters and many slaves.

Against this foreign aggression, pro-
clalmed and practiced by President
Roosevelt—an aggression at once de-
structive of the liberties of other peoples
and ruinous to those of our own—Judge .
Parker has taken clear, strong ground.
For this reason I shall earnestly sup-
port him, feeling that this is the pre-
eminent issue of the campaign.

And because it appears likely tobeof
materia]l help In Judge Parker's election
while certain to offer a proper chief
magistrate to the State of New York,I
think Mr. Shepard’'s nomination for the
Governorship to be of pressing political
necessity. Yours respectfully,

HENRY GEORGE, JR.

Merriewold Park, Sullivan Co, N, Y.

Sept. 3, 1904,

THE TRACTION QUESTION IN CHI-
CAGO.

Leading editorlal in the Chicago Exam-
fner of Sept. 7, 1904. Written for the Exam-
{iner by Louis F. Post,

Had the people of Chicago suspected
that Carter H. Harrison, Democrat, and
Graeme Stewart, Republican, were rua-
ning for mayor on the eame sice of the
traction Issue a year and a half ago,
Harrison’s election would have been
highly improbable. He was elected be-
cause, and only because, a large body of
the voters, fearing that Stewart would
settle with the tracticn interests with-
out consulting the people, confidingly
trusted Harrison’s pledges to preveni
any and every traction settlement not
specifically approved by referendum
vote. :

That they did not follow the exampls
of the 10.000 who were so distrustful of
Mr. Harrison’s sincerity as to vote fes
Daniel L. Cruice (the third-party mu-
nicipal ownership candidate) was cu® _
to the intervention of Clarence S. Dar-
row. madeat thesolicitation of Judge E¢-
ward F. Dunne. Mr. Darrow saved the
day-for Harrison. 'He did so by convinet-
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ing most of thé voters who were inclined
to support Cruice that Stewart, whom
they would thereby help to elect, would
play into the hands of the traction inter-
ests by making an immediate settle-
ment, whereas Harrison could be de-
pended upon to prevent any settlement
whatever without a referendum.

This is the true explanation of Har-
rison's election, as all well-informed cit-
iens of Chicago know. Mayor Harrison
himself has acknowledged it in the most
pronounced manner.

Yet Mayor Harrison has the temerity
now toexewse ¥is part In promoting a
traction settlement without a refer-
endum by asserting that in the mayoral
campaign both he and Stewart stood for
pettlement!

He has done this through an interview
which appeared on the 28th of August in
the friendly columns of the Record-Her-
ald. "“Graeme Stewart was a settlement
man,” says Mayor Harrison in that in-
terview, “and he recetved 138.000 votes,
I also was runnlpg on another settle-
ment platform, and [ was given 146.000.
In other words, the candidates who fa-
. vored a settlement of some sort or other
received 284,000 votes, while the imme-
diate control candidates (Mayor Har-
rison here alludes to Cruice and the So-
cialist party candidates) received 20,-
000 votes."”

The Mayor then proceeds in thisinter-
view to compare the total of 284,000
votes received by himself and Stewart
with the 120,000 “little ballot" votes, a
majority of 70,000, cast a year later for
immediate municipal ownership; and
from the difference thus shown in favur
of himself and Stewart, considered as
one, he infers that the “little ballot”
vote of 1904 was overridden by the Har-
rison-Stewart “settlement”’ vote of 1903,

According to Mr. Harrisun's present
views, consequently, he and Mr. Stewart
were running with friendly rivalry in a
combination against immediate munici-
pal ownership and in favor of a commit-
tee-room and Council-chamber settle-
ment of the traction question. They
would appear to have differed only as
to the details.

But that was by no means the policy
on which Mr. Harrison made his cam-
paign. The platform on which™he then
Btood, and the personal pledges he then
made, cannot possibly be reconciled with
his present attitude.

Mr. Harrison's platform of that year
expressly pledged him and his party
to:

The reference of all proposed extenelon
ordinances o a vote of the people for thelr
sanction and indorsement,

Not only was Mr. Harrison thus
Pledged by his platform, but he pledged

-are those of a stategman.

himself to the same cffect over and over
again to the people whose votes he so-
licited. He himself has declared it
When asked by a civic committee during
that campaign to sign their pledge re-
garding the traction question, he replied,
over his own signature:

In every apeech I am making in the pres-
ent campaign | am calling attention to the
necessity of the referendum on all propesed
franchise extenslon ordinances, and am
glving my pledge to the people direct to
withhold my approval from any ordinance
which does not give to the peopie a right
they expect and demand, viz.: A refer-
endum vote on all franchise extenston ordi-
nancesa passed by the City Councll,

Has Mayor Harrison changed his
mind sinpce making those pledges? If
so, what are his reasons? The public
which elected him to serve them have a
right to know whether or not his reasons
If they are,
they will bear publicity. Then why are
they withheld? Why does he try to
reconcile the irreconcllable, Instead of
frankly admitting a change of mind and
giving his reasons for the change?

Unless he has changed his mind sinc2
his election there can be no defense for
his present position. 1f it is possible
for a candidate to bind himself by cam-
paign pledges, if a political party Is
capable of obligating its nominees by
platform declarations, then is Mayor
Harrison bound to withhold his approval
from the pending traction-extension
ordinance until after a referendum vote
upon it. Nor isthisobligation redeemed
bty the Mayor's flippant challenge to its
opponents to “get Lusy” with an adverse
petition. He cannot evace his pledges
honorably by assuming that the refusal
of these citizens (o "get busy” in the
particular way which he cynically out-
lires for them will amount to a *'silent
referendum” in favor of reversing the
audible refzrendum of last Spring and of
releasing him from his pledges of the
Spring before. He is pledged not mere-
ly to withhold his approval from ordi-
nances of this kind if a popular pro
test is ma.de; he is pledged to with-
hold it a popular incorgement
has been recorded.

Does he intend to redeem this pledge?
If not, why not? He makes no upr.ght
and cownright explanation. He jugples
with the question. And while he jug-
gles with it, his supporters are either
also evasive or they arz silent, The
publie, therefore, are lett to their own
Inferences.

Are the public Llamable, then, If, un-
der all the circumstances, they become
increasingly sugpicious of this settle-
ment ordinance, and seriously doubttul
of the integrity even of high-minded
men who urge its speedy acceptance by

the authorities without reférendum ap-
proval? These natural and fast spread-
ing doubts and suspicigns cannot be al-
layed so long as Judge Tuley's con-
demnation of the exteneion ordinance
is ignored by all but one of its promot-
ers besides the Mayor, and evokes from
him only the arrogant exclamation that
the warnings of this foremost citizen
and most noted jurist of Illincis are “ail
wind.”

Judge Tuley has enumerated in the
columns of this newepaper no less than
pineteen reasons against enacting the
ordinance in-question. HBvery reason is
important. There is not one which does
not call at least for amendatory clauses;
many go to the heart of the ordinance,
calling for its rejection as an unneces-
gary, if pot corrupt, surrender of valn-
able public rights to the traction com-
panies. Among the latter are such rea-
sons as these: That the ordinance {n-
creases the privileges of the corpora-
tions while restricting the rights of the
public and lessening the powers of the
city; that it falsely professes to destroy
the possibilities of long and vexatious
litigation by the companies; that it
falsely professes to rid the city of the
companies’ ninety-nine-year claims;
and that it makes municipal ownership
of the ecity’s traction facllities prac-
tically impossible.

Under such an indictment, from such
4 source, the advocates of this ordinance
cannot resort to evasion or take refuge
in eilence, yet hope to retain public con-
fldence.

It Judge Tuley is in error, it is incum-
bent on them to expose his errors, an
to do so with dignity and candor. If
they are unable to o this, they must
either throw their Influence against the
ordinance, or be prepared to bear the
odium of a most reasonable, even it
mistaken, suspiclon.

The public will be slow to believe,and
ought to be glow to believe, that a trac-
tion setilemen# whirh Judge Tuley con-
demns as hostile to municipal ownership
while pretending to rroemote it, as les-
sening the city's powers while pretend-
ing to increase them, as increasing the
companies’ privileges while pretending
to diminizh them, as preserving the pos-
gibilities of wvexatious litigation while
pretending to remove them, as consery-
ing the ninety-nine-year claims while
pretending to foreclose them; a settle-
ment which (lies in the face of the refer-
endum vote on the same general gub-
ject less than six months age; which is
to be approved by the Mayor without
referendumn indorgement, in spite of his
campalgn pledges to approve no sucn
settlement until thus incorsed by tha
people; "and a settlement which wi.l
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‘withal be of great value to certain finan-
cial interests not noted for being over-
serupulons—the ‘public will be justly
sicw  to Dbelieve that the sponsors
¢f such a settlement, so condemned
yet so consummated, are allogeth-
€r innocent. Some of them may
perhaps deserve tobe so considered,
acd all of them doubtless dcesire
to be; but none can escape the
odium of responsibility for pledges
broken, an electorate betrayed, and the
rights of a city bartered for the favor
of conscienceless corporations.

From this reasonable suspicion, only ’

one among the promoters of the ordi-
nance in question has thus far entitled
himself to exemption. Edwin ‘Burritt
Smith's reply to Judge Tuley is digni-
fied and has all the indicia of candor.
It does Dot satisfactorily answer
Judge Tuley's criticism, however,
and it wholly fails to justity, to excuse,
or even to explain the Mayor's pro-
posed violation of his campaign pledges
to approve no franchise-extension cic!-
nance until it has been indorsed by pop-
ular referendum.

EDWARP M. SHEPARD ON THE IS-
SUES OF THE CAMPAIGN.
Portions of a speech delivered by Edward

M. SBhepard at Bennington, Vi, Aug. 31

THE “PROSFERITY" ARGUMENT HIS-
TURICALLY CONSIDERED,

Is it true that our increase in wealth
and progperity since the.rice of the Re-
publican party has been its work, its
glory? Was it an appeal to truth for
Mr. Hay to treat as result of “Fifty
Years of the Republican Party" cur in-
creare in population between 1850 ana
1040, our fourfold increase in farming
acreage, our fivelold increase in corn
crop and sixfold increase in wheat crop,
our increase in manufacturing capital
from $500,000.000 to $10,000,000.000?
Does any argumert deserve less respect
from one who has mastered that first
rule of reasoning which bids him not in-
fer that event A is the effective and sole
causze of event B merely because in or-
der of time event B comes with or after
event A? Were there not in the United
States tertile soil and moderate suns and
rains, the brains and hands and inven-
tive goenius of American men and wom-
en, liberty. law and order—all these be-
fore there was a Republican party; and
were not they the prime cause of our
prosperity? The growth of American
population and wealth between the
peace of 1783 and the inauguration of
John Acdams in 1797 was but a small
fraction of the likegrowth under McKin-
ley and Roosevelt. And in those four-
teen years—the years when Franklin
and Jefferson and Hamilton and Mad-

ison, under the augpices of the noble, un-
boastful character of the Father of hiz
Country, established our Republic,—
our material growth in absolute figures
was small inceed—our railroac mileage
nought. Were those earlier statesmen
Gwarfs, therefore, in comparicon with
the latter-cay Titars, who have éwelt
in the White house since March, 18977
What years, O American men and wom-
en, have done more, material and moral,
than those early ones for their own gen-
eration, what years more for this very
Twentieth Century prosperity of ours?
Is it the Lincoln doctrine—or was it
ever—that the merit of moral and polit-
ical causes is measurable by the wealth
and luxury accumulated at the very
time of their operation? Is it not the
doctrine of prophets and apostles and
the lesson of all practical history, that
self-denial, simplicity, economy, right-
eouscess, sobriety, lead on—not in-
stantly but after patient years—to power
and wealth? Would not Republican
orators give better promise for future
.ritits of present ¢ay Republican admin-
istratiun—if they conid rather and truiy
claim for their party uncer President
Leosevelt an  enforcemernt of equai
rights, & rigorous econumy, a punctili-
ous regard for law?

Butif thiz coetrine of “'Present wealth,
therefore present virtue in present rul-
ing politics.” be not a shallow sophistry,
still see with what absurd unfairness it
is applied. Do Republican apologists say
—dare they say—what alore would be
relevant to the political problem, that
during the forty-four years cince their
party came into power, the progress of
our country has been as great, from
Year to year, as during the sixty years of
general Democratic supremacy before
the civil war? If the Republican party
may justly ask another lease of bouer
because from 1860 to 1960 eur popula-
tion increased from 31.000.000 to 76,000,-
000, or 3G per cent. per decade, why may
not the Democrats with greater justice
ask their return to power because from
18110 to 1860 the increase was from 5.300.-
000 to 31,443,000,0r 82 per cent. in each
decade?® Was not the increase in the
decade, 1850-18¢0—and in spite of slav-
ery,—from 23,000,000 te 31,000,000, or at
the same rate as in the cecades, 1850-
19007 1f the increase in total wealth be-
tween 1860 and 1900 was from $16,000,-
000,000 to $90.,900,000.000, or 116 per cent.
per decade, ar.d in wealth per capita of

* All my =iatlstfes are taken from the
Summary of Commerce and Finance for
May, I dssued by the bureau of statis-
tics, department of commerce and labor,
For total wealth and athe i before 18w,
there are no official tigures.  1n each case
the percentages are ¢computed upon the
carller tigure given,

popnlation from $513.92 to $1,235.86, or
33 per cent, per cecace—was not the
Democratic increaze In total wealth be.
tween 1830 and 1860 from §7.000060,000
to $16.000.000.060, or 128 per cent. for the
decade, being still larger than the Re-
publican, and in wea:th per capita from
$307.69 to $513.93, or at the rate of 67
per cent. for the decade—rearly double
the Republican rate? Although the
value of farms and farm property in-
creaced from $7,980,000,000 in 1860 to
$20,514,000,000 in 1900, or at the rate ot
29 per cent. in each decade, was not the
Increase from $3.967,000,000 fn 1850 to
$7.980.000,000 In 1860, or at the rate of
100 per cent. per decade; and were rot,
therefore, Democratic auspices far more
favorable to prosperity than Republi-
can? Although the corn crop increased
from 838 miilions bushels In 1860 to 2,105
millions in 1900, or at the rate of 37 per
cent. in each decade, was not the In-

crease from 377 millions in 1840 to 838

miliions in 1860, or at the rate of 61 per
cent. in each decade; and If therefore,
we wish large increace in the next four
years, ought we not to prefer a Demo-
cratic president? Even if the wheat
crop inereased from 173 millions of
bushels in 1860 to 652 millions jn 1900,
or at the rate of 50 per cent. in each de-
cace, Gid it not increase{rom 84.6¢0,000
in 1540 to 173,000,000 in 1861, or at the
larzer rate of 33 per cent. per decace? If
this kind of argument be fit, what shall
be said of the increases {n wealth un-
der Democratic auspices from $7.000.-
000000 to $16.0:00,400,000 in 1850-1860, or
at the decade rate of 128 per cent., as
against the Increase under Republican
auspices cduring the decace 1890-19(0
from $(5.000,000,000 to $94,000,000,000,
or at the rate of only 44.6 per cent? Or
what shall be sald of the {ncreases in
weaith per person throughout the Unit-
ed States in the decade 1830-1860 {rom
$307.69 to $513.93, or at the cecace rale
of 67 per cent., as against the correspoud-
ing increase unéer Republican auspices
in 1890-1900 from 1,038.57 to $1,235.86, of
at,the decade rate of only 19 per cent? Or
what shall be said of the increase in ex-
port of American manufactures of iron
and steel from $52,144 in 1800 to $5.870.-
114 in 1860,0r an average rate of 1359 per
cent., per Cecade, as against the Repub-
lican increase from $5.870,114 in 1860
to $121.913.548 (at the abrormally hieh
figures of 1900)), or an average increase
per decade of only 494 per cent.? Or what
shall be said, and perhaps more reason-
ably, of the increase under Democratic
rule in our export of agricuitural pro-
cuects from $25,000,000 in 1800 to $256.-
(0,000 in 1860, an average of 150 per cent.
per cecade, as against the increase un-
Ger Republican rule from $256.000,000 in
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1360 to $835,000,000 in 1900, an average
of only 56 per cent. per cecade? WWhat
shall be said of the Democratic in-
crease in our total domestic merchan-
dise exported from $31,000,000 in 1800 to
$316,000,000 in 1860, or an average Demo-
cratic increase of 153 per cent. per de-
cade, as agalnet the Republican increase
from $316,000,000 in 1860 to $1,370,000,000
in 1900, an increase of only 83.5 per cent.
per decade? Or what shall be said of
the Democratic increase in American
tonnage engaged in foreign trade from
669,921 in 1800 to 2,546,237 in 1860, a
Democratic increase per decade of 46
per cent., as against the decrease from
2,646,237 in 1860 to 826,694 in 1900, a Re-
publican decrease of 16 per cent. per de-
cade? Or what shall be sald of the
Democratic increase of tonnage engaged
ir domestic trade from 301,819 in 1800,
to 2,807,631 in 1860, a Democratic In-
crease of 138 per cent. per decade, as
against the Republican increase from
2,8)7.631 in 1860 to 4,338,145 in 1900, or

only 13 per cent. per decade? If thein-

crease in railroad mileage be so signific-
ant a Republican glory, is it not fit to
point out that under Democratic au-
spices the milage increased f{rom 23
miles in 1830 to 30,626 in 1860; or, if this
be a crowding of the argument, then
that the increase under Democratic au-
spices in 1850-1860 was from 9.021 to
30,626, a decade increase of 239 per cent.,
as against the increase from 161,276 in
1890 to 194.334 in 1900, or at the cecace
rate of only 20.5 per cent.?

Or shal]l we take the increase in total
manufactures, which is the glory of the
protectionicts? We have not the cfficial
figures before 1850 which would, no
doubt, show enormous proportional In-
creases, Let us, as we must, begin with
1850, The Democratic increase for 1850-
1860 was from $1,019,000 to $1,885,000,-
00y, or at the decade rate of 84 per cent.
But in 1830-1900 the Republican and
“protected” Imcrease (allowing the
abnormally high prices of 1900) was
from $9,372,000 000 to $13,039.000,000, or
at the decade rate of only 39.2 per cent.
1s it not significant that, while the total
manufacturing product® increased in
1890-1900 by 39 per cent., the increase in
wages and salaries paid employes was
from only $2,283,000,000 to $2,735,000,000,
or at the decade rate of 19.8 per cent.,
being only one-half the ratable increase
in the manufacturing output? So it is
to be noticed that, while population in-
creased in 1850-1860 by 35 per cent., the
Increase in manufacturicg output was 84
per cent., or 2.5 times the rate of popula-
tion increase; but thatthe population in-
<rease from 1890-1900 was 21.8 per cent.,
while the increase in wealth was 39.2
Pper cent., or only 1.81 times the popula-

.
.

tion increase. Inceed, in whatever just
way the figures of even manufacturing
growth are treated, they tell for the pe-
riod of Democratic rule and greater
economic liberty.

The Republican orators and campaign
book refer to the recent great increase
In exports of domestic products as a
crushing proof that, even if foreign trade
be considered, Republican administra-
tion and & high protective tariff are best.
Did not—so they say—exports {ncrease
from $316,000,000 in 1860 to $1,370,000,-
000 in 1900, a per decade increase of 83
per cent. upon the amount in 18607 But
here again it Is easy to explode their
argument. For the increase. in 1850-
1860 was from $134,900,000 to $316,000,-
000, or at the decade rate of 134 per cent.
—a Democratic rate of increase under
a revenue tariff half as large again as
the Republican and “protected’rate of
increase. From 1890 to 1903 the increase
was from $845,000,000 to $1,392,000,000,
or at an annual rate of 4.9 per cent., be-
ing less than half the Democratic rate
of 13.4 per cent. in 1850-1860.

Mr. Hay ventured to include the de-
cade 1850-1860 in his flgures of Repub-
lican glory. Yet those were years of
Democratic power; and the Walker
tariff, enacted by Democrats in 1846 for
revenue only, was then in effect. Is
there anything so truth telling in the
vast masses of figuresin the Republican
campaign book as the fact it would con-
ceal, that those were years of greater
ratable growth in material things than
any our country has since known?

I cannot leave this mass of figurés,

mace necessary by the almost ogver-
whelming dependence of the Republi-
cans upon the “prosperity” argument,
without asking you to think of another
point. Does it  nét illustrate the de-
basing effect upon the latter-day morale
of the Republican party produced by its
change of dominant purpose from the re-
straint of human slavery to the main-
tenance and tightening of the shackles
of a “protective” tariff, that Messrs,
Hay and Root and the authors of the
Republican campaign book have made
no allowance for the regenerative and
-stimulating effect of the abolition of
slave labor? If other things were equal,
the rates of incustrial increase from
1860, when in nearly half the country
the labor was chiefly the crude, waste-
ful, hopeless labor of slavery, to 1900,
when all labor was free, ought to have
exceeded those of the preceding decade,
instead of to bave fallen far below
them.

THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF HISTOR-
ICALLY CONSIDERED,

Messrs, Hay and Root, and even the

sorc¢id pages of the Republican cam-
paign book, affirm a moral kinship be-
tween Abraham Lincon and the states-
men who contral their polities in 1904,
between the men and women who gave
the all necessary religious and humani-
tartan uplift to the anti-slavery strug-
gle and the war for the Union, and. on
the other hand, the vast corporate and
business Influences, which, by and for
thelf own profit, dominate the Republi-
can party. To these influences even its
gallant and strenuous candidate has—
after his much protesting eloquence to
the contrary in 1902 and 1903—been com-
pelled to completely submit with prom-
ises not again to “run amuck,” and not
again to treat the tariff question as
open, even to the extent to which Presi-
dent McKinley at the last held that the
welfare of the country required it to be
open. Surely the claim to this kinship
needs only to be stated to refute itself.
‘What part, Indeed, did a protective
tariff play jn the national uprising of
18617 How much was |t discussed in
the Lincoln-Douglass debates of 1858, or
Lincoln's Cooper Union speech of 1859,
or the important speeches, Republican
or Democratic, of 1860 or 18647 [t was
not mentioned. The Republican piat-
form of 1856 said not one wcord in be-
half of protection nor did it mention
the.tariff, although the Walker tariff—
a tariff for revenue, and not for protec-
tion—had been in operation ten years,
The Republican platform of 1860 cid not
refer to protection or a protectivetariff.
In one of the later and subordinate
clauses of the platform It ¢id declare
that, “while providing revenue . . .
by duties upon imports, sound policy
requires such an adjustment of these
impositions as to encourage the de-
velopment of the industrial interest (Y
the whole country,” But even this
vague suggestion, which might mean
high or low protective duties, or no pro-
tective duties whatever, made no part
of the campaign. Lincoln did mot refer
to it in his letter of acceptance or in his
inaugural. In 1864 the Republican plat-
form made not'a single reference to pro-
tection or the tariff; nor did Lincoln in
his acceptance or inaugural.

Something from Abrfham Lincoln in
behalf of a high protectige tariff would
be precious indeed, to the Republicans
of to-day. But they can flnd nothing.
For even their campaign book the best
they can do is to pick out a few sentences
from speeches of Mr. Lincolnin 1843 and
1847, a dozen and more years before he-
was president, and even before he was in
Congress, In which he declared that the
justification of a protective duty would
be its result in establishing some new
industry fn our couwntry, go as to secure
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the goods to the consumer at & cheaper
rate than he could bring them from
abroad. The modern Republican idea
that the use of a protective tariff s to
keep prices high to the American con-
sumer in order that the profits of other
Americans engaged in gigantic and long
established industries shall be increased,
would have been as abhorrent to Abra-
ham Lincoln as it is to Judge Parker.

Even in 1868 when, the war being
three years ended, business questions
began to be thought of, the Republican
party said not a word in behalf of a
protective tariff, but, rather to the con-
trary, declared that “it is due to the ja~
bor of the nation that taxation should
be equalized and reduced as rapldly as
the national faith will permit;” and Gen-
eral Grant in his letter of acceptance
was equally silent on this question.
Could there have then been Republican
success in 1860 or 1864 or even 1868 un-
less Walker tariff men and even free
traders whose economic views remained
unchanged, had not left the Democratic
party for the Anti-Slavery party? Would
not that success have been defeat if
Chase, Summer, Blair, Bates, John M.
Palmer, Trumbull and a host of other
former Democrats and believers in low
duties had not—and becguse the tariff
was not In question—joined the Repub-
lican party? Are you not, Mr. Hay, for-
getful, very forgetful, when you say
that— .

Only those who belicve in human rights
and * * * who believe In the Amerlcan
system of protection * * * have any title
to name themselves by the name of Lin-
coln, or to ciaim a moral kinship with that
august and venerated spirit, *

plPERIALJSM HISTORICALLY CON-
SIDERED,

And what part did colonlal exploita-
tion of inferior races or weaker coun-
tries, or the policy of “big stick’ suzer-
ainty over the republics to the south of
us, or the policy of the “strong man
armed” in the trade and territorial dis-
putes of foreign countries, play in the
politics conceived or directed by Lin-
coln or his party? If, in 1854, the
Democratic party boasted the Ostend
manifesto in lehalf of a conguest of
Cuba, did it not result in Democratic
shame and digaster? If Seward, at the
head of a Republican cabinet, a month
after Lincoln's inauguration, secretly
urged his chief to avoid domestic diffi-
culties by plunging us into an European
war, did not Mr. Hay’s own disclosure
in his Lincoln biography of the secret
well nigh blast Seward’s reputation for
statesmanship? Quote, Mr. Root and

*Mr. Hay, In “Fifty Years of the Repub-
lican Party."”

Mr. Hay, If you can, any remembered
and honored utterances of honored Re-
publican statesmen before McKinley's
presidency, in behalf of your foreign
and colgnial policy. Quote, If ¥you
dare, the Republican platform assertion
in 1856, that the maintenance of the
principles promulgated in the Declara-
tion of Independence {8 essential to
the preservation of our Republican in-
stitutions, that the “highwayman’'s ap-
peal” that “might makes right” would
“bring shame and dishonor upon any
government or people.” Or quote the
Republican declaration of 1860 that the
doctrime that governménts derive “their
just powers from the consent of the
governed,” is “essential to the preser-
vation of our republican institutions.”
Or quote the platform declaration by
the Republican party in 1868 of its
“sympathy with all oppressed peoples
struggling for their rights,” and
of its solemn recognition of “the
great principles laid down Iin the im-
mortal Declaration of Independence as
the true foundation of democratic gov-
ernment.” If to these challenges you
must remain dumb, are you mot, truly,
in M.r. Hay's eloquent words, guilty of
“sacrilege to try to trade upon that
benignant renown” of the humanita-
rian Lincoln ““whose light ‘folds in this
orb o' the earth”"?

DEMOCRACY AND THE TARIFF.,

The limits of even this long speech
prohibit discussion of the great issue
which Democrats wisely and courage-
ously raise by their assertion that the
system called "protection,”—that is to
say, the support of specially favored
interests by duties, payment of which
is enforced upon the whole people—is
a “robbery,” and By'the Republican
vindication of it as a *“cardinal policy”
to be followed. I point out, however,
that, notwithstanding the former ur-
gency of both Mr. McKinley and Mr.
Roosevelt for revision of tariff sched-
ules In the interest of larger export
trade, the Republican party {8 now
pledged, not only against revision, but
against any discussion whatever of tha
question.
do any injustice in the tarlff or let
down any of its obstructions by partial
repeals or reciprocity treaties, or who
would have light shed upon the opera-
tion in detail of its multifariously com-
plivated sysiem constructed by “give
and take” between the attorneys of
special interests before Ways & Means
and Finance Committees, is perempt-
orily refused any relief if Mr. Roose-
velt be elected. The policy of “stand
pat’” mears that, under Republican aus-
pices, no committee shall investigate,

The citizen who would un-’

nor house of Congress consider, the
working of the tariff. On this subject
there must be mute obedience as be-
fore a deliy. If the manufacture of
steel and iron be no longer an “infant
industry” to be cherished, but a prac-
tical monopoly within the American
republic, out of whose profits the vast-
est fortunes in the world have been
buflt up—if it sell its products to for-
elgners more ‘cheaply than to Ameri-
cans—nevertheless there must be si-
lence. If its charter of monopoly in
the Dingley tariff or any other sched-
ule of that law is found to be unjust
or corrupt or-oppressive—still they are
never to be revised untll those who
have made them thus vicious shall
choose to revise them. Judge Parker
has pointed out that, since the Senate
must be Republican during the next
fonr years, no tariff reform can be
enacted without Republican support;
but he promises, if elected, an effort to
obtain that support, and, in any event,
a presentation of the cause to public
opinion from the vantage ground of
the presidency of the United States.
A vote for Mr. Roosevelt, on the other
hand, is a vote that not even an effort
at tariff reform—even the slightest
measure of it—shall be made, and that
every iniquity of the Dingley schedules
shall be borne in silence. The Repub-
lican platform declares that. when
England “agitates a return to protec-
tion, the chief protective country
should not falter in maintaining it”
This praise of Mr. Chamberlain for his
policy of defensively economical war-
fare agalnst the United States finds &
fit place in the Republican creed. They
applaud the retaliatory blow aimed at
ourselves, so much are they in love
with any blow given by any nation to
another.

THE DEMOCRATIC CREED.

Before we Democrats propose any
specific measure we ask the American
people to remember their own history.
We also begin with the marvelous sta-
tistics of national growth from the first
census in 1790 to the last in 1900, with
the increase in population, and in the
produce of farm and manufactures and
forests and mines, in the achievements
of American invention and organized
industry. We do mot say that these
material results have been achieved by
laws, however good. We recognize their
source In the natural bounties of God.
and the hearts agd brains and musc'e
of Amerlcan freemen. We do add,
however, that here between the Atlan-
tic and Pacific, between Canada and the
gulf. was first tried on a great scale the
new. experiment of human and indus-
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trizl freedom, of- equal rights and mo
special privilege. If the presence of
Negro slavery, until the civil war, cre-
ated dismal exceptions—and jf the
presence together in the South of a
great or equal or even outnumbering
mass of a colored race with profbundly
different characteristica andl as yet vast-
ly behind-the white race in the faculties
of disciplined industry and high-class
government, gave, and even now gives,
rise to anomalies and inconsistancies—
they have made only clearer the wisdom
and beneficence of our fundamental
policy. We Democrats polnt out that
during this perfod of splendid growth,
there was systematic hostility to a large
military or naval expenditure, there was
systematic preference for simple and in-
expensive administration, there was
systematic dislike of personal and
sumptuary restraints. Democrats do
not, like Republicans, forget how vast
during our wonderful economic prog-
ress has been the American area of free
trade betweem our 45 States, an extentof
free trade far beyond anything ever be-
fore or now elsewhere knbwn. For that
area has included the widest differ-
ence of climate and soil and human la-
bor, and also far differing conditions in
organized society, ranging from settle-
ments nearly three centuries old tofron-
tiers occupled but a few years. They
remember that the internal trade of this
“truly jmperial domain which is free of
all tariff {s in volume and amount vast-
ly, very many times, more important
than its forelgn trade which is subject
to tarif.* They point out that for
more tham a century the Ameri-
can nation scrupulously refrained from
foreign entanglements and made no
forcible conquest except as it took from
Mexico as a war indemnity the practical-
ly uninhabited country on the Pacific
slope and the Rio Grande. They point
out that, although the conditions of
American life have, to a large extent,
been those of a new and frontier country,
the public men and the official life of our
country have been so dominated by love
of law as to command the just tribute
of every intelligent foreign visitor, and
that the very “lynch law” which has
Dow and then in thinly settled parts of
this vast domain disgraced portions of
our population, has often been mere re-
action against technfcal administra-
tlon of law—that is to say, against mis-
directed respect for law on the part of
those in authority,
From all these conditions and from

—_—

*Senator Hoar, In hls speech on Trust
Legisiation in the Senate on January
193, states that *our domestic commerce
18 ® * ¢ mare than twenty times as great
a8 that with forelgn nations.”

[ these institutions—and in spite of their
faults—has come—so the Democrats
say—the industrial productivity and
triumph of the American citizen. After
praise to God for His gifts to us of land
and water and climate, it is to these deep
lying and truly dynamic causes, and
above all to the American devo-
tlon to liberty and law, that the
Democratic party assigns our splen-
did results in agriculture and min-
ing, our vast treasure houses, our
enormous increase in railroad and
manufacturing plants, and all other ma-
terial as well as political glory of our
land. Democrats know, nor would they
- have any American forget, that the most
stupendous force the world has known,
is the free, self-governing, law-abiding,
self-respecting citizen, regardful of the
rights of other men and therefore justly
insistent upon his own. From the mar-
velous guccess of our country summed
up in the census of 1900 and its tables of
comparisons with the results of other
censuses, the Democrats draw the con-
clusion, not that the general and broad
principles of the American people
should be reversed, or their sacred tradl-
tions undone—but that they should be
continued; that only faults and excep-
tions and inconsistencies should be
eliminated. They would not have less
respect for law but more respect; not
less freedom of trade but more freedom;
not less respect for the rights of other
countries and races, however inferior
to us, but more respect; not more for-
eign entanglements but fewer; not in-
crease, but decrease in the proportion
of military and naval and general gov-
ernment expenditure to the ability of
the people.

Such is the general creed of the Dem-
ocratic party; and such must and will be
its practice when it returns to power.

THE NATURAL SENSE OF JUSTICE.

I have lived with communities of sav-
ages in South America and in the East,
who have no laws or law-courts, but the
public opinion of the village freely ex-
pressed. Each man scrupulously re-
spects the rights of his fellow, and any
infraction of thoserights rarely or never
takes place. In such a commuinty all are
nearly equal. There are none of those
wide distinctions of education and ig-
norance, wealth and poverty, master and
servant which are the product of our
civilization. There i8 none of that wide-
spread division of labor, which while it
increases wealth, produces also con-
flicting interests. There is not that se-
vere competition and struggle for ex-
istence or for wealth which the dense
population of civilized countries inevi-

tably creates. All incitements to great

crimes are thus wanting, and petty ones
are suppressed partly by the infiuence
of public opinion, but chiefly by that
natural sense of justice and his neigh-
bor's right which seem to be in some de-
gree inherent in every race of men.—
Alfred Russell Wallace, in “Malay
Archipelago.”

ECONOMIC RENT.

I had timiber cat on Virginian tide-
water rivers. A cord of pine wood at
that time was selling at four dollars
put aboard a schoonmer. Labor and
capital obtained one dollar a cord to
cut the wood and to put it aboard if
the timber grew right at the landing:
consequently for such timber the land-
owner netted three dollars a cord. As
the trees grew without the application
of any human work, this was eco-
nomlic rent which tenants would have
been willing to pay to obtaln permis-
slon to cut the wood. For that tim-
ber which grew away from the land-
ing the ‘hauling to the landing had
to be paid before any rent could be
collected. Let us say that at four
miles distance this hanling cost three
dollars a cord. 'The owners of the
land at that distance just were pald
for their labor and capital (use of
tools, oxen -and cart), but obtained
no rent, whereas land on the shore
was worth three dollars for each cord
of wood which grew there. Why
should James obtain a present of
these three dollars for which Willfam
had to do the hard work of hauling?
—Michael Fluerscheim, in Land and
Labour,

“I'm afrald there is a great deal of dis-
honesty in some of these trusts,” sald
Senator Sorghum, sadly.

“But you have always defended the
trusts,” exclaimed the friend.

“Yea. Of course, you expect a trust to
take advantage of the public. Butwhen
the men who organize the deal get to tak-
ing advantage of one another—thatl’s
dishonesty.”—Washington Star.

Brother to the Ox—Why 1s it that
I work hard, and have nothing, while
you don't work at all, and have more
than you need?

Brother to the Fox—I vote for my
interests, while you vote the same
ticket 1 do.

“I don't understand why, If we
vote the same ticket, I don’t get half
the benefits.”

“I know you don't wunderstand.
That is the reason you don't get half
the benefits."—Boone (Ia.) Inde-
pendent,
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THE HOUSE THAT JACK BUILT.

For The Publie,

1. This is the house that Jack built,

2, This is the land that lay under the house

that Jack buiit.
3. This Is the property fair and wide,
Broad acres stretching on every slde,
Farms and gatdens, and forests and
streams,

Growing in weaith while the owner
dreams,

That surrounded the land that lay under
the house that Jack built.

4. These are the bags of gold that went
To the landlord’s coffers to pay therent
For the property, €te,

B. These are the cattle and stacks of corn,
Ralsed by hard toiling from early morn,
That went to the market.and had to be

sold
In exchange for the heaps of shinlng
gold
That filled the bags, etc.
6. These are the peoplc who toil and
moil,
Digging thelr living from out of the
soll,
Or muaking the clothing, and hats and
ghoes,
Always producing, they did not refuse
To raise the cattie, etc.

7. This is the landlord who does just

nought

But “owns" and sleeps, and conslders
ke ocught

(While the innocent people allow him)
to take . .

The wealth which labor and capital
make !

From the husy people who toll, ete.
8. This is the sovercign single tax
That wili ease the laborers’ burdened
backs
7. From (ke lond of the landlord who does
just nought
But “owns' and sleeps and conslders he

ought
(Whiie the Innocent people ailow him)
to take
The wea'th which labor and capital
make
6. From the busy people, who toll and
moll,

Digging thelir living from out of the soil,
Or making the clothing and hats and
shoes,
Alwayvs producing, they did not refuse
5. To raise the cattle and stacks of corn,
Raised by hard toliing from eariy morn,
That went to the market, and had to
be sold
In exchange for tke heaps of shining
Euld
4. That fiiled the hags of gold that went
To the landiord's coffers to pay the
rent
3. Of all the property falr and wide,
Broad acres stretching on every slde,
Farms and gardens and forests and

streams,
Growing In wealth while the owner
wreams,
2, That surrounded the land that lay
under

The house that Jack bullt,
BAMUEL BRAZIER.

1

1nHy

Prof. Frederick Starr, of the Univer-
sity of Chicago, who has issued a strong
protest against the movement to clothe
the nearly naked Igorrotes at the St

Louis fair, is admitted to be one of the
foremost ethnologists of the century.

Prof. Starr, in his study of the dif-
ferent races of the world, has had many
amusing experiences among primitive
tribesmen.

To an Indian one day he attempted to
explain the principle of the automobile.
The Indian was intelligent, and Prof.
Starr's explanation was a model of di-
rectness and Iucidity.

“Well,” he said at its end, “do you
think you understand all about the au-
tomobile now?"

The Indian, who had listened intently,
replied:

“Yes; [ understand all but one thing.”

“And what is that?” said Prof. Starr,
thinking to clear up Tn a word some
trifling point that he had overlooked.

“I don't understand,” sajd the Indian,
“what makes the automobile go without
horses."—New York Tribune.

BOOKS
SEDGWICK'S THOMAS PAINE.

This is one of the best of the
Beacon Biographies, published at 50
cents, by Small, Maynard & Co., New
York. It should be read by all who,
knowing in a general way the great
services of Thomas Paine, would like to
follow the outlines of his life, and who
fee] inclined to think more charitably
of his career than common reputation
has permitted.

Mr. Sedgwick, in his 150 short pages,
has told us, in terse, interesting style
the salient points of Palne’s life, ana
has succeeded admirably in the dif
cult problem of being simply fair.
There are few brief blographies whicl
tell so clearly so much of their subject
in so evident a splrit of truth and fair-
ness.

And this is just the kind of biog-
raphy that the subject demanded; for
a man like Paine most readily suggests
extreme views, and 1s in danger of be-
ing dealt with In a one-sided manner.
To say that he was a rauical in both
religion and politics is to utter a plati-
tude, and radicals do not often succeed
in getting Impartial treatment,

We can never think of Tom Paine's
religious views without thinking at the
same time of that master skeptic, Vol-
taire. Both these men made the same
mistake—the mistake of not distin-
guishing between true Christlanity and
the corruption of Christianity which
they found represented by the doml-
nant authorities of the Institutional
church. It cannot be too often repeat-
ed that the church leadérs of the world
have in no age been the representa-
tives of the religion of Jesus of Naza-
reth, The strength of His religion lles
far deeper than the polities of pre-
lates and the dogmas of church coun-

c¢ils, with which it has been too often
confused. Voltatre and Palne in at-
tacking what they saw of religion,
went too far in attacking what they
did not see.

Mr. Sedgwick's biography very prop-
erly deals more with Paine's polltics
than with his religion; for it will be
evident to anyone who has even a su-
perficial knowledge of Painé's splen-
did efforts for human freedom that we
have not yet come near to & just ap-
preciation of the man. Because of the
prejudice against him, the historles
usually read have slurred his great
gservice to America before and during
the revolution. His "Common Sense”
was published in January, 1775, and by
April had reached a saie of 1200w
coples. Mr. Sedgwick truly says: “No
political tract was ever better shaped
to serve its purpose.” It met the ap-
proval of Washington and went far to
stem any possible tide of Tory reaction.
More timely, still, was perhaps his oth-
er pamphlet, the first “Crisis,” which
reached Washington during the retreat
through New Jersey, and so impressed
him that he had it read to the deject-
ed aymy. All of Paine's American
tracts had a large circulation, and the
proceeds of the sales he devoted to the
cause of independence, “‘America’™
says Mr. Sedgwick, “must count him
among the buillders of her nation.
When some one said that mext to
George III., the independence of the
colonies was mostly due to bim, he
doubtless accepted the compliment. But,
putting aside this humorous exag-
geration, it is mere justice to say that,
of all the writers of the Revolutionary
era in America, Paine .was Incom-
parably the most effective, that the
publication of ‘Common Sense' deeply
and suddenly affected the judgment of
a nation, and that the important
‘Crises’ were worth regiments to
Washington.”

Since the consclous struggle for the
rights of man began, there has pever
lived one who worked more earnestiy
and suffered more acutely for the
canse of human freedom than Thomas
Paine. The answer he made to Frank-
lin is the keynote to his life. When
Franklin said to him: “Where liberty

is, there Is my country.” Paine re-
plied: “Where liberty is mnot, there
is mine.” It was entirely noatural,

therefore, that he should be in the
thick of the French revolution. The
part he played there was wise and hon-
orable, and not the least so his stren-
uous effort to prevent the death of the
King. He opposed the death sen-
tence upon grounds of both humanity
and policy, and he was as right on the
second ground as on the first.

It is & pleasing view we get of James
Monroe in connection with Paine's im-
prisonment in Paris. Paine was In
prison at the time that Moiroe came
as minister to France. Morrls, the
former minlister, had neglected himy
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but Monroe demanded his release, muk_l
him into his own house, supplied him
with money, and had him nursed
through a continuance of the illness he
had suffered in prison.

It was in 1787 that Paine had sailed
from America to France, expecting to
be absent but a short while. He did
not return until 1802, His last years
were saddened by the ever increasing

ostracism caused by his religious writ-
ings. He died In New York city in
1809, and was buried on a farm he
owned at New Rochelle. He had asked
to be buried in a Quaker cemetery, but
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éETchs OF DEMOCRACY

A Series of Optimistic Essays on the

Natural lL.aws of Human

the people, and lack of loyalty to the equality of the rights ot
essential atheism, however il may beé disguised.’’—

Mark Twain's Opinion of * Ethics

City und State, Philudelphia,

arous and keen in_ applying moral

of Democracy” tests tllil cuui:]n_l t_‘n;uli;,_llnuia_ rf‘ikeh the
MM . A m 1 Whose disc.ple © R, € Ehows
Dear M‘;“i‘,,ii.qu'”w’ jzrﬂ?u:” qung. that his ethical iunll soeial fnil_h is
1 thank 3.(“[' very much tor the book vitally, though not formally, religious.
which 1 prize Tor its lucidity, s When he cites [_‘-:Irl!lg-nl passages, he 19
ganity and its moderntion, and  be- generally illuminating In what theo-
cause 1 believe its " L Ilu::&_nlr-i would call his exegesls—Illum-
Very truly yours o inating just becnuse he dies not in-
§ 1. CLEMENS. tend hi= commenis to be exegesls at

e e R HRSEEAE all,  Some readers may be

surprised
te find an advocate of 80 ra 1 a
theory as the Single Tax as conserva-
tive a8 |5 Mr. Post in his econumie
theories.  As a matter of fact, the
Single Tax depends to a great extent
upon the olil-school political economy,
and Mr. Post detends the conclusions
of that school and declares that polit-

Tom L. Johnson's QOpinion
You have done a great wnork, one
that will lve a fitting monument to a
man with a great moral purpose and
the ability to put It into plaln, simple
words within the comprehenson  of
the everydiay man. The greatest ac-

By LOUIS F. POST :
SECOND EDITION WITH PORTRAIT OF THE AUTHOR

‘*The kev-pote to the volume is that what is really undemocratic is just as surely ungodly; that lack of faith in
people of everv race and place, kindred and kind, 18

[+

Society

government ever f()l.]l‘ldl‘d b,';’ man
with a Jdeliberate declaration of Ideals
concerning maakind, which, if sedu-
lously and jealousiy adhered to, will
enabie it to cschpe the fate of other
natinng cking these asp.rations and
counsels of poerfection, and will other-
wise plunge down into the dark.”

From The Buffalo Courier

“*The Ethics of Democracy’ i3 a
book that will live, It is bound to
have a commanding Influence upon
the economic thought of thiz and fu-
ture times and should be in the hands
of every American willing 1o be con-
vinced lh.u there can be such a thing
#s un honest political system.”

§
|
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complishment in the work is that you
have made complicated problems sim-
ple and evasy to understand.

Your book wis a surprise to me in
many WHYS. You have always re-
ferred to it sn slightingly, depreciat-
ing your efforts. The hrm two chap-
ters staggered me a Hitdle and T was
afrald i1 was going 1o be (00 meta-
physical, but beginning with the chap-
ter on "The Cullege Graduate,” to the
end of the book every line seemed to
make of me a better and wiscr map.

If T have a preferénce for any one
of the ch:t]rter-e over all the o
132 the ane on “Justice and Sacril
although the rhapters on “Trust [2vo-
lution' and “The Trust and Sociul-
ism" are the ones most needed to-day.

TOM L, JOHNSOXN,

Edwward M. Shepard's Opinion

New York Clty. 5th January, 144,
Louis F. Post, Esq., The FPublie, Chi-

cago, IIL
Dear Mr. Pest: T have read your
“Ethles of Idmocrae and 1 write
in the first place to thank voil for the
work, for It truth and for the eleva-
tlon and nobility of its fdeals, And I
wizh further to congratulate yvou upon
the clearness and interest with which
those ideals are presented, It will be
A sad thing indeed if the publle and
organized life of our eountry shall not,
on the whole, be inspired with efi-
cient loyvalty to° the interests of the
masses of men and the rigorous sense
of justice which yvou have put before
us so abiy.  Faithfolly yours,
EDWARD M. SHEPARD.

. From The Outlook, Netw York
“The chlef merit of this volume is
its fundamentally wholesome spirit.
Mr. Poxt writes foarcefully, =lncerely,
sertousiy, and with apt turns ¢f humor,
He is an ardent believer in the Sinele
Tax, and dedicates his work tn the
memory of Henry George. lle s rig-

feal eennomy iz an exact science, He
is as Incisive in his critdeism of So-
cialism as he is of Imperialism; both

he conshlers enemies of that individ-
walism which he thinks essential to
human welture, * * He is often

academie, as he admitz he expects to
be considered, and bookish., He writes,
huwever, so as to stimulate the rearder
to find out for himself why his state-
ments ure true or why they are not,
As this Is one of Mr. Post's purposes
In writing the hook, he has to that
extenty succeeded.”

From The Dial, Chicago
“Mr. Pust is a strong and fearless
thinker, with a remarkable gift ol ex-
position, anmd the radical system o
temocratie ethics which he outlines ls
Tairly sellyonsistent.”

From The Daily News, Chicago
“It_may be sald at the outset that

Mr., Fo-t iz 2 democratle Democrat,
one who reallv  believes  that  the
Lnoelaration  of Independence meant

what it =ald in declaring that all men
Aare born free amd equal In respect to
their natural political rights o life,

Iherty amd the pursuit of happiness,
and that Thomas Jefferson wWas egital-
Iy sincere in holding that the ldeals
of this republic were summed up in
the literal interpretation of the state-

‘Equal rights 1o all,  special
privileges to none.'  Mare than this,

it Is a discussion of the civilization of
v in the light of these historical

larations, written by a man who
haz not permitted any person or pe-
rindlical to (o his thinking for him,
and is wvastly more democratic than
the Democratle party and more repub-
lican than the Hepublican party. In
other words, it is the =ort of hnnk
that all Americans should be famlliar
with, if the Republic is to go on with
its triumphant progress as the only

Wallace Rice-in The Chicago
Examiner

“Mr. Post has rewritten and com-
plitd & handsome book, newly brought
out by L. 8. Dickey ‘0., of Chi-
cago, under tke title ‘Ethics of Dem-
ocracy: A Serles of Optimistic Essays
an 1‘ne Natural Laws of Human So-
ciety.” The work forms a harmon-
ious whole and may be sald to held
hetween 1ts covers all that ig essential
to an  understanding of the plice
America ought 1o hold among the na-
tions. It is not by stamling up and
shouting that America is to retain the
greainess that made Qer the ideal for
lovers of liberty the World around; it
is only by the most patient and uuru
mitting toil thar we can expect to
trionsmit to our children the heritage
we  obtained from our ancestors—
eternal vigilance has alwayvs been the
prive of liberty, and the very modern
endenvors to set up a flag worship or
a =purious patriotism that takes more
thought  for  material  achievements
than for spirltual trlumphs firds no
support In Mr, Post's scheme of Life.”

Willis Abbor in The Pilgrim

“Mr. Pest writes for men who love
thelr fellow men. He writes, further-
muore, for men who live for the pres-
ent and who recognize existing con-
ditions. The bbok is journalistic, but
not ‘journalese if I may draw a d
tinction between the book which is
written with direct reference to
affairs of to-day and that which Is
written in the literary style of
pers, It will serve, T should
15 an admirable antidote to the
s political economy which the
eollages teach and which their more
intelligent students forget as =oon as
they leave the college halls, It is only
to be hoped that it may sgecure i large
circulation among young men of this
SOTL.

The volume is beautifully bound in rich blue cloth, printed on high-grade hand-laid paper: gilt top, deckle edges, 398 pages, Price, per copy, $2.00 net

L. s, DICKEY @ CO., Publishers, 79 Dearborn St.,, CHICAGO
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the request was refused.
later his bones were taken by an ad-
mirer to England, but there such an
outery arose that mo public ceremony
could be held, and no one knows what
became of the last earthly remains of
the great tevolutionist.

Mr, Bedgwick's valuable little bi-
ography is supplled with a serviceable
bibliography, a helpful chronology, and
a frontisplece likenesa of Paine, repro-
duced from a photograph of the por-

trait which hangs in Independence
hall. )
. J. H. DILLARD.
BOOKS RECEIVED.
—Freeland: A Social_Anticipation. By

Dr. Theodor Hertzka. Translated by Ar-
thur Ransom, New York: The Freeland
Prlntln% & Pub, Co., §16 Broadway, New
York. o be reviewed,

—The Blble and Land. By the Rev. James
B. Converse, Morristown, Tenn. Described
by the uuthor as "a Bible argument for the
atraight single tax,"” but as differing from
Henry George's reform In every respect
except that “both fuvor a tax on land.”
Fublished In 1589 for §1, the remaining coples
of the book are offered by the author to any
applicant on recelpt of a two-cent stamp
for pustage, .

PAMPHLETS.

The Hammersmark Publishing company
{151 Wabash avenue, Chlcago), have ren-
dered a service to American readers by re-
publishing In a characteristically neat
pamphlet (price ten cents) Tolstoy's fa-
mous London Times letter on the war be-
tween Japan and Russia,

Levl Moore Powers, In & pamphlet on
“Buccess,” publlshed by the Universallst
Publishing House, of Bosaton and Chicago,
hax an |dea of what constltutes success
wlileh would hardly be liked by thore who
wish to live In the sweat of another's face,
but it 1s a wholesome |dea all the same,

"The Freeland Movement," published by
The Frecland Printing and Publishing Co.,

Ten years

“816-Broadway, New York, Is a prospectus
by Alexander Horr, of the *“Frecland’
movement originhally suggested by Dr,
Theodor Hertzka. It is a scheme of com-
petitive production on the basis of land
communism, for the demonstration of
which an American colony organization is
being attempted,

Eugene V. Deba's letters of last Spring,
Intended to show that John Mitchell, the
leader of the miners’ organization, was un-
duly intHuenced¢ by mlning operators to
bring about a reductlon of wages last
March rather than strike, are published,
together with one from Mitehell and two
of hls assoclates, in a pamphlet (price five
cents) lssued by the Standard Publishing
company, of Terre Haute, Ind,

Malthuslanistic economics have been so
badly battered since John Stuart Mill's
unfortunate acceptance of them, that it is
a little surprising to meet with an advo-
cate of them, and somewhat dlaheartening
when he steps llghtly into the forum with-
out a new thought on the subject. But that
la what an anonymous “Doctor of Medl-
cine” doea In_a pamphlet on *“The State
Remedy for Poverty,” published for two
cents by George Standring, 7 and 9 Fins-
bury strect, E, C., London. The poverty
remedy ?ropoaed is a law to check Increase
of populatlon.

PERIODIOALS.

~=The first of a series of papers promised
by the Arena, on present perlis 1o democ-
racy and how to overcome them, appears
in the September number from the pen of
Congresaman Baker. It is on “The Reign
of Graft and the Remedy.” Robert Tyson
contributes to the same number an articla
on the electoral wisdom of Japan; and W.
D, P, Blisa describes the Athens of Pericles
as the most soclallatle city of the world.
Allan L. Benson, editor of the Detroit
Times, discusses the President, Mr, Knox
and the trusts. Dan Beard cartoons the
Christlan manla for war,

—
CONTRACTORS,

——

S ARIHES e ons von

n!
568 Liberty Btreet, New York

ED, CYRUS LEUBUSCH
COUNBELOR AT Law, -
ENNETT BLDG.

Campaign
Subsoriptions

THE PUBLIC will be sent during
the campaign to persons not now on
its subscription list, for

TWENTY OENTS
This will include the issue of Novem-
ber 19, 1904. Address: BOX 687,
CHICAGO.,

Ba'snoe continoes o
** Our Foreign Trade 22/%noe continoes o
BAYS HODA ‘airbanka, inhisspoech of
ance. Pamphlet on Inter-ational trade

this 0 be & fallacy. malled postpaid, centa
A. C. AUSTIN, g-ni.nu:nr. Utah

Mr. John Z, White's Assignments
For 1904-5,

September—New England States.

October—Missouri.

November—Iilinois, outside Chicago.

December—Pennsy lvania,

January —Washington, D. C., Baltimore,
Md., and Wilmiogton, Del. Ten days
to each city.

February=0Ohio.

March—Indiana and Michigan.

April and May—Pacific Coast Tour,

June, July and Avgust—Chautauquas.

The "“Aassoolation” hopes to be able
to announce within a short times
tour by Rev. Herbert S. Bigelow of
Cincinnati. -

For terms and particulars address

F. H. MONROE, Pres., Palos Park, 11l
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