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I I ERE is the verse Carlyle loves to quote :—

The Future hides in it
Good hap and sorrow;
We press still thorow,
Naught that abides in it
Daunting us,~~onward.

I owce offered a friend s book containing some “ new views” of
society, or rather, of the reorganization of sociery, “Is it millennial?*"
he asked.  Though himself the advocate of “new views” of religion,

| he still held in a certain abeyance or dread almost-every thing that
8 implied the slightest disturbance of existing social relations. This
| seemed all the more strange to me inasmuch as his new religion, as
.~ himself would contend, was chiefly to be commended because of
| its utility in the present world. T inistrust, however, to do him full jus-
L tice, he was suspicious of a nostrum, some “universal cure,” service-
 able for all ills, and never ailing. George Jacob Holyoake testifies
 that ““ Englishmen, as a rule, get so few generalized ideas into their
o heads, and are so afraid of any < ne who has any in his, that they make
f rather too much of on€ when they get it. If a new principle makes
 its way into their minds, whether political, religious, or social, they
go mad about it for the first few years. They see nothing but that.

2 Every thing else in the world is obscure to them ; and they believe that
§: tlieir crotchet is the high road to the millennium for all the world.”
‘Fear of tumbling into some such vortex as this may have laid its re-
straint upon my friend. I would not, more than he, tumble into every
such “millennial " rut. But of all things I would avoid fear. One
must be free to listen to new views, let their advocates put upon their
regenerating power however marvelous an estimate. What they bring
may not explain the universe ; but every thinking person, I am more
and more led to believe, hits soniewhere, and one cun soon discover
of what value these special hits may be for his or her own thinking.

.:,

B He need not run after them, but, if such lions—or asses it m.a be—
- cross his path, he need not be frightened. The surest way not to fall

into the individual rut is to lie open on one side, at least, fuo what
invasions your fellows about you may be moved of the spirit to make,

i come they “sicklied o’er with the pale cast of thought,” or brawny with

i the day’s common sense.  As to new views Leing “millennial,” in one
L sense, if they have the iota of a truth in their make-up to commend
B them, they certainly are.  If truth were unmillennial, ’twould indeed
B be a wasting of time to entertain it. Though I do not envy that per-
| son, yet he who valiantly stands, through fortune adverse and crush-

| ing, even for one truth, swearing «vermore that it is the sole pivot
¢ on which all else turns, imay not be denounced as one gone mad and
wholly wrong ; for when we consider how all truths do tread one upon

| the other, the starting with any one of them seriously to embody it in
social life, by the very necessity of the case, is an entrance to the cit-
B adel of all truth.  In the working- <perience of the race it will so

prove, if not in the individual’s limited career. Far better be the en-

 thusiast of one idea than sc allsided and serenely broad as to be
t 2fraid to touch anywhere. Courage, then, brother, and patience,—
even to confront millenniums !

By suppressing somcwhat in the way of place and personal refe-

| rence, I am enabled to publish a speech delivered before—thus much
. I may say—the “Invisible Club” at one of its recent meetings.—a

speech which, to my mind, though a trifle audacious and not wholly

sound in some parts, contains that which commends it, aud is not
L without the merit of timeliness :—

“Now, friends, let me tell you, you are altogether too nice and

] mincing. You divide up inw cliques and castes by far too much.
§ Indeed, T o not know why one of you should put on airs. You don’t
® know what you lose by your exclusive demecanor. Are you poets, or
| preachers, or philosophers, or governors, or merchants, or mechanics, or

| day-laborers on the street; rich or poor, learned or ignorant, saint or
| sinner,—vou are all alike; just come out of your shells, and see!

p For myself, I would rather emulate the god who is no respecter of

L persons, and deal in friendliness with all people T meet, never driven
from home in whatever corner of the earth.  Often the laborer is more

agreeable than the master, the maid than the mistress. I have often

§ found more down:ight honesty and direct, manly speech among the
 ‘roughs,” whom ail men know as ‘lawless ard desperate’ by the very
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‘cut of their jibs,’ than amung youths of much culture and pretension.
Intelligence, too, resides as often with those unfamiliar with books,
as with omnivorous readers. And religion, if I know its visage, sits
often with mose grace on the faces of r.nprofessionals. Refinement.
also, I have been surprised to find genuine manifestations of under
roughest exteriors. But, "tis no use to dwell or: everybody’s experi-
euce.  We all know how Burns’s line has its world-wide applications,—

‘A mar’s a man for ’a that.

“What I have to say is that the best people are not all in ore class.
i There is no class that does not contain them, and none that has not
L its due share of the worst.  And then, even these worst have redeem-
| ing traits it will do to hitch to; su that we may take to ourselves no
L superiorities, but freely live, honoring all.
L “Iam free now to say that I truly sympatkise with those whe ob-

B ject to Fraternity and Equality being made into a cast-iron formula,

i so that impertinent creatures may wilfuily thrust their soniety and
claims upon'you. I demard frecdom, and will not be tyrannized over
f by this sort, more than by despots of nobler mien. 'Tis a friendliness
not to brook such intrusion. This from no assertion of superior..y, it
L may be, but say 'tis your whim, and that shall end it. The point is
- this: youdeal thus with irdividuals, <nd are free to fraternize or ex-
clude by genuine recognition of your personal likes and dislikes,—not
E doubting or denying all the while that those whose social overtures you
e refuse may and do have vast virtues and agreeablenesses to commend
. thum; only, they are not so made up, and you are not so made up, that

you two can flow on happily together.  That is one thing ; another, and -

. quite unlike, is the inabili" to pass over class distinctions, and found
* your friendship in all ranks and races, I said in the beginning that
| weare all alike. This equality is not of merit, nor ofgreatness : rather
. of our nothingness : equal we are in God,—in being by our individual
selves nothing. Who is great alone? Who is rich alone? Who is
wise alone? Isolation, then, is weakness, poverty, ignorance,—blank
p and eternal.  But in society we are heirs of all tucre is.  You, and I,
. and every soul, is thus endowed : we are nothing : we are all the uni-
- verse houds.

“*Oh why should the spirit of miortal be proud?’

is the sole line of Liaccln’s favorite verse I am unable to forget. Not
proud, but full of content, as having all,
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“Thke boldness of these impromptu utterances, friends, you will

| forgive, ncr deem my paradoxes without point, since what we fee!

strongly, [ am persuaded, goes hand in hand with the spirit of truth.””

“EXTRACT from a letter to ar acquaintance in Australia :—

“Your friend bas brains: so he tells you. Do they count for nothing,

f —or as equal only to dull, brute, muscular force? 1s his time not worth
B {ar more than that of the fellow who works on the road and digs your

ditches? In short, being in pos.ession of a goedly amouvnt of brains,
well cultured and mature, he, without challenge, ought to receive for
the service he renders mankind much more abundantly of this world’s
goods than his horny-handed brother there,—whose brains are few, and
whose culture is nothing to speak of,——for the labor he performs. If
they exchange labor, measuring it by time, the disparity will be great.
How great? ‘Very great,” he will respond. Yes; he said that be-
fore. ‘Well,” he replies, ‘the fellow cught to have a comfortable liv-

t ing ; but 7 require far more for my activity in the world than he does ;

iy nature is more costly ; it takes more to run me ; besides, the more
I have, the more I return to society. I ama ws¢fw/ in proportion to
my income.” This is your friend’s gospei: he is a believer in it, and
no shadow of doubt crosses his mind. The more he has, the richer

 is the rest of the world: that is his sclace,—though, for the matier

of cquity, were he the only fellow with brains on this planet, the bal-

‘ance of the world could not compensate him overmuch for their use ; he

would be entitled to all they could rake and scrape, he using said brains

| of his to tell them where the raking and scraping should be done, and
| how many hours they should keep themselves at it. The question as
b to how much of other people’s labor he should command as the equiv-

alent of his own would be solved thus: he would take all he wanted,

- and they all he pleased to give them.

“Well, your friend is a type of the business world—in Australia. A
man must be paid for his brains as if he owned them. ¢What!’ I hear
your friend exclaiming ; *don’t own his own brains? What is the world

| coming to?’ Coming to the much talked of ‘truth of things,” I hope.
W Iie need not be alanmed. There is no disposition to do him any |
f harm ; but only a harmless desire to show him how it is he is not
B bounc to be hoggish on the sole ground that he is in possession of

brains. He will excuse the phrase; : say it good-naturedly. In truth,

| I attach o blame whatever to hia. Other people, endowed as he,
E would think the same, and act the same,—-though his acting, as X have
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noticed in your reports, in many instances is no. as his thinking, but
vastly better.  Personalities, then, aside ; let us see what the nature
of things has to say.

“I suppose that. what is meant by ‘brains’ is not that they are so
uncommon a thing witn mankind generally ; but that a certain number
of people, by much painstaking and labor, have greatly improved the
quality and the usefulness of their inherited portion, and that, in so
- doing, they have an.ded to their costliness.  So when they meet other

people to exchange labor, they have ~ right to all the advantage this
extra and prior labor of theirs wiil afford them. It means this, and
it means something more. It means, further, that because the number
_of those who have brains thus skilled aad apt for difficult tasks is
comparatively small, that fact entitles them to a consideration which
E they weuld lose if the nwnber was greater,  There are two grounds
b of Lo.npensation: 1, culture; 2, culture only ina few. The first I ad-
mit. The sccond, though told ecvery day of my life of the ‘eternal
and irreversible law of supply and demand,” I cannot fathom with
any sense of simple equity I am in possession of. I will glance at
| these points in reverse order, the last first.

“1. Why should your friend charge for his labor all he pleases,
irresprctive of any principle of equity, just because he stands alone
among his fel.ows, competent to do a particular kind of work? As
I understand h'm, he has a perfect right to do this; in other words,
& his doing so is altogether fair and square. He cannot be complained
- of if he make his price so exorbitant—I need go no further. I have
unwittingly used the very word that upsets the whole thecry. I was
going to say he could ~it be compiained of if whole communities

B were put in such straits that, to pr.-chase his services, they were forced

to reduce themselves tu abject und life-long servitude.  But that one
word,—cuirent enc. h, I am glad to say,—that one word ‘exerbi-
tant’ is proof irrefutable that equity cannct be established by laws
<1 supply and demand. There is a sense of what is fair that this
. much-dwelt-upon ‘law’ will not explain. A man may not justly take
more thar. the equsvalent of his labor, be the circumstances as tempt-

| inc as they may.  More than thatis ‘exorbitant.” It is seen, neverthe- } .

L 1ess, that he is liable to do so.  Examples are too numerous tc doubt
that such is the tendency. The quick wit of the world has also seen
- th.t he can be managed and effectually headed off in his vile extor-
tionary practice by competition. No, I fear I am conceding toc

. much. What people see is something akin to what Mr. Webster saw '

when he told the young lawyer that there was ‘room up higher.

They see there is a chance for them,—each individual envious of your

friend who has the field all to himself with the ability to get royal
compensation for lus every stroke of labor—up where competition is
not so active as it is down where they are ; their aspiration being not
to reduce your friend to equity, but to share his advantage. ‘There’s
millions in it,’ they shout, and up they go. The result, however,
redounds to the general good, suggesiing the old text, ‘The Lord
causeth ever. the wrath ol man to praise him.” Here I touch what
some are pleased tu call the great ‘incentive’ to ali improvement.
Take away this impulse to struggle for the opportinitics to gouge
mankind, and you reduce all the world to an amhl orless dead lev 2l
Is it so? If it de so, I am sure it would be well of it were Tuickly
done,  Let us turn again, and live as the cattle,—

“they are so placid and self-contain’d;
* * * * * * *
Not one is dissatisfied—-nct one is demented with (he mania of owning things.”-

But that there are other and higher incentives to indu:*rv and self-
improvement all sane minds freely grant, and are indignant when *hey

f find they have laid themselves open to such an aspersion. ‘Gouge

mankind !’ That they never meant, of course. But when a man
hears that matches are going to be scarce, : nd goes directly and buys
up all there are in his native village, that 1e may hold them for the
big price, it isn't a very neighborly act, ic it?

“We have se=n, then, that your friend may be brought to equitable
tezms by competition.  Shall we therefore rely on the ‘law of supply
and demand?’ What becomes of your friend? Is he made a better
man when he is brought down to decent behavior by the rigors of
this law?  Are all these others, whose ‘incentive’ was to pluck from
golden opportunity colossal wealth, but who, rushing finally in too
solid rark, tumble, or are thrown back by their infectious greed,—are
all these moral-natured souls made happier at last, happier and better?
I want your friend to see that competition, or the lack of it, is not the
only thing that ought to persuade hiin from indulging in ‘exorbitant’

demands for his labor. If he has ‘brains,’ let him so use them that he ¥

shall not he the only soul disposed te give thanks. I do not urge him
to philanthropy,~—that is his own affair,—but to equity, pure and
simple.

“2. This brings me to the second query: What extra compensa-
tion is your friend entitled to? He has already answered for himself
sufficiently near the mark by laying his claim upon the basis of extra
previous labor in preparing himself for to-day’s work. Where he errs
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is in falling into the far-spread delusion that this extra outlay is to be
provided for by the advantage it affords him over his fellows in being
able to charge a fancy price. The simple and honest way is to seek to
exchange with his fellows equivalents of service. In naming his price
he will ask, not what benefit his service will be to his neighbor, but
what is the drain and damage to himseif.  His neighbor will consider
tlie same question ; and then time agaiit time, in such propertions as
their inint appe: ! to fucts shall determine. There may arise a compe-
tition among his neighbors tor the article or service he wishes to dis-
pose of, and the temptation to wait for the ‘highest bidder’ may be
strong ; but I se¢ no escape for kim, if he will preserve his equitable
intent, but in a faithful adherence to Josiah Warren’s dictum,—¢ Cost
the Zimit of price. B

“]t were impossible here to anticipate, now that this brief commu-
nication is so near its end, the numerous objections which the mere
suggestion of the ‘cost principle’ gives rise to.  Nor shall T attempt
it. Onlce let the moral sense of your friend play upon the old maxim
that ‘a thing is worth what it will dring and he will work his own
way, I do not doubt, to some other conclusion than that he should
make the dire necessities of his fellow-men the basis of his wealth.
On some future occasion T hope to take the subject up where T am
now about tc leave it, and supply (0 some extent the argument that will
commend * Equitable Cominerce * to his more favorable consideratioii.

“But I must not close without a word in regard to the ‘ownership
of brains,’ as I doubt not your fr.end is still curious as to the scope of
the reform contemplated under that head. T do not at all imagine he
is unduly agitated, for he knows as well as any one that ‘possession
is nine points of the law.” "With the citadel so well defended, he may

well feel he can scoff at danger. T mean to say—and I anticipate his ]
concurrence—that no man can have so exclusive an ownership of his &

brains as to {ree him from ooligations to the social state. 1llowever

much he may do himself towards their culture, of which he is at least J
cognizant if not proud, the society in which he has lived has contrib- !

uted its by no means inconscquential share.  Let him *put that in his
pipe and smoke it” Without society his ‘brains’ would be smail in
calibre and of little import. He would not even have the pleasure of

a comparison with the inferior equipment of others.  The President of '}
Amherst College has said with much force, ‘Endow a man with any |

possessions you please ; give him any kind or degree of culture; Jet
his cultuie be clothed and crowned with virtue till it shines like the

sun, and lesser stars fade in his light ; then leave him to himseif ; take i
away the restraints and incentives of society,—how iong before his gkl

glory will be gone?’ Now, your friend and the world at large will re-
spond heartily to all this, and yet, at the same time, remain wedded
to the Hpinion that a man’s brains are so much his own that he is mor-
ally free from observing a more Jdevout respect for Equity than is forced
upon him by the ‘Law of Supply and Demand.’

“T take my present leave of the subject here.”

THis evening [ talked with the conductor of a borse car on my way
in from -——-—  He was intelligent, educated, and seemed to ap-
preciate the sturtion. , He averagad twelve hours a day, for which
day’s work he rcceived one dollar and severtyfive cents. He had

1

seen the time when he vwould have “turtod up his nose ” at such pay;
F

-~ but now he couldn’t help himself ; he * as glad to get any thing to do,

and most any kind of wages ; he had friends enough who couldn’t tell
where their next mecal was coming from ; they belonged to the “ tramp
brigade,” much against their will ; they were ““drafted, and couldn’t

get off, even on a furlough.” 1 inquired after a conductor I used.to

know, wipm of late I had missed. He had been discharged, not for
any thing he did, but for something he omitted to do. The “spotters ”
didn’t hear the sound of the “punch” as often as they thought they

@ were privileged to.  When he was jiaid off, he informed the Company

that he had not worked for nothing. They judged he had not, as he
soon went into a profitable business for himself. I said that I had
read in sone respectable daily journal that “ the honest conductor re-

} garded the punch as a badge of honor, the Company thereby assuring
E the public that here was a man who could be trusted to record the num-
. ber of his freight.”” He smiled, and said, if they were obliged to wear

a ball and chain, he supposed it would still be regarded as an hunor-
able apper.dage by the enlightened press, which was always ready and
eager to defend the upper dog.  “ Not so bad as that,” I interposed.
“They always take the side of the capitalist as agi'nst the laborer,—
all the respectadle journals do,” he responded vigorously. I made some |
inquiries as to the management of the road in respect to the salaries

b of the different officers, “The President of the road is paid ten thou- |

sand dollars,” he went on to say; “the Chief Conductor twenty-five |
hundred dollars,—or two thousand dollars by the Railroad Cempany
and five hundred dollars by the Punch Company. He was influential
in gettiog the punches introd..ced, and they have some sort of an ar-
rangement, 'The punches ar< rented at twenty cents a day ; each con-
ductor has two. The Punch Company is making a big thing out of it ;

b they wouldn't sell a punch for love or money. That makes forty c¢ ats
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a day for each conductor. If they would add that forty cents to the
conductor’s wages, and whatever else they pay for spics, in my opinion
it would be a better investment. There would be & few who would
: steal «ll they get, any way ; but most of them, when they knew ‘the
square thing had been done by them, would reciprocate.  As it is now,
the Company says to every man, ‘We've done our d—-—dest to fix you
sc vou can’t steal,” and that makes a thief even of an henest man.,  If
he’s got to wear the name, he muy as well have the game. The fact is,
no conductor has anv sympathy with the Company. If he does well,
it’s to keep his place. The thing ain’t run right anyhow. If it’s for
the public, why don’t the public manage it? “Why does th. city let a
private corporation have such roads all in their hands?  If the people
had good sense, they would take all such things under their own pro-
tection.  Fares on the roads could be reduced half, and gas could be
furnished two-thirds less.  All these corporations are just plundering
the people, and there’s no use i it.”” T must not omit to report one
other remark, which will further serve to show that a conductor on a
horse-car may not be without a commendable public spirit.  “ 1 have
as much pride in Boston as any man dare have+ but T would like to see
Boston welfare include all classes of people. Boston, of all cities,
“cught 1.0t to measure her prosperity by « few rich people.  VWhat kind
of suc- ess is it, when only a few succeed aad the rest fail,—and fail,
not because they don’t deserve success, but because, as things are ar-
renged, success for them is impossible?  T'here ought to be one city
in the world—just for the novelty of the thing, if for no better reason
—which would secure a chance of prosperity to all.  They may talk as
much as they please,—it isn’t done; and those that have the upper
hand don't want it done. 1 know, for I have been there, and have
secn now things work. Don’t you suppose I would like to do some-
thing hesides just earn a living for mysel{? T would like to be able to
con.ibute to the general good and pleasure by improving and beauti-
fring the city. Eut I can’t, and there are thousands like me. We
can’t on twelve dollars a week. But the President of the road, with
his ten tl.casand, can. Now the question is, Ar< his two or four hours
worth so much more than our ten or twelve?”
Of cou-sé I give 1his conversatiou from memory, but have made my
report as faithful as possibie. 1 have deeined its significance to lie in

the expression of opinions indicating a new social science, which are
T

by no means, 2« I Lhave some opportunities for knowing, rare among #

s class o working people.

“Molly Maguires” are broken up. We are told that “ the his-
to-y of (his terrible organization is, in {act, a portion of the history of

4 ailesunionism. It was carrying to an extreme—a logical extreme—

*ke noticn that the aceumulation of capital is a robbery of the luaborer,
and that uny means to right the wrong is justifiable.” I am by ro
means as well informed on the history of trades-unionism as I could
wisk, nor do I believe in the principle of its organization, which is a
denial of individual liberty as regards the disposal of one’s own labor ;
but 1 am entirely confident that no trades-union ever organized, in
whatever part of the world, ever in word or decd proclaimed that
“the accumulation of capital is a robbery of the laborer.” Nothing of
the sort. It cannot be shown of labor agitators anywhere. Trades-
unionists have sought to Zmi¢ the accumulation of capital in the hands
of capitaiists by asserting, and, so far as they covld, enforcing, their
own rightful claim to compensating wages. That they have been of-
ten exasperated and driven into vinleace no one needs, or cares, to
deny. The principle of individual liberty of cheice, which they have
disregarded under the plea of mutunal protection and benefit, is set aside
no less arbitrarily by every government organized by force for mutual
protection that the sun ever shone upon. It is the doctrine of protec-
tion denying free trade between nations applied to the different trades,
The trades-union people have gone to school in the world’s politics.
If trades-unionism has logically run into this extreme of kiliing the en-
emy, National-Unionism has not been far from setting examples cf
extremeness in similar directions. T am aware that a difference may
be pointed out in the two cases, but I s:2 also a similarity that bodes
no good for either.

But what my attention is more particularly called to is that, while
great pains seems to be taken to emphasize all the atrotities of these
late Molly Maguire murderers, littlc or no mention is made of the pro-
vocation in which the order first originated. That the order fell un-
der the control of a set of very bad and desperate feliows is probably
true ; but without some adequate cause there could have been no ex- |
cuse even for a suggestion of such a Union. I have seen but one at-

. tempt to explain the origin of the “ Mollies ” which has seemed to me

at all reasonable. I find in the New York Herald of June 15 a state-
ment by a correspondent to which I give full credence. The writer
refutes the assertion, freely made by scme, that the Molly Maguire or-
ganization is only a dark and deadly Jeduction from the idiosyncrasies
of Irish character, and says: “Disguise it as we may, this organization
and its crimes are part of the contest between labor and capital, and, §
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but for this contest, the Molly Maguires would never have been known
to America.” A part of the further statement he makes is as follows:

“Up to the beginning of the war nobody ever heard of the Molly Maguires, or the
Ruckshats, or tie Black Spots, or the Sleepers.  With the war came an unexpectrd
development of the coal regions, and with this uneapected development disorder and
anarchy. Coal commanded enormous prices, and the supply was unequal to the de-
mand. New mines were opened and new collieries established in every direction,
and yet the supply fell below the Jdemand. Even black dust sold as coal; and
slate and shale, and inceed aay thing that was dark ir color, was weighed out to the
unresisting customer as fuel.  The carrying companies prospered as they had never
prospered before, and v.ed the extraordinary surplus they had acquired in this unex-
ampled cra of prosperity to become coal-mining as well as coal-carrying companies.
In o {cw years the six great transportation companses owned ail the coal Jands in the
anthracite region. Inthe “ London World ” of only a few Ihysagzo I find an interview
with Mr. Gowen, which is reprinted with approval in the  ottsville journals, which
not cnly comes by authority, but is in itself as clear an exposition of the origin of
these Molly Maguire ouiroges as it is of the arguments upon which the President of
the Philadelphia & Reading Railroad Company expects to raise money in the Eng-
lish markets. '

“+ 1 found,” he said, ‘that thirty million dollars had been spent in constructing lines
to certain mineral basins, and that these lines had no value whatever exc pt for the
mineral traffic th arried. Yet anybody else was free to make a line to the same
puint, and so rux our line. T therefore deemed it a measure of safety to purchase
these inineral basins entirely, and the fifty million dolars which this required left us
rather bare of money.  Then came long continued depression, arising from various

sound footing, we want a little time.”  Uf Mr. Gowen’s fraukness had coutinued, he
would have added that the same policy which induced the aggrandizement of the coal
basins had alse compelled the oppression of labor, and that the ‘local trouble’ to

which he referred was the rebellion of the laborers against a grinding monopoly that |

had undertaken more than it could perform.  Without excuse as the Molly Maguire

murders are, the Molly Maguire opposition was the natural and necessary outgrowth:
of the polic, pursued by the great mining and carrying companies, which combine |

to make coal cheap at the mines and dear in the marl:et, because both the producer
and the consu:ner are at their mercy.”

1t iz much too common with us all to lock on one picture, and not
on the other. Therc is woe enough pronounced on the offences that

come, but not a careful disposition to discern “by whom the offence §

cometh.”

RECENTLY a chance acguaintar ce of mine was a vcung Russian, who B

could “speak not much Engiish.” 1Ie had a thoughtful, serious face,

for ¢ne of his age, and a certain dignified demeanor that arrested my g

attention, especially as he had accosted me asking alms. I feit in-
stinctively, though his ycars might not justify it, that he was not with-§
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out soine unusual experience of an ennobling, heroic sort.  Our con-
versation was brief, and my questioning not at all prompted by a curi-
osity to try his honesty. That I conceded at once. The impression
he made upon me was of one fallen into adverse circumstances, yet re-
taining pride of character and a reserved purpose for the future. He
was down for the time, but was not likely to stay down. His story ran
thus. He was six months away from Russia,—three or four months
alone in this country. His sister came with him, and died. They
“was run away from government.” They “join the Revolution, get
suspect, and hurry away.” His “sister write book to make mad the
peasants ; they too stupid to know much ; by and by they get some
sense, and do some great thing ; get free the whole Russia, and have no
Tzar; poor people be free, und enough to live and be educated.” He
would “go back some day, and help.” He came to America with
about one thousand dollars; he had got no wcrk yet, and the money
was gone,—but may be he would get some by ard by. He “ust get
some to send back to the Revolution.” As he came (0 talk of the “Rev
olution,” his speech and gesture became very emphatic and earnest.

I recall the above related incident at this time upon reading in the
“Nineteenth Century” a paper on “Russian Revolutionary Litera-
ture.,” ‘Tne writer gives, in some detail, an account of the recent trial
in St. Petersburgh, “which reveals the inner working of a Russian se-
cret society ot the most revolutionary nature.”

“The prisoners belonged, most of them, to the always interesting class of revolu-
tionary enthusiasts; and their proceedings, though al'most insanely unwise, are ren-

B dercd (o some extent romantic by their nature and pathetic by their result.” Their

leaders * were all persons of more or less culture, being what we should call “gentle-
men and ladies,” but their aim was to carry on a revolutionary propaganda among the
common people.

* With this intention they disguised themselves, ad¥pting the dress of .he peasants
and artisans, and by this means ubtained access to manufactories and other centres
of labor. Having become personally acquainted with small groups of their fellow
workers, they then proceeded to inculcate their peculiar doctrines, recommending
them 2t tinics in conversation, but more often relying upon the efficacy of the secretly

. printed books, to which they seemed to attribute a kind of magical influence. Witha

chi'd-like faith, resembling that of many of our cwn tract distribators, they held that
a good deed was done whenever ore of their seditious publications was placed in a

workman’s hands, and they toiled on, in spite of meeting with little or no encourage- §
ment, with a determination woiiiiy of a better cause.”

As touching the character of these revolutionists it is shown that
men and women alike were ready to undertike any hardship, and per-
forni the most menial of services, in carrying out their plans.




*The most interesting by far of the conspirators are the women. The type of
character which they represent is one which is very unfamiliar with us. ‘We find »t
difficult to believe that young girls, belonging to what we should call the upper
middle classes, well educated, and by no means destitute of culture, can Jeave their
homes and go away of their own {ree will, to lead a hard life among strange people of
a lower class,—all for an idva. We can understand such a sacrifice heing made in
the cause, let us say, of religion or loyalty, but for the sake of irreligion an.( dislo-
yalty it appears unaccountable.  Yet it is just because these young wome:: refused to

- respest any existing laws, whether claiming to be of divine or of human crigin; be-
cause they looked upon Church and State as equally obsolete institutions; and because
1 they wished to sweep away all political and social distinctions, and to leave rothing
E but a common land equally divided among the working classcs,—that they gave
up their homes, and severed themselves from their kith and kin, and went into the
§ wilds of Fussian city life as Nihilistic Missionaries. They hud nothing to gain by the
. changes they desired to bring about; they had every thing to lose, if their efforts
E should be detected.  And yet they worked en, amid discouragement and discomfort,
- with never ceasing encrgy and determination.”

Their propagative literature is in niuy respects remarkable, evi-
dencing a genuine movement of thought on topics regarded as of prime
and pressing importance. It reveals a philosophy as well as a purpose,
and, if revolutionary, it is revolution with intelligence. The “Tale of
Four Brothers” is relatea as follows :-—

“There were once four brothers who lived i1 a forest, unconscious of other folk.
But at last one dayv they chased a bear to the top of a mountain, from which they
b oot their first view of the outer world, and saw villages and homesteads, and men
tilling the soil. o they determined to explore the new land which lay before them,
L and to make acqaaintance with the ways of civilized men. The first man they met
- strongly recommended them to go back to their forest home; but they paid no at-
- tention to him. The next passer-by was a pilgrim, who sang, as he went, a doleful

song, the burden of which was, —

I roa:aed all over Russia: groans the moujik and moans;
From hunger he moans, from hunger:
From cold he groans, from cold.’

I Hearing this, the brothers took counsel together, and resolved to separate for a time
' and travel in different directions, and then to come together again and compare
' accounts, so as to find out where men live most comfortably, One of them, Ivan,
. went northwards. Coming to a village, ke was surprised to find the peasants hard
at work ben=ath a blazing sun, while a landed proprietor was looking lazily on.
. Venturing on an expostulation, all that he gained was a flo;ing, whereby he at
Jength understood that laws mean this,—that the rich man may bully the poor, and
the poor man must put up with every thing, and always hold his prace, and grovel,
L moreover, at the other's feet. A little later he was told Ly un old man, with whom
he drank, all about the peasants: how they were serfs until they were freed by the
. Tzar, and how arbiters were appointed from among the gentry, who gave only bad
E 1and to the peasants, and called in soldiers to shoot them if they complained. Mus-
. ing on all this, Ivan went further. Many villages and towns did he visit; every-

where was life bitter to the peasant and the workman. At last he witnessed a case
of such oppression on the part of a village clder that the peasants mutinied. The
police came and seized Tvan as ringleader, and he was sent to Siberia.  Meantime
the second brother, Stepan, had gone south. There one day he found an official
arbiter attemnting to force some villagers to accept the worthless land he wished
to allot to them as their official share.  As they refused to agree, the arbiter called
in soldiers, who attacked the peaple. In the fight that ensued a young soldier
killed his father. Honorstruck at the sight of the old man’s blood, the soldier
turned and slew the arbiter, whose orders bad brouaght about the parricidal deed.
The other soldiers were then beaten off by the viilagers, whom Stepan proceeded
to harangue, saying that the soldiers ought to make common cause with the people,
and all Russia ought to rise in simultaneous rebellion, and not go on trusting to
the Tzar. ‘It secins to me a shame that so many millions of men should be able
to do nothing for themselves, but should go on trusiing in some one ¢lse’ But
the peasants merely replied: “ We'll hand you over to the ‘authorities for such
speeches.” At last they did so, and Siepan was sent to Siberia as a rebel. The
third brother, Demnian, had visited the cities of Fastern Russia, w.nd there worked
hard. But, however much he toiled, he never could do more than barely support
existence.  Money he could by no means acquire, fur the emplen.rs of labor kept
it all for themselves.  One day he was prese~t whea same villagers refused to pay
their taxes, saying that they were tvo poor to Jo so. A priest was scnt for, who
urged them to obey the authorities, whercupun Demian argued the point with him;
and the result was that he also was sent to Siberia.  Thither also, about the same
time, was the fourth brother sent.  1le had been so delighted by the sight of 2 mon-
astery, with its white walls, and green roofs, and gilded domes, rising amid trees §
on a cliff above a river, and so struck by the interior of its church, in which pil-
grims knelt, and monks saug, and tapers burnt, and incense smoked, that he asked §
leave to live in it as a servant, thinking it a kind of Sacred Paradise. Dut, to his
horror, he found that the monks were dissolute hype crites, and the abbot an impos-
tor, who used mechanical means to draw tears from the eyes of a miraculous picture
and money from the pockets of the faithful. For attempting to reveal this and §
similar frauds, Luke was seized by the people, and sent, like his three brothers, io
Siveria. On the road leading ‘from dear mother Russia to step-mother Siberia,’

the four brothers met again. Comparing their experiences, they came to the con- Ji

clusion that nowhere was there to be found a place'in which poor people live hap- §
pily. But the time would come, they all agreed, when the people wouls rise 1 §
revolt, and their oppressors would be overthros , and the poor man would be able
to live at ease. Thereupon they all four made good their cscape. ¢ And from that }§
time forth they have been traversing Russia, ever rousing the peasants, inviting
them to the jloody feast. They wander north, south, east, and west. Nobody knows
them, no ey¥sees them, but all can hear their ioud-sounding voice. And at the sound
of thai voice the peasant takes courage, lifts up his downcast head, feels his blood
spring like a fountain within him, and is ready to stand up for his liberty, for his |
land, and for his frcedon. from taxes. And when they have enlightened all the
peasantry, mother Russia will resound with a mighty music, and will roll like the §
blue sea, and with mighty billows will she drown all her ovil foes.’” »

Another of these tracts is called the Khitraga Mekhanika,” or
“Cunning System,” and is a treatise on political cconomy Jesigned to
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instruct the peasantry as to whence their incomes are derived and how
they are spent, Its purport is as follows :—

“The moujik works incessantly, endures the heat of summer aud the frosts of win-
ter, and gathers together a few roubles, most of which are swept away by the tax-
gaiherer, for from hard-earned gains of the poor are formed the riches of the State.
Out of thes. .. ..~ go nine :millions of roubles to the Tzar, and one hundred and
seventy millions to ‘ne army and navy; and all that is allotted to the share of the
working classes, who realily supply te money, is seven hundred and sixty thousand
roubles for national schosls.” ‘

The * Story of a Copeck” is a most interesting “ tract,” and is so
briefly told that I will transcribe it also:-—

“«Russia was a pleasant country to live in when there were only peasauts in it.
But as there was consequently no sin there, tne devil neither slept nor broke his fast
fur seven years, at the end of whick time he invented priests.  Two similar periods
of abstine: ~e subsequently qualifie:! Lim for the invention of landed progrietors and

traders. All of them were well received by the peasants, whpm they soon got into ¥

their hands. One day a pessant asked mother Farth where he could find a copeck.
The answer was ‘Dig.”  So he dug and dug, and at last he fornd the coin.  This he
gave to the priest in exchange for a crumb of bread, and the priest gave it to the
sacristan, telling him to get thezewith a pig.  And the sucri tan took it 10 a trades-
man, and demanded in return for it a pig and a honeycomb.  And the tradesman took
it t» the peasant, and told him to produce a pig, and a honeycomb, and a wef-skin.
The neasant handed over the pig, and went intc the forest, where he found wild honey
and sicw a bear. ‘The Lear-skin he took with honey to the tradesman. who gave him
the copeck, but insisted on his leaving a part of his apparel helind, as he had
brought the wrong kind of fur. The copeck he straightway carriec to h.: fandlord’s
house, as money dre to him. ~ After this he met with a series of acciderns, resulting
in the return of the copeck into his hands. Thereupon he determined never to part
with it again. And he kept his resolution, although first the police, and then the sol-
diers, were sent to take it from him.  And one night, as he slept, the copeck came to
him and led him to a szge, who ordered a bird to carry him away to a fai-off land.
There he saw the harvests being gathered by joyous bards of peasants, working
together like so many brothers. There, he was told, there were no authorities, no

traders, no landlords, no priests. Therefore fraud, and oppression, und sorsow were 3
unknown, and all men lived in peace and unity. When he awoke, he went forth]
into the world as the apostle of such ideas as were realized in that happy dream- {8

land.”

There is one pamphlet entitled “ From Fire into Flame,” which treats

directly of the freedom of the serfs, and states that to which the pre
vailing cordifion of the emanc'pated race in our own country helps to
give the aspect of truthfulness. The statement is that the peasants,
though prizing their freedomn as sure to work them in the long future a
good result, are ::0w no better off

“Only one-fifth of the soil has passed into their hands. The gentry have kept the
other four-fifths for themselves; so that, while each peasant holds only three des-
iatines, the shares of their former masters average six hundred and seveniy-three
api.ce. There are even worse evils than this to cemplain of.  *The former system
was like a wolf falling vpon a man in a thick wood.  T'ne present one is like a swamp
full of leeches,’ which suck his life’s blood. The yoke of the capitalist is heavier
now than in former days was that of the serf-holder. . . . An average Russian fani-
ily of five persons may obtain from thei- land each year about one hundred and ten
cwt. of corn, which is valued zt one hundred and eighty roubles. This leaves the
family about half a rouble—or zightecn pence—a day to live upon, supposing thai
they make enough by their winter ha-diwork to pay 2!l dues and taxes, r=ckoned at
one kundrad and fifty roubles. But «f the lanls were properly divided, the prasants
would te at least ten times as rich as *tcy are now.”

There is a vast deal of this sort of literature, setting forth with more
ot less skill in poetry, fiction, and argument, the evils and sorrows of
the * Troublous Time in Russia,” and proposing rebellion as the sole
eficient remedy.

*In rebellion lies the sole chance of saving the people from the poverty, hunge:,
and cold which it endures, and from the final destruction which awaits it in the fu-
ture ; rebellion against landholders, against labor employers, against the Tear, and
against every authority which undertakes to defend the spoilers of the people. . . .
‘There draws nigh the torrible, deadly contest between the working people and their
oppresscrs.  Already over all the land are spread our friends and comrades; already
do they everywhere secretly sharpen their knives and prepare matches.  Like a tor-
rent will blood fiow ; like a burning sea will glow fires.  But as rusty iron is purified
in the furnace, so will the world also be rencwed when that struggle is over.”

“ Arise, stand up, O working people!
Hungering brother, rise against thy foes!
Spread abroad, O cry of national vengeance!

Forwards!

“The Vampire-Tzar sucks thy vens:
The Vampire-Tzar drains the people’s blood.
e requires soldiers for the army;
Send him thither, then, your sons.
Feasts and palaces by him are needed;
Give him, then, thy blood.”

A “Poem by a Working Man,” is thus translated :—

“Tt is not the grass that is sighing in the steppe,
Nor the wind moaning in the oak-wood.
A bold and migaty cry makes itself heard, —
It summons us to war witi: the foe.
It is not falcons that arc fiying, scenting corpses aigt at hand;
It is the working folk risirg in arms
To avenge their sires and grandsiies!
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“ Let us forth, then, brothers in friendship,

To quaff together the cup of Fratornityl

And above fallen monarchism,

‘Yo unfurl the banner of Equality!”

Frowm all accounts it appears that the Russian Empire is honey-
combed, a, is indeed the whole continent of Europe, with a restless
socialism, which, spite of all repressive measures, is steadily increasing
in power of numbers and strength of intellectual conviction. What
does it all portend? The writer of the paper in the “ Nineteenth Cen-
tury,” to whom I am greatly obliged for these paragraphs, is of opinion
that these revolutionary societies, especially i Russia, are of no great
political significance. As was developed, he thinks, in the recent trial
at 3t. Petersburgh, the mass of the peasants do not appear to relish
the doctrines thrust upon them. Yet he believes it advisable for the
“ quthorities to think seriously of providing other cutlets thar. now ex-
ist for the self-sacrificing enthusiasm which at present drives -0 many
of the Russian youth of either sex inte . _cllion.” e also concedes
that “ there must be something radically wrong in the institutions of a
country where the good qualities of its inhabitants become enlisted on
the sice of rebellion.”  Nevertheless, he regards “rebellion” as “crim-
inal,” and is pieased to think the Russian working people turned a
deaf car to “revolutionary appeals.”™  “ Criminal as was their conduct,
it is impossible not to feel pity for enthusiasts who gave themselves up
for an idea to an almost certain fate.” He characterizes their litera-
tute as “trash.”  Elsewhere I have quoted his expression of surprise
that such sacrifice as the lives of these conspirators illustrated could
be made “for the sake of irreligion and disloyalty,”—a “surprise”
which could only originate, in my judgment, in an utter failure to un-
derstand the tiue character alike of religion and of loyalty. Itistime
to learn that sacrifice for humanity is the only practical act a true re-
ligion can exhibit. We have had enough of piety that sings praises to
God and takes the side of the oppressor. Let men deny God, if they
will : it shall Le forgiven them. But vhoso denies the claims of human
nature is {or ever the only atheist the world needs to fear, Irreligion!
Young men who will leave comfortable homes and all “fair prospects

of advanczment, personal gain, to toil at common trades and in facto-

rics ;7 young women who will forsake refined society, ease, and lu.ury,

renounc.ng marriage that they may become apostles of an idea, wear-
ing t! e dress of the common peasa.. women, going barefooted, fetcl.x—
ing water, doing all the work of the hous¢ for thcmseh'fss and t}jelr‘
brother propagandists,—what shall we say of such devotion? What §
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judgment pronounce upon young men and women whose self surrender
rises until its conspicuousress astonishes even stupidity itself 7 Simply
this: if religion is #ofthere, religion has missed one more golden oppor-
tunity of commending itself to mankind.

As to the “disloyalty ” of these people, vhat a strange perversion of
every iota of justice does such a charge .ootai!  Here, again, it is
time to learn that loyalty is not fealty to 1=igning usurpation, though
it be clothed in sacred robes of State.  No soul in Russia owes lo-
R yalty to Emperors or nobility.  And this is what the “social propagaad-
- ists " have discovered.  Their devoiion is to mother Russia,—to tie
cause of human rights and duties among the people. Against this
b cause ’tis the Tzar and his minions who are in arms, maintaining a
long and bloody conspiracy.

I do not forget the © philosophy of evolution ” that will historically

B justify the pretensions of the Tzar; but it will also justify the “ Rev-
olution,” which cries, Down with him, and all the unjust ways and de-
. vices he upholds, in the name of Prucidence/
i I know & sentiment of this nature has an unpleasant sound to many
3§ good people, because it appears to sanction violence and bloodshed.
£ But a previous guestion it were well to ask,—who is responsible for
. this disturbance of social peace ! If it be seen that the government
¢ itself is the real invader,—the lawless party that robs and murders with-
¢ out restraint,—then the “Revolution” may assume the aspect of the
B party that is striving—not always wisely, perhaps, but striving atter what
L sort it can—to protect society and insure domestic welfare and peace.
- T am certainly no advocate of war; but, if it must needs come, I can
| see that it is no more attractive, or deserving of apology, when insti-
| tuted by despotic governments than when resorted to by oppressed
| people impatient for their liberties. My sympathies are assuredly with
g the latter. Mr. Seward used often to repeat that “under despotic
governments the people must redress their grievances by the bayonet;
L under republics their reliance is on the ballot.” Neither, in my judg-
). ment, are final, a3 nothing can be final that rests on i/, Intelligent
recognition and free acceptance of the riclit is the only finality. Un-
til that time, men will bayonet and baliot, and the best one can say s,
“May the best side win, be it ‘established government’ or ‘ Revolu-
tticn !’ 1n Russia, success to “ Revo'ution 1"

NMr. SVALTER SMITH, the Director of the Massachusetts Normal Art
Scheol, has fearlessly discharged a duty for which he is likely to get
no great praise. In company with the niaysi of Boston, and otl.er of-




ficials, Mr. Smith has vis:ted Deer Island, the home of juvenile offen-
ders, to whom he made a speech which was quite out of the line of the
huri-drum oratory usual on such occasions.  If those who invited Mr.
Smith do not desire him to go again, they can say so; but for once, at
least, we have the felicity of acknowledging that under official sanc-
tion the zr=x¢ has been told—told without rescrve or fear, I wish to
record my own faith and pleasure in the manly and heroic speech.
Here is a passage :—

“You have been told to-day that you have most of you committed crimes, and
that you are down just now, hut that you can reform and get vp again. 1've no
coubt that that is true; but there is another view of this matter which I take, and
that is that your crimes against society are not half as black or as numerous as
sodiety’s crimes against you. The blame doesn’t all belong to one side. Keep
up your hearts, boys, even if you are down; for the socicty which cannot get along
witheut shutting up three hundred boys on an island in Boston Iarbor is a bigger
failurc than you are; you may be down, but this boasted civilization of the nine-
teenth century is lower down. Don’t you go and belicve th.t we huve all come’
here to-day to patronize you. We have come to ask you 'forgive us, and make
friends with us. We want to atone to you for our blunders. The sight of thrée
hundred toys shut up in prison is enough to make a thoughtful man shudder, the
angels weep, and everybody lose faith in the progress of the age.

“Count me on your side, bovs, und let us tell the Governor of this Common-
wealth, and the Mayor of this city, and the legislative and administrative and edu-
cational bodies represented here te-day, that they are all bigger failures than we
are, or ve should not be here. Don’t let the manhood be crushed out of you because
you are here. It is not so much of a disgrace for you to be here as for us to be
here. We come down as grown men to confess to you small boys that we are not
intellicent enough, don’t know enough, to keep you boys out of prison; althoush
as legislators, administrators, teachers, it is our business to o so v

“1 don't doubt but that every one of your distinguished visitors will allow thai

we are penitent for car sins, and want 10 make amends, and don't feel any disgricy §

in this true penitence, o in the honest desire or our part to do better in the future.
S0, boys, you can, ant only count me in on your side, but also count as friends all
your visitors. We are all tarred with the same stick. T am just as mu.h ashamed
of Leing here ! day as you arc; but we are going to try and do better, and want

you to <~ the same. Let us all start fair in the same race, and may the best horse §

win; or rathor, let us say that this is a race in which every good horse must win,
if he will only run; and, when we have zll won this race, you won't be in Dcer Island

Reform School, and no other little boys and girls will need to be sent here; and |
then there will be no necessity for mayars, aldermen, clergymen, and school-teachtss §

to ccme and talk to them.”

There are enough, I dare say, who will take or feign alarm at this

bold statement, and be ready to cry Mr. Smith down as not a public ]
benefactor. I perceive without <urprise the distress of ¢ The Nation,” |

—-a journal of such moral elevation it could see only virtue in the ad-

 vice that a Republican member of the last electoral college should feci

himself at liberey to betray the confidence of his constituents.  The be-

L wilderment of this journal is so utter it is “driven very close to the
E conclusion that the desire to improve their fellows carries men con-
f stantly along the very edge of the abyss of mental unsoundness,” and is
¢ for a time in doubt if it has not fallen on some “ extract from a farce by

Mark Twain.” The fact that those having charge of this Deer Island

| Reformatory shiould “permit an harangue containing such ridiculous
jurisprudence shows how far this craze bas gone.” 0
wake comes * The Inquirer,” a journal of liberal theology published
L also in New York: “We would not treat any one harshly, but there are
§ somo interests bound up in civilization the defence of which occasion-
E ally requires plain language and prompt and decided action.” I have
L not noticed that any like outburst has taken place here in Mussachu-
R setts, but do not doubt there are those capable of it.  What Mr. Smith
E has courageously done is to step over the line dividing two philosophies.
| Not at all new in the world, either of them ; but the increasing intelli-
L gence of mankind has furnished . steadily growing importance to the
I one, that is beginning to render the defenders of the other, who for
L ages have had all things their cwn way, alert and demonstrative.  Their
1 tone, of course, is that of persons rooted in common sense, scornful of

‘ing in this

wings and all high flying. It is their pride to remain “level-headed.”

E They sit serenely on the walls of our Zion of civilization, and see dan-
E ger only in the guise of “too much philanthropy.
b fled mission to repeat the rigors and the righteousness of the Law.
E Meanwhile, however, heedless of their evil prophesying, a new spirit is
l taking possession of the world, and even in some degree of these iron-
| clad, solid men themselves. A change has crept over the spirit of
their dream,--if they will pardon the bare supposition that they have
- ever lapeed into drear-land.  Their ancient philosophy, as “The Na-

”

It is their unruf-

tion” *'ows, down to “the beginning of the present century,” pro-

L claimed that the “rule of personal responsibility for all misfortunes

and offences ” should be “mercilessly, and even savagely, applied. . .

Criminal jurispiudence had but one object in view, viz., to rid the
p world of law breakers, or else make them as wretched in it as possible.”
“ But there came a reaction, and we had a new illustration of “the false-
B hood of extremes.’

> This “diminished the falsehood of the other ex-

treme, and made legisiation for the repression of .rime rotional.” It

is encouraging to be informed by so high an authority that the “ senti-

mental reformers” have been successful in accomplishing even that

L much. When legislation begins to be “rational,” we way all take

hope. It is pretty certain, however, that in the old time, when “no
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- defects of education—no temptations, surroundings, or physical weak-
nesses-—were allowed to temper punishment,” those stern administra-
tors of law did not deem their conduct z7-rational. Tt is, moreover, not
- difficult to show that, if the doctrine of “personal responsibility,” as
annouunced by “The Nation,” is the only one to be enforced upon the
< criminal, “defects of education, temptations,” &c., do not properly
come in to “iemper punishment,” or affect it in any way, We are
. told, “If there be any lesson which a boy who has begun his career by
- crime, and whose training and surroundings in his earliest vears have
been evil, needs to learn, it is that there is nobody on eartir to blame
for it but himself.” So monstrous a declaration is hardly to be cred-
ited even to the un-sentimental school to which *The Nation ” helongs.
One would ask what is the significance of the phrase, “whose training
B and surrourdings in earliest years have beenevil”? - Has the boy * be-
E gun his career by crime” in consequence of this “early training,” or
was that without importance or cffect on his “career”?  1If it is to be
E counted in as having had some weight in deciding his character, then

113

B why is it so essential that he should be made to believe (or “learn”
fa lie? Because, answers “ The Natior,” for him to learn a contrary
1 lesson will “stifle the seeds of manly resolution and noble ambition.”
8 Com nentis superfluous.
B! The change in criminal legislation which “The Nation” speaks of
# —from *
;doubtedly e'Tected by the gradual growth in the public mind of a con-
- viction that there is at least a divided responsibility which the so-called
| criminal and society do rightfully share. Not only the boy needs to
be impressed with the truth, but society, which presumes to undertake
his chastisement, needs to put away itc phuriseeism, and humble itself
to the fact of its owi complicity in the crimes it proposes to abate or
L altogether check. It will do no harm to preach once more, with wider
¥ application, the famous and searching “sentimentalism ” of Jesus, “ He
who is without sin, let him cast the first stone.” I agree entirely that
“there is no foundation for private or public morality but the individ-
unl conscience,” and it is for the good reason that conscience was ap-
- pealed to when the prisoners at Deer Islund were told that society
takes “shares ” in their disgrace,—that they are not alone to hlame,—
that Mr. Smith’s words become, to my mind, not a “tramp’s gospel,”
but the sole gospel of truth effective to “convert the criminal.” He
did not speak for any effect on legislation, but to restore, if possible,
the broken union of feeling between the unfortunate youths before him
and tne rest of cociety.
{ tae virtues.,” Mr. Smith left the law behind, and bridged the gulf

merciless punishment” to “ judicious punishment ’—-was un-

“The law cannot prescribe the performance |
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| which the law helps to create, confessing the truth, and making human-
ity whole once more. He did not go breathing thanks to God for his
- own immaculatene:s ; he said in substance: “*1f any are sinners, all
are sinners together ; let us confess our faults onc to another, and siart
b anew to strive for a ccmmon welfare.” It was religion,—the religion
of humanity ; of which there is none too much preached on Deer Island
E or elsewhere.

Forty years ago Dr. Wm. Ellery Channing wrote the following,
. which I am glad to reproduce here as a contribution to the subject I
have been considering above :---

i
“Tie time has :ome when the history of pauperism should be written out fairly,
E fully, without compromise cr concealment. The materials are ready at hand, stored
i in well-arranged statistics; and modern society has reached a poiat of view which
E enables us to overlook the progress of this descri, who-e moving sands are drifting
in to swallow in desolation gardens and cornfields, te:nples, law-courts, and homes.
. To any one who will fairly study cut the problem it will soon become evident that
. pauperism, if it may be said without paradox, is one of the regular institutions of
By our present modes of industry
and division of profits, we as irrevocably docm a class of our fellow-be'ngs tc the
- unutterable sufferings, anxieties, fears, temptations, crimes, and numbeiless and
L nameless pollutions of pauperism, as the laws of Hindostan condemned the Pariahs
to their all but brutal degradation. The eneigy and ingenuity of a score of Bona-
partes, directed to this point, could not prevent, as society is now constituted, a
' certain number of our -fellow beings from undergoing this unmitigated penalty of
living death.  We read with horror of the tyrant who sought to renovate his diseased
frame by a bath of children’s blood. Society perpetrates this crime each day anew.
A. -t meanwhile conscience is lulled to sleep by the lie that pauperism is a self
in-licting woe; that the poor man deserves his prison of a cellar or garret in crazy,
ruinous houses, amidst foul streets, unventiiated, unwatered, unlighted; deserves
iemptations of dens of drunkenness and stews of prostitution, with their revelry,
opposite his window, beckoning him to forgetfulness; deserves that his children,
agged and shoeless, should learn to gamble, and lie, and swear, and thieve in the
streets, without schools, which they are not clean or whole enough to enter, without
one healthful influence of order, while himself and wife, each more wretched than
he other, in petty chores are secking to earn a few pence whereby to buy musty
bread, and food half decayed and putrid; deserves to be shoved aside, scowled upon,
cursed at, excluded from church and social assemblies, and made to feel by every
word and look that his brothers wish him dead and out of the way; and when
goaded, frenzied, heart-sick, .peless, he heips himself to the least portion of so-
f cicty’s superfluities, or forgets in his own wrongs another’s rights, that he deserves
a stone cell and barred window, and a clanking iron door, a coarse, striped convict's
suit, and the brand of disgrace. In the name of humanity, if he, being poor, de-
serves all this, what does society deserve that first makes him pecor and then tor-
' ments him?  The deservings of a human being may be summed up in saying, as @

onr so-called Christian and civilized communities.
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man he claims from his broshers, and has a right to claim, every facility to become
and do all that his Maker purposed, and the 1emoval of every hindrance in his way.’

Gov. CHaMBERLAIN'S masterly speech at Weodstock fell on unwil-
ling ears. The country had made uy its mind to abandon, for the next
four years at least, the white and black races of the South to them-
selves. Grant, in the last hours of his administration, had discovered
this to be the drifr of popnlar sentiment.  Hayes, encountering that
same tendency, made a virtue of 1t, and culled it “reconciliation.”
Harmany was to be restored between the two sections, and only one
way lay open,—* the withdrawal of Tederal interference in local State
affairs.” That was the phrase, thougi: Gov. Chamberlain shows un-
mistakably that the ‘nterference complained of had been simply a
discharge of thie national government’s duty to suppress “ domestic
violence.” Grant never did more than this; when he did less, it was
in deference to peblic opinion.  Hayes has disregarded his constitu-
tiona’ obligation enzirely in this iospect, and left white usurpation tri-
vmphant, as the surest way to end “domestic violence.” Tt was as if
fie ind been commissioned to interfere in a contest between two boys,
and mnaintain the sile of the one in the tight.  Instead of doing.this,
e made up his nind which of the boys, if left to themselves, would
whip. and advised the other te submit, or run away. His advice is

‘ ‘I‘*ci, but the small boy retires exclaiming that the President didn’t

is duty.  He never so much as asked who was right, but only who
tronger, This is exactly parallel with the President’s dealing in
oathern auestion.  His constitutional duty was to inquir2 into the
right and wrang of the case, and then maintain the right with all the
force at his command. The solution of the difficulty be reached was
that “Might” .nust be left to “make Right.” The plea that. at the
time of his withdrawal of the troops, there was no “domestic violence,”
within the meaning of the Constitution, visible to his eye, Gov. Cham-
berlain has sufficiently exploded ; the fact being as it would appear in
the case of the two boys above referred to, had those combatants, at

the moment of the President’s arrival on the scene, been simply not §
pommelling each other’s bodies, but standiing at bay,—the smaller |

boy, if you please, under cover of a wood-shed, whither he had been
driven ; the larger fellow holding possession of all territosy beyond,
standing and awaiting the nature of the President’s decision. No one
in his senses would proclaim that this arrested strife did not still de-

note a helligerent attitude, nor doubt the intentions of the big boy, if |

fareign 2id did not come to the rciief of his antagonist.  He had noth-
ing to lose-—any more than Nichols—by waiting ; on the contrary, there

M
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was the sh.,w of magnanimity, which would be sure to tell in his favor,
It is still claiinied by some of the jowrnals, which have set themselves
as flint to the defence of the President, that he has nof been remiss in
constitutional duty, because—to quote the Boston “ Evening Trans-
cript "—*“he suw no warrant in the Constitution for maintaining State
governments Ly the national military arm, which, if left to themselves,
would inevitably fall.”  “I"ae¢ force of this remark is easily shown by
asking, What State government. zof likely to fall if “left to itcelf,”

L would ever ask for Fedeial interference?  Either there is, or is not,

”

such a thing as “domestic viclence ” which the National Executive is
bound, when pi perly snmoned, to suppress.  Such “violence ” can
only claim Fuderal attention when the authorities of a State are up-
able to .uppress it.  Instead of having “ro warrant” to interfere when
a State government canrant maintain itseif, that is precisely the only
time when the President may interfere. Dut it is added, as if to give
the above a little color of reason, that cither “exclusive military sway
should be established in the disiurbed States or the people decide for
themselves who should rule over them ;™ the meaning of which is that
no State government woulG fall, if it had ocen freely ~Losen by the
“people themselves,”—that is, if it represented a majority of the pop-
ular sufirage. But that is the very point the new Presideni refuse-
to consider,  Which claimant to the government wus sighf, which 1

presented a majority of voters, he has never asked. It is cone thin:
for a State government to fall at the ballot-box; anothey, before the
victorious rifte,  With the former no President may interfere ; the lat-
ter, if there is any thing rlear in constitutional provision, all Pres-
idents are under oath t» prevent. Negro suffrage may be a very
unhappy thing ; but, if it give certain Southern States over to negro
rule, that rule, by every I:e+l obligation, must be maintained against
white insurtcction; or wiite inumidation. This is the law as it is

written, the law that has been evaded.

G>v. Chamberlain will not be listened to. The Northern ear, for
the time, is tuned for ancther strain.  But his arraignment of President
Hayes, from a constitutional point of view, is not only masterly, as I

© said in the beginning,—it is overwhelming. T have seen no serious at-

tempt to refute him.  The papers say the issue is past, and will not
discuss it. Had the speech been delivered when times were Jifferent,
it would have ranked with, if not surpassed, the philippics »f Sumner
in old pro-slavery days. )

BuT there is som.what else to be said, and of quite an opposite sort.
Gov. Chamberlain has not covered the whole ground. The letter of
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the law killeth.  The situation of affairs in a country is superior to
the liniting words of written Conciitutions. Andrew Johnson carried
the Censtitution under his arm, til disgusted people wished he
might somewhere lose i, My cwa judgment would be that we sheuld
all be tar safer and happier without one.  With a disposition in the
people to decide what is riehis rather_than what 3s_consiufivnal, 11 Serty
anﬁW\'ﬂu]d escape a vast deal of mystificdon. So in consider-
ing public affairs 2+ the South at the present tume, for my part, I am

not content with a “constitutional view.” T prefer a direct look at
thrngs as they are, and the privilege to draw from thence—as the
country urquestionably is doing, President Hayes included—au proper
course of action. I carnot avoid seeing the nnfo:tunate position in
which the President is laced,—sworn to do one thing, yet obliged to
do another. It opens 1 question it will be well sometime to consider;
but, for the present, the interest settles upen the ons point of the paci-
fication of the country.  Somechow the people of this country will have
to get over the feeling that they are enemres,  “ Reconciliation ” is
before all other issues. It is in this aspect of the situation that a
¢ Presidential policy,” to which Gov. Chambeilain objects, may be wel-
comed. It may be welcomed, if it be such a policy as will not delay
reconciliation.

Lct us sce what w2 Lave to ~ontemplate. 1 take it that the whole
question lies at the Soutk. I there s reconciintion and pece therg,
there Is no more to sav. Peace between North and South, so far as
iris dependent on the so ~ailed negro question, follows as a natural
result.  This, then, is the goal to be reached,~—an agreement between
the two races to be humare and just.  The difficulties of the prcblem
are by no means slight. 1t is easy to say, “ Go witi. migh, and stamp
out the offending race ;” but it can’t be done.  If it could, it wouid not
- be just.  Offence is never all on one side.  Besides, the stamping-
out” principle is a relic of barbarism, not to be helped to a survival
¥ by the side claiming to represent the highest forces of civilization.

- Belligerency may be worked out of people in more ways than one.

| That way which does not kill, but cures, is best.  Now, it is not de-
plorabie, but altogether delightful, to perceive that the penple of the
North, with a goodly unanimity, have come, by whatever course of
reasoning, 10 the conviction that it is best to try to dispose of this
| Sovthern question it other fashior than by the use of force. And, in
- saying this, [ do not at all invalidate the history of the past ten or
twelve years.  Up to a point, which we have now scemingly reached,
| force was inevitable, because it was the only rowd the people were able
L to travel to a better idea. That it was ineffectual and disappointing
L does not prove it a failure. Before Grant’s eight years of interference,
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neither side appeared to appreciate the true significance of non-
intcrference. The good sense of the country has seen at leng.n that
the trouble bLetween the races is not wholly due to the bad faith of
one side. The white race has much to contend witt. ; they have that
to contend with whici: would iest even the staunchest antislavery de-
votion of New England. If the State House on Beacon Hill should
be overrun by representatives of a population the most ignorant the
country contuins, black or white, it is not 1o be supposed that tne
intelligent cluss would sit quietly down in the lap of joyful reconcilia-
tion. It is well to ask what was the fate of the South. A candid
~ cover must run somewhat as follows :— '

v. +he close of the war the Republican party enfranchised the negro
race. ; .cing it on an equality with the white.  Numerically, in many
States, tne blacks were the stronger.  But they were ignorant and
easily duped, and, when they came to take the reins of goverrment,
made thomselves intolerable to the mo e iatelligent or educated white
race. They were led, in many cases, b; unscrupulous fortune-seekers

from ihe North, in whom the very nat re of their situation induced

them w put fullest confidence.  Betwee « the two the comp'aint of the
native Southern white people is that tha part of the country nas been
led to the verge of 1uin.  What the wa - did not do, this new state of
affairs was certain to accomplish. De perate beyond measure, the
whites resclved, by means fair or foul, to nut an end to negro rule, and
rule themselves.  This iv what has been Jone: but it is accompanied
with the promise that, if pow left to thenselves, the negro sholl be
protected in all his interests eqnally with thr white.  This pledge has
been secured.  Whether it will be kept or not remains to he seen.
There are many, whose vision nften has been clearest, whose warning
now is, * The South never yet kept its word.” But the majority be-
lieve a fair trial of their present professions Is not only wisest, but,
ander the circu nstances, veal'y the only course left Lpen to the gen-
eral government. DPresident Hayes has to consider that negro suffrage
is incompetent to direct Scuthern affairs to any peaceful or prosper
ous resuit. It cannot maintain the governments it establishes without
foreign aic.  The race has been armed with the ballot before it had
the skill to organize, or the wisdown to conceive the dutes thrust upon
it. ‘To prop it up with Federal support does not Increasc its ability
to dufend itself. Tt must win its way by edacation, and a long expe-
rience in shifting for itself. 1Ie deems it wise to stand a=ide. and |
see if affairs have not now reached that point where they will shape
themselves bette: than they can be shaped.  His position, as 1 have
endcavored to show, is not constitutional. It is extra-constitutional.




oo
v

Chips from my Studio. 393

What of it? 1t will form a bappy precedent, if the volicy shall work
It is worth trying.

well.

It is pleasant to turn from the consideration of constitutional duty
and I'residential policy ‘o the n,

orable discourse in which Senator
Bayurd recently set fo:rth the svy remacy of the “Unwritten Law.”

One cannot overr-’

he significance of the speech this distinguished
Nor less gratifying is the gencral approval ac-
corded to it by the press. Tt encourages the belief that we are enter-
ing on a new era in our historv as a people pledged to illustrate the
close union existing between liberty and the highest social welfare.
Recognizing the written law, which depends on “the final argument of
force ” as having still a validity, he is yet free to say, “It is to the
heaits of the American people that ¢ turn with most confidence, and

gentleman has o de.

in the force of the wrwritten lazes my chief Lopes are reposed.” (4
“medley of laws, scarcely to be called v -

f our
m,” he remarks, “tl e
opportunities I have had (I will not say eujoyed) for clusely watching
its practical working would lead me to believe the most beneficial leg-
islation in our day would be statutes of repeal, bills for necessary ap-
propriations, and resolutions of adjourmuent.” It may be observed,
by the way, that Mr. Bayard is not alcne or original in cherishing this
sentiment.  One may hear it on the street almost any day of any year.
Yet, so all-controlling is the delusion tha: in the n.mking of many la-.

the world is preserved, Congresses and Legislatures are still gener
ously supported, and, after a sort, believed in, even when they stretch

their unproiitable lengths across two-thirds of each year.  There is dis- '-

trust,—without justification in reason or fact, but wide-spread, and as 38

often emphasized by men of intelligence as by the unlearned,—a dis-
trust of the abiiity of the people to render voluntary support to just §
principles.  Senator Bayard affirms that “our better nature will almost §
always respond to the appealing voice of higher motive and more gene
rous eirotion ; especially when set free from outward constraint.”
vould say to his fellows, (
would give you power to do right [or wrong], and thenI would defy you |
to betray the trust.  You yourselves should be the conquercrs.”  Thx
such procedure would always win need not be asserted.

Rut th:t,

if persevered in, the sense of personal honor would steadily incrence @

in any country is not to be doubted. The It st of driving and the
most of freedom is the safust motto and the most fitting text for all B
modern discourse.  Samuel Johnson thus presents Lao-tsé’s pelite
gospel :—

“The great should become lowly.

« <"

He NS
This is the way I would controi you. [ 3
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“Y.ong indeed have we been <unk in delusion.
“The more Kings multiply prohibitions ard penal statutes, the poorei the people
become.

“Learn how to refrain from coing, and let the people of them selves find the right
way. Let them alone that they mav hive 1 mind for good.

“Why did the ancients honor this sight way?  Was it not b:cause it is found by
forze of Nature, without lony searching?  Was iv not because, by means of it, wrong-
doers obtain true liberty and life 2

The above quotation will scrve also to enforce Mr. Bayard’s decla-
ration that "“there is a unanimity of the cntire hunan race in the great
rules of duty and tie fundamental principles of morals ; the gencral
symipathies of mankind /. togetlier,
rived at.

and a general judgment is ar-
There are certai:. principles to =0 b all nations do Lomage,
and the maiesty and authority of virtue are dc ived from this common
consent.  One proof of this is to bi found in the proverbs
all nations and their great antiquity. It
high principles possihle

mon to

[
WMy

p;

soluntary fealty to

among mer, - -1t i Jlear that the thoughts of
meq, ‘eft free, converge in a sufficiently practical agrecinent.”

fn this conneciion T am tempted to naiice, brietly,

Secrctary Schurz to the literary civele at Cambridge conceruing
scholar in pobitics.”  “Let them not belicve,” he said, * that they do
their whole duty when they sit in their stuc.ies and occasionally give an
enunciation of their views,” ete. I cannot help feeling that it v.cuid
be just as well for the country if there w5 a still greater proportion of
illustrious men and women set free from political manceuvring and fear
of pepular disfavor, able to abide in th: presence of great principles i
and ideal hopes, whereby alone the “ Unwritten Law ” is steadily en- §
dowed and hwnan nature uplifted.

WorpsworTH had a companion,—-a soldier,—*by birth he ranked
with the most noble : 7—

“Man he loved
As man; and, to the mcin and the chscure,
Ard all the homely in their homely works,
Transferred a courtesy which had no air
Qf condescension.”

J{e was a true lover of his kird.

“Meek, though enthusiastic,” the
poet describes him,

And thesc two, soldier and poet, in their walks,
held that delightful converse which two hearts, believing and accor-
dant, kaow so well how to prize. They discoursed of “dearest the nes,”
since the world began so uft repeated,—

“Man and his ncble nature, as it is
The gife which God has placed within his power,
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I1is blind desires andd steady faculties
Capable of cléar truth, the one to break

Rondage, the other to build liberty

On finm foundations, inaking social life,

Through knowledge spreading and impenshable.”

And the rec rd runs on:—

“We summoned up the honorable deeds
Of ancient Story, thought of each bright spot,
‘That would be found in all recordad time,

Of truth preserved and error passed away :
Of sirgle spirits that catch the flame from Heaven,
And how the multitude of mea vill feed
And fan cac other;

= * & » »

“ Low quickly mighty Natio:s have been formed,

From least beginnings; how, together Tocked

By new opinions, scattered tribes have made

One body, spreading wide as clouds in heaven.

To aspirations then of our own minds

Did we appeal ; and. fnaliy, beheld

A living confirmation of the whole

Bufore us, in a pecple from the depth

O 1

ofu imbecility uprisen,

Fiosh as the morning star. Flate we looked

Upon their virtues 5 saw, in radest nw

Self-sacritce the firmest; grnerous love,

And cortinence of mind, 71! sense of T h,

Upperraost in the midst of fiercest stritc.

* * * » »

“ And when we chanced

Cne day to meet a hunger-bitten gicl,

Who crept along fitting ber Janguid gait

Unto a heifer’s motion, by a cord

Tied tv her arm, and picking thus from the "ane

Its sustenance, while the girl with pallid n. . s

Was busy knitting in a heartless mood

Of solitude, wd at the sight my friend

In agitation said, *’Tis against that

That we are fighting,” I with him believed

That a benignant spirit was abroad

Which might not be withstood, that poverty

Abject as this would in a littlc time

Be found no more, that we should see thé earth

Unthwaited in her wish to reccompense

" he meck, the lowly, patient child of toil,

All institutes for ever blotted out

That legalized exclusion, empty pomp

Abolished, sensual state and cruel power,

Whether by edict of the one or few;

And finally, as sum and crown of all,

Should see the people having a strong hand

o

Vith these following werds 2
- Preiade” is brought to its cior &
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In framing thel own laws; + hence better days
To all mank nd.”

Thus these ingenuous youths with fresh warm hearts held fast the
- faith of love, “and built thereon their hopes of good to comu.”
Later on n life, of himselt Wordsworth records .—

CWath settling judgments now of what would last
And what wonld disappzar; prepared te find

. Presumptior, folly, n.adness, in the men

Who thrust themselves upon the passive world
As Rulers of the world; to sce in these,

Even when the public welfare is their 2im,
Plans withou. thought, or built on theories
Vague and unsound; and having brought the books
Of medern otatists to their proper test,

Life, human life, with all its sacred claims

Of sex and age, and ln-m\'cq-d:sccnde(’ rights,
Mortal, or those beyond tHz reach of death;

Ard having thus discerned how dire a thing

Is worshipped in that idol proudly named

“The Wealth of Nations,” e/ere alone that wealth

A more judicious knowledge of the worth
And dignity of individual man,

No composition of the brain, but man

Of whom we read, the man whom we behold
With our own cyes,—I could not but inquire,—
Not with less interest than heretofore,

But greater, though in spirit mere subdued,—
Why is this glorious creature to be found

One only in ten thouzand? What one is,

Why may not millions be?”

s
“ Prophets of Natre.e, . "o them will speak
A lasting inspuadon, sanctified
By reasor Blooi Ly faith: what we have loved,
Others will love, and we w 'l teach them how;
Instruct thin. how the mind of man becomes

A thousand times more beautiful than the earth
On which he dwells, ube ve this frame of things
(Which, ’mid all revolution in the hopes

And fears of men, doth still remain unchanged)
in beauty exalted, as it is itself .

Of quality and fabric more divine.”

ssed to the poet’s friend, “ The

SipNEy H. MOrSE.



