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of harassing and deadly guerrilla war-
fare. Our troops are winning daily
victories—decisive victories, the re-
ports have it—yet each succeeding
day they have to win another “de-
cisive victory” not far from where
they had won a “decisive victory”
the day before. Truly we have en-
tered upon a career of national
shame, which promises also to be for
our soldiers a long drawn out career
of inglorious suffering and death.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Miss Estella Mae Davidsonhascom-

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

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

1. Largest wheat crop except that of
1891.

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

3. Largest cotton crop.

4. Largest exports of breadstufis.

5. Largest exports of manufactured
goods.

6. Largest aggregate exports of
products and merchandise.

7. Largest production of iron ore.

8. Largest production of pig iron.

9. Largest production of coal.

10. Largest production of copper.

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

12. Largest production of gold.

13. Largest gold holdings.

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

15. Largest aggregate bank clear-
ings.

16.
ings.

17. Largest aggregate sale of bonds.

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

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

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

If this does not indicate prosperity,

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

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

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

Largest aggregate railroad earn-

21. Smallest number of unemployed
since 1872.

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

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

The only pretense anywhere of ris-
ing wages is made by President Lam-
bert, of the steel trust. Heannounces
an increase to take effect March 1.
And what an increase! It is to vary
from 12} to 15 cents a day—hardly
enough to any one workman to buy
his employer a cigar. But that might
not be so important if the increase
were not a mere gratuity but were due
to greater demandsforworkmen. But
confessedly this is not the case. Aec-
cording to the president of the steel
company himself, the increase he pro-
poses is a voluntary gift—or rather
the payment of a promised bribe. He
had, so he says, promised his em-
ployees that “if McKinley was elect-
ed there would be no cut in their
wages, and that if times became pros-
perous they would receive an advance
without their asking forit.” This ad-
vance, he explains, is in redemption of



