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In the same article, after showing how the power of
appointment has been virtually usurped by the senators
and representatives, and the just powers of the execu-
tive crippled, and pointing out the injurious influence
upon the members of the legislative branch of the
Government themselves of being made seckers for
office for their constituents, General Garfield said:

“To sum up in a word: the present system invades
the independence of the Executive and makes him less
responsible for the character of his appointments; it
impairs the efficiency of the legislator by diverting him
from his proper sphere of duty, and involves him in the
intrigues of aspirants for office; it degrades the civil
service itself, by destroying the personal independence
of those who are appointed ; it repels from the service
those high and man‘y qualities which are so necessary
to a pure administration ; and finally, it debauches the
public mind by holding up public offices as the reward
of mere party zeal.”

So far, the record of General Garfield on this sub-
ject is clear and bright. No member of Congress had
studied the matter so thoroughly, or had expressed
himself about it so courageously. His later well-
remembered utterances, in his letter accepting the
nomination to the presidency and in his inaugural ad-
dress, were, however, regarded as hesitating and
uncertain. Doubtless the practical difficulties in the
way of carrying this reform through Congress looked
large to him ; he knew the temper of the legislators in
both houses, and he had not, we must remember, that
aroused public sentiment behind him which has been
evoked by his death. If his movements were some-
what cautious, we need not wonder.

His proposition to fix the tenure of the minor
offices was, it must be owned, not much better than a
make-shift. The suggestion that in making appoint-
ments, the Executive should seek and receive the
information and assistance of those whose knowledge
of the communities in which the duties are to be per-
formed best qualifies them to aid in making the wisest
choice,” was hailed by the official dispensers of pat-
ronage as a concession to their claims, but it is not
certain that they would have gained much by it. A very
large number of the minor offices, including three-
fourths of all the post-offices, may have to be filled,
even under a reformed civil service, by some such
method. The suggestion, it will be observed, does not
apply to the Government offices at Washington. One
remark, found both in the letter and in the inaugural,
should be well remembered,—that the aid of legis-
lation is required to render any reform of the service
effective or permanent.

The settled beliefs of General Garfield appear in
the passages quoted above ; and although his later out-
givings may have been somewhat dubious, it is reason-
able to suppose that when he had found his feet, and
had begun to wield a little more deliberately the great
powers intrusted to him, he would have used his re-
sources of leadership in making effective the principles
to which he had so fully committed himself. Those
who had good opportunities to know, assert that this
measure was regarded by him as tentative. This is
confirmed by the nature of the situation. Garfield was
in no sense of the term a representative politician.
As he himself said, he was interested in conflicts of
minds, and not in conflicts of men. This indisposition
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to the work of the trading politician, and the fact
already mentioned that he had no political debts to
pay, kept him, as a Congressman, singularly in igno-
rance of the partisan forces with which, after his elec-
tion to the presidency, he had to contend. There is
reason to think that he underestimated the opposition
“limited tenure” would be likely to meet from the
politicians, and that toward the last he saw how inade-
quate would be a measure which, while it might some-
what reduce the bulk of the partisan pressure for
office, would not to any great extent remove its causes,
and would chiefly alter the times at which such press-
ure would occur.

One service that he did render to this reform must
not be overlooked. He slew that dragon named the
Courtesy of the Senate. He had denounced it, years
before, in his place in the House; upon the thresh-
old of his administration he destroyed it. It was
the deadliest foe of reform, and he attacked it in
its lair. The weapons with which he struck were not
the weapons of civil service reform; but they did the
business. President Garfield regained, for the Execu-
tive, powers which had long been usurped by the
Senate. It is to be hoped that none of his successors
will surrender what he won at the cost of his life;
and if the prerogatives of the Executive are vigor-
ously maintained, the way will be clear for civil
service reform.

Communism in the Book Trade.

WE Americans have always been prone to take com-
fort from the imperviousness of our society to social-
istic, communistic, or agrarian ideas. Where property
is so widely distributed, where the common people are
land-owners, and often, in a small way, money-lend-
ers—communistic theories make no deep impression.
The New York beer-garden socialists may smoke their
pipes and spend their breaths in saloon oratory, but
Americans see, in all their yeasty talk, only a diverting
farce. The agitation of such questions is foreign to
our atmosphere. In this country it is a growth as
strange as a well-developed Fictoria regia would be.
A communist in America is something to be put under
glass, protected from chilling winds, and kept for ob-
servation and wonder. This is why the reporter, who
sniffs the strange and abnormal as quickly as a
hound does a fox, runs after every dying wave of
European agitation that breaks into froth upon our
shores. The local socialist leaders, with the help of
the newspapers, make a sensation, without making an
impression—such a sensation as that made by the
two-headed girl and the Chinese giant.

But there is a many-sidedness, a plausibility, an
insidiousness about anti-property notions, and we
cannot be too sure that they will not make headway in
some form among us. Such theories are harmless
enough so long as they are heard only in the oratory
of the beer-garden, but when in a modified way they
make their appearance, as they have done of late
years, in the thought and practice of a most respecta-
ble and important branch of trade, it is time for us to
feel less secure in regard to the economic foundations
of American civilization. Book-sellers and publishers
constitute a guild that has always been remarkable for
the intelligence of its members. If not a learned pro-
fession, book-publishing is at least a business in which
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general knowledge is important. Perhaps we might
call publishing a learned trade. It would be difficult
for a man to hold relations with books so intimate as
are those of a publisher without becoming a man of in-
formation. When, therefore, clear-headed publishers,
in a matter pertaining to their own business, adopt.a
theory and use arguments whose only logical result is
communism, there is occasion for inquiry into the
soundness of our theories of property.

The tendency we are marking is but another illus-
tration of the warping influence on the understanding
of an injustice long practiced. Just as the confiscation
of Irish estates, the plundering of monasteries, and the
capture by privateering expeditions of richly laden
Spanish caracks, tended to obscure the sense of prop-
erty-right in the English of Elizabeth's time, so has
the long-continued injustice of our copyright law
warped the public conscience itself, until the simple
principle of ownership of that which a man has pro-
duced—the groundwork of all property-holding and
commercial civilization—can no longer be applied to
the highest products of diligence and intelligence.
We have been told that copyright is not a natural
right ; but that it is good public policy to remunerate
an author, and that the most practicable way of paying
him seems to be to give him a monopoly of the sale
of his book for a limited term of years in his own
country. Of course under this formula the author has
no rights. We only pay him because we think it wise
to encourage him. The foreign author is another
affair; we may make all we can out of his works,
since no public policy obliges us to “encourage”
English writers by paying them for their labor. We
have thus rigged a very nice and plausible bit of
unadulterated communism, under which we can do
as we please with the painfully wrought product of
a scholar’s life, and snap our fingers in the face and
eyes of the ten commandments.

The phrase is ingeniously worded—the words “pub-
lic policy”” and “monopoly” are handled with skill—
and, like other communistic utterances, the formula has,
at first sight, a seeming fairness. Buta homely old Eng-
lish proverb reminds us that goose and gander may be
eaten with the same sauce. A principle which has so
many possible applications as this should not be con-
fined to men of letters. It isso big with blessings to
mankind that it would be a sin to give authors a copy-
right *“monopoly ” of its inestimable benefits. It ought
to work both ways, in school phrase. A. has written
a book, after years of thought. It is the ripe fruit of
his life. He has spent money in collecting a library
preparatory to its production. He has traveled far and
observed much. The book represents his time, his
money, his intelligence. B., who is a publisher, says :
“I do not grant you any ownership in this book.
But it is probably good public policy to remunerate
authors, and T propose to allow you a monopoly of the
sales for a limited term of years and over a limited
area of territory. In all other countries and beyond a
certain period, the book-trade and the public will en-
rich themselves at your expense and drink to your
health out of the profits derived from your toil.” B,,
the publisher, at length builds a house, into which he
puts, in differing proportions, just what A. put into
his book, namely, time, money, and thought. It is
now the turn of A. to speak philosophically : ¢TI also
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recognize the fact that it is good public policy to re-
munerate the man who uses his time, his money, and
his intelligence. There seems no better way to recom-
pense one who has built a house than by giving him
a partial monopoly of it for a limited time. I propose
that the parlor, the kitchen, and two sleeping chambers
be granted to you for twenty-eight years. The re-
mainder of the house belongs to whoever can first
succeed in occupying it, and after your monopoly ex-
pires, you having been sufficiently remunerated, the
house will belong to the public.”

But we are told that copyright is not a natural
right. If by that is meant that in a ¢ state of nature ”
there was no such thing as copyright, one may grant
it. There could be no need for copyright until the
modern facility for multiplying copies made it possible
for unscrupulous people to make unjust profits out of
another man’s toil. In a “state of nature,’”” or barba-
rism, there are no well-defined rights of property.
The Indian hunter must divide his newly killed deer,
according to well-known rules, among those who
arrive after it is killed; to each his portion, in the
order of his coming. Barbarismis communism. Every
lazy man in a village of wigwams can claim food from
the store of any provident tribesman. Thus barbarism
perpetuates itself by refusing to industry its natural
recompense.

As civilization advances, the house comes to belong
to the builder, the fish to him who caught and dried
them, the corn to the household that planted betimes,
and at length the intellectual offspring of intellect is
also secured to the producer. The logic of civilization
is inevitable—either the rule of property in what a
man malkes is universal, or it should be wholly abol-
ished. Some of our intelligent and upright publishers
made haste to recognize this fact, frankly and fully,
before the vulgar and sweeping piracy of the lowest
rank of book-venders partially shifted the interest of
the reputable houses to the right side of the scale. Ifa
book does not belong to him who wrote it, then a
horse does not belong to him who bred him, or a ship
to him who built it. The question is not between the
author and publisher, but between civilization and
barbarism, sound economy and communism. Either
copyright is the author’s honest and equitable right,
or the beer-garden philosophers are the angels that
proclaim the millennium of general division and re-
distribution.

The treaty now being agitated is the half loaf
better than none, but until American publishers
and English publishers—who have been as unwilling
to see the whole truth as those upon this side—
recognize the fact that a man’s right to the work
of his brain is something deeper than a question
of trade and expediency, there will be no just and
final settlement.

A Forgotten Obligation to the Ministry.

A LARGE obligation sometimes puts out of sight a
smaller one. There is an incidental service rendered
to society in this country by the Christian ministry,
which is more likely to be forgotten than the obligation
due to them for their own immediate work.

Emerson has somewhere said that quiet and studi-
ous lives are the chief corrective of a money-making
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The desire for adjacent territory was a natural one in
the early history of the country, when Florida and the
mouth of the Mississippi were held by foreign powers.
But the policy of annexation is likewise a survival.
We have no need of territory. To begin to annex
islands or provinces filled with an uncongenial people
would be to enter on a career fatal to our system of
government. We have no machinery appropriate to
the management of remote provinces, as the English
have. QOur attempt to handle Mormonism under a
provincial system shows how difficult it is for a repub-
lic like ours, which has no prime minister, all power-
ful and wholly responsible, to govern in this way.
Cur system is not suited to schemes of conquest.
This republic ought to make its citizenship so desira-
ble that States beyond its limits would seek admission
to it. But there should never be a single foot of
ground in it peopled by subjugated inhabitants. We
are strong enough and remote enough to enforce
easily the non-interference of Europe. We do not
want any “ strategic points,” however much they may
be desired by American speculators and jobbing corpo-
rations. It is a good time to put a new doctrine along-
side the Monroe doctrine, namely : that this republic
does not wish to annex any territory but that which
seeks annexation, and that it does not want any peo-
ple who are not capable of autonomy under our
federal system. All others are only a weakness to us.

Authors' Rights.

THE question of international copyright has so
often approached a settlement, and so often failed to
reach one, that our hopes for a favorable issue of the
present movement are not glowing. We venture to
predict, moreover, that so long as the question is
taken up from the wrong end, so long as the rights
of authors are essentially ignored, just so long will
the question remain virtually unsettled, no matter
what treaties are made or what statutes are passed.
For it is idle to call the proposed treaty a scheme for
the protection of authors. It is notoriously a scheme
for the protection of publishers; and authors are by it
protected only so far and so long as the proposed pro-
tection is supposed to be for the benefit of publishers.
The treaty has been recommended to the authorities
by a long list of American authors, but let no one
suppose that authors as a class acquiesce therein, ex-
cept as a compromise of their rights, and as “ the half-
loaf that is better than no bread.”

Now we hold it to be self-evident that, in a question
of absolute right, there can be no compromise that
will last. The history of slavery in this country is a
proof of this ; and we do not hesitate to say thatit was
easier to frame a plausible justification of slavery from
the Bible itself, than it is to justify the theft of literary
property allowed under our laws, and justified by our
law-makers. We do not lose sight of the fact that
there have been and are English as well as American
pirates, and that generous sums have been paid, for
many years past, by all the principal American pub-
lishers to foreign writers. But it still remains true
that American publishers, as a class, have been from
the beginning opposed to any legislation which would
put the English author on a par with other holders of
salable property.
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If it is denied—and it certainly is denied by many—
that, under all circumstances, it is best to do right;
and if it is found necessary to argue questions
like this upon a lower plane—even in this case, the
arguments of thrift lean to the side of justice. If all
the leading publishers of the United States had long
ago insisted, as a few of them did, upon a just and hon-
orable international copyright law, in the interests pri-
marily of the producers of literature, they would all at
this moment have been in the undisturbed enjoyment
of the most valuable modern literary properties, both
at home and abroad, instead of being driven to the wall
by the small fry of piratical publishers. Events have
proved that publishers have been blind to their own
interests in the past—we believe they are blind to
their own interests in the present—in not insisting
upon a more liberal, that is to say, a more just, con-
vention between England and America. They pro-
pose to set up a convention through which the Eng-
lish publishers can, it is believed, drive a coach and
four ; and they call upon the British Government to
“protect ” English printers from their American rivals!

During generation after generation a gigantic wrong
has been perpetrated by the Government and Congress
of the United States upon the authors of both America
and England. Against this injustice one great writer
after another, in these countries, has risen up, and
protested, and passed away, embittered in mind and
comparatively poor in property—poor, while others
have helped themselves on the road to wealth from the
fruits of his labors. By reason of this injustice, the
literary production of our own country has been
cramped and well-nigh crushed.

But, at this late date in an unfortunate history, some-
body suddenly finds himself hurt! Is it the author?
No, for he was bruised, spat upon, and driven out-of-
doors long ago. Ts it the paper-maker? Noj; for he
is doing a thriving trade. It is the “legitimate * pub-
lisher whose toes are at last trodden upon, and who
now asks the governments of two great nations to
devise some alleviation for his miseries! To our
minds this is not a dignified spectacle. 'We respect-
fully suggest to Mr. Frelinghuysen that the first con-
cern of the treaty should be the outraged rights of the
producers of literature in America and England. It
is a question whether the Administration cannot better
afford to “fail” in the pursuit of absolute justice, than
to “‘succeed ” with a compromise.

On a Recent Social Phenomenon.

ADVENTURERS, dead-beats, frauds, impostors, charla-
tans, social pretenders, conscienceless cranks, and the
whole tribe of the morally deficient would have com-
paratively little opportunity to do harm in this world,
and would meet with but few of the emoluments and
rewards which they crave, were it not for the weak
and good-natured acquiescence of the upright. Justas,
in the narrow circle of what is called society, if a per-
son has been consistently rude and neglectful of polite
obligations throughout a life-time, he or she is, though
perhaps somewhat avoided, yet still generally for-
given,—so in society at large, if a man has once
achieved the reputation of being morally crooked, his
irregularities are more easily pardoned because they
are numerous than they would be if they were ex-
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parties. The American people are determined on a
career of progress. Already their material progress
has been wonderful, and intellectual and moral prog-
ress will not be long delayed. They demand, there-
fore, a progressive policy on the part of their rulers,
and the party that will pursue such a policy is the
party that will rule the country in the future. Politi-
cians, then, would do well to give heed to this fact.
It is of slight importance, comparatively, which party
wins the election next autumn ; but it is a question of
no little interest what party will take its stand in the
path of progress in the years to come. If party leaders
are wise, therefore, they will look beyond the present
year and the conditions of immediate success, and will
adopt a policy that will bring their party into harmony
with the progressive tendencies of the people, and make
it a potent agency in promoting the national destiny.
But after we have said this, we are inclined to add
that the present condition of affairs has its compensa-
tions, and that there are, moreover, indications that
the old political order may be to some extent passing
away. Perhaps, after all, even political reforms may
be accomplished in the future in America without the
“identical partisan methods which heretofore have gen-
erally been thought necessary. There are many re-
forms to be made in the system of government, and in
our national and State legislation, which can be, per-
haps, quite as well accomplished by those intelligent on
these subjects inside the various established parties.
This way of doing things is now in great favor, and
may be more and more useful, perhaps even neces-
sary, as our population increases and extends, espe-
cially in a country covering such an enormous area
as ours, and with such varying exigencies and social
interests. At any rate, while we are waiting for the
great reform party of the future, each citizen can be
his own party of reform, and # make himself felt ” not
only individually, but by acting in concert with others
who are with him interested in special reforms.

The Dorsheimer Copyright Bill.

WE trust that before this reaches the eyes of our
readers Congress will have removed the stain of lit-
erary piracy from our national honor, by the passage
of Mr. Dorsheimer’s excellent International Copyright
Bill. It would be curious to imagine on what grounds
Members or Senators can longer resist the petitions
on this subject of the writing classes of the country,
which at various times for forty-seven years have pro-
tested against the iniquitous disregard of the rights
of intellectual property. If these classes are not to
have weight in our legislation, especially on a moral
and non-partisan question, it is difficult to see the use
of education. Here is a measure, the principles of
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which have been advocated in the past by Clay,
Webster, Everett, John Quincy Adams, Rufus Choate,
and Charles Sumner, and by every American author
of note, and are now being urged upon Congress by
the entire guild of authors, some six hundred in num-
ber, known as the American Copyright League, includ-
ing the presidents and members of faculty of Harvard
and Johns Hopkins Universities, Yale, Columbia,
Princeton, Williams, Dartmouth, and other colleges in
all parts of the country, by the body of the daily and
weekly press, and by the leading clergymen and minis-
ters of different denominations; and advocated, mark !
almost with unanimity, as @ measure of justice. These
principles, moreover, have the indorsement of the Ad-
ministration, as expressed in the wise and statesman-
like letter of the Secretary of State to the Executive
Committee of the League. Theyare cordially indorsed
by most of the leading publishers, and it is announced
will not be opposed by the others; while even of the
piratical reprinters the two most prominent have an-
nounced their conviction that the billis a desirable one.
Against this array of advocates are the other “ pirates
and a few theorists who are playing into their hands.
And the civilized world, which for half a century has
pointed the finger of scorn at us for this tolerance of
wrong-doing, is looking on with little expectation of
an honest issue of the contest.

As we write, the opponents have raised as a cover for
their greed the cry that the bill will make books dear, as
if it were a function of Congress to keep commodities
cheap (in this case, by authorizing theft), and not, first
of all, to establish justice. One of the opponents of the
bill has much to say of the unwillingness of the public
to give themselves the “luxury of doingjustice,” if Eng-
lish books are to be made dearer, as he exaggeratingly
assumes they will be made, by the bill. We think too
well of the American people to assume that they deem
justice a luxury, and not a necessity. Said Daniel
Webster in his oration on Judge Story, in 1845,
¢ Justice, sir, is the great interest of man on earth.”
Many friends of the reform, disheartened by hope de-
ferred, will not believe that it is likely of accomplish-
ment even now; but we cannot imagine that any body
of Americans will deny such a righteous and wide-
spread demand by the best classes of our citizens,
merely on the ground that justice may cost something.
Justice always costs. Indeed, if it cost nothing to be
just, then the honest man were no better than the
rogue. It is because the interests of national honor
and morality, which are largely in the special keep-
ing of Congress, are paramount to business inter-
ests (or in this case to asswmed business interests)
that the list of names of those who vote for the Dors
heimer Bill, as it has been reported to the House of
Representatives, will be a roll of honor forever.
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sion of heat with little light into motion, and reconver-
sion of motion into light with little heat. Many experi-
ments were made to show the transmission of power
by electricity, including the driving of machine tools,
printing-press, sewing machines, and a short line of
railroad.

The necessity of getting rid of poles and wires in
city streets has led inventive talent into this field
of work, and a number of new underground sys-
tems were represented by models. Among these was
at least one that is in actual operation, carrying both
telegraph and telephone wires for some distance
through the streets of Philadelphia. This system em-
ploys a wrought-iron tube carrying a cable formed of
insulated copper wires braided together and laid
loosely in the pipe, the pipe being kept full of oil
slowly moving through the pipe under pressure. A
more recent system consists of a brick conduit to
be laid in the street, with man-holes at intervals.
Within the brick tube are arranged on each side
brackets carrying troughs in which the cables or
bundles of insulated wires are laid. A track is laid in
the center of the conduit between the brackets, and on
this track runs a car, having a standard supporting
arms that extend over the brackets on each side. This
car is drawn through the conduit from one man-hole
to anotherand serves to deposit the wires in the troughs.
Tt is intended that the various wires, or cables, shall lie
in the troughs, and to assist the insulation it is designed
to have the conduit air-tight, and to fill it at all times
with dry air under pressure. To accomplish this, an
air-compressor is to be placed at some point of the line,
and a tank containing some hygroscopic chemical to
dry the air will be placed in connection with the con-
duit and kept full of compressed air. Safety-valves
will also be placed at intervals to relieve the conduit
from undue pressure. The aim of this invention is to
keep the conduit free from moisture by an excess of
dry air, every leak being rendered harmless by an
outflow of air that would prevent the entrance of moist
air. The system has not yet been tried on a commer-
cial scale. Another more simple system employs a
square tube of wood designed to be buried under-
ground. Within the tube are cross-pieces for the
support of insulated telegraph and telephone wires.
When all the wires are in position an insulating mate-
rial is poured into the tube, completely covering all the
wires from one to six inches, and soon hardening into
a kind of artificial stone. The material seemed to be
hard and durable, though no tests were offered of its
insulating value. Telegraph cables for streets were
also shown, one system, at least, being already in use.
Sections of the system used with incandescent lights
in this city were also shown, consisting of copper
rods bedded in insulating material in iron pipes. Other
street systems werealso shown in models, but seemed
to offer no special features of novelty, except in one
instance where a sheet of glass perforated with holes
is used as a support for the wires in the conduit.

In the application of electricity to railroad work
there seems to be some progress in increased effi-
ciency in signaling. Perhaps the most novel is the
use of a small dynamo on the engine, constantly
kept in motion while the locomotive is running. The
engine is insulated from the tender, and the wires
from the dynamo are connected one with the engine
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and the other with the tender, so that the current
flows down the wheels of the locomotive, along the
rails to the wheels of the tender, and through these
wheels to the other wire. If now the joint between
any pair of rails and the next pair is separated by some
insulating material, the circuit will be broken for
the instant when the wheels of the engine are on one
pair of rails and the wheels of the tender on the other.
This breakage of the circuit through wheels and rails
may be used to ring a bell or sound the whistle.
It is easy to see that a wire connected with the
rail on one side of the insulated joint might be car-
ried any distance and connected with a switch or the
lock of a draw-bridge, and then carried back to the
rail on the other side of the joint. In the normal po-
sition of the switch or the bridge this wire would be
a closed circuit bridging the broken joint, and the
engine passing the joint would not be affected. If
now the switch or draw be opened, the circuit will be
broken, and the current as the engine passed the joint
would be interrupted and the signal made to sound.
In this manner the movement of any switch, bridge,
ete., could be made to signal automatically toan ap-
proaching engine while still at a considerable distance.
By a reversal of the plan, the engine could be used to
transmit in advance a warning of its approach. This
is, however, already accomplished by other methods.
The novelty appears to be in the automatic signaling
to the engine by the movement of a distant switch or
draw, or from any cause whatever, a washout, break-
age of culvert, fire on bridge, or other accident.

" The most important application of electricity to
railroad work was a combined pneumatic and electric
switch and signaling system. The design of this sys-
tem is Yo control all the switches and signals at a
junction by means of compressed air. The system
consists essentially of a compressor and air-reservoir
to supply air under considerable pressure to the pipes
that extend from the signal-station to each switch and
signal-post. At each switch and signal-post is placed
a cylinder having a piston and piston-rod, and so
arranged that the movement of the piston will control
the switch or the signal. In the signal-station is an
annunciator connected with distant points on each
line of rails. On the approach of a train a bell is rung
and the position of the train is shown by the annun-
ciator. All the signals of the system are in their
normal condition of danger, and to prepare the lines
for the passage of the train hand-levers are turned
and air under pressure is admitted to the cylinders
controlling the proper switches and signals. This, at
the same time, locks all other signals and displays on
a board in the hut the exact position of every switch
in the system, A full-size model of the switch and
signals was shown in operation, and seemed on ex-
amination to work with certainty and precision.

Charles Barnard.
The Present State of the Copyright Movement.

THE American Copyright League was formed in
May, 1883, with the object of obtaining a reform in
our copyright law which should secure to foreign
authors the right of property in their works in this
country.

Early in the last session of Congress, Representa-
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tive William Dorsheimer, of New York, introduced a
bill intended to attain that object. The League knew
nothing beforehand of his proposed action, but its Ex-
ecutive Committee at once decided to ask Mr. Dor-
sheimer to modify his bill, so as to grant the foreign
author copyright for forty-two years, instead of twenty-
five, with a limitation in case of death, as at first pro-
posed. This change having been adopted, the League
went on to give the bill all the support it could. The
measure wa$ referred to the House Committee on the
Judiciary,—one of the most thoughtful, conservative,
and impartial committees within the Speaker’s range
of appoiniment,— and was reported favorably by that
body, without a single adverse vote. It was placed on
the calendar, with only ten bills (and those unimpor-
tant) in advance of it.

On Monday, February 18th, Mr. Dorsheimer moved
to make the bill a “special order ”” for February 27th ;
that is, to take it from the calendar and discuss it until
a decision of the House could be had upon it. This
motion required a two-thirds vote. There were 155
given for and 98 against it; so it was not carried.
But the vote in favor fell short of two-thirds only by
fourteen. This shows that a large majority of repre-
sentatives wanted to give the bill a hearing. - Besides,
several supporters of the bill were absent, and
a few others voted “No” simply because they wanted
to show their disapproval of the rules of the House,
which make it impossible to consider any bills
—except those on tariff and appropriations —unless a
day be fixed for their discussion.

Mr. Dorsheimer, for the Judiciary Committee, made
a veport in which he showed that the United States is
the only civilized nation which withholds property
rights from alien authors. The report said:-

“The policy by which States refused rights of prop-
erty to foreigners has long since been reversed. . . .
It is manifest that the ancient discriminations grew
out of ignorance and prejudice. . . . It is believed
that if the bill is passed, American authors will receive
great and valuable advantages. They will then beable
to obtain copyrights in England and in the English
colonies, so that when they successfully address all
the English-speaking people, they will receive the
compensation to which their genius and industry may
entitle them. . . . The Committee earnestly com-
mend this measure to the House, in the full belief that
its passage will work a high and enduring benefit to
the people of the United States, and contribute to the
civilization and enlightenment of the world.”

It must not be forgotten that Henry Clay, Daniel
Webster, Charles Sumner, and many others urged in
the strongest terms a measure of this kind. The subject
has been under discussion at intervals for fifty years.
When I went to Washington last winter to see what
were the prospects for Mr. Dorsheimer’s bill, T found
the sentiment of members friendly toward it, with a
few exceptions. I had been told that the “ wild West”
would develop a bitter opposition; but, on the contrary,
most of the Western members whom I met were ex-
tremely liberal in their view, and showed a fine enthusi-
asm for what they considered an act of simple justice.
They also manifested a hearty appreciation of American
authorship, and a desire to give it fair play by relieving
it from the unjust and roinous competition with unrec-
ompensed foreign literature, which a contemptible habit
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of theft forces upon us. Some of the highly cultivated
Eastern members, on whom authors relied as intelligent
adherents, proved to be weak-kneed, because they
tangled up the question with inapt, illogical tariff
and manufacturing considerations. On the other
hand, all but fourteen of the Southern members voted
for consideration, and many, including the whole of a
large delegation from one of the Southern States,
pledged themselves without question to support the
bill. Let me add that, in common with other gentle-
men of the League who consulted members as to their
views, I was careful to talk also with representatives
who were thought to oppose international copyright ;
for it was our desire to have a fair and open discussion
on both sides. o

Why, then, did the bill not receive a hearing ?
First let us review the forces that urged it. The
League grew to the number of nearly seven hundred
men and women — authors, editors, college presidents
and professors, clergymen, lawyers, journalists, physi-
cians— engaged in the making of books. Among these
were nearly all the most distinguished literary artists
of the country: #kei» weight was thrown for the bill.
The ¢ Christian Union ”” published letters from a num-
ber of clergymen: Zkesr weight was thrown for the
bill. The great newspapers in all parts of the country
— omitting the Chicago “ Tribune ” and  Times ”? —
spoke up on behalf of justice: fheir weight, likewise,
was thrown for the bill. The ¢ Publishers’ Weekly,”
representing the whole trade of book-manufacture and
book-selling, printed the statements of fifty-two leading
firms, scattered throughout the Union, saying that
they wanted copyright granted to foreign authors:
again, their weight was thrown for the bill. Since then
the Music Teachers’ National Association, meeting at
Cleveland, Ohio, in July, has come to the support of
the Dorsheimer bill; and the music publishers are
also reported as giving it a hearty approval.

Now let us count the opposition. Out of all the pub-
lishers addressed by the ¢ Publishers” Weekly,” only
fifteen insisted that, if a foreign book is to have copy-
right here, it must be manufactured in this country.
Of those fificen, scven were situated in Philadelphia.
The organized hostility came from that source ; and it
was based on the theory that American industry would
be hurt unless every foreign author were compelled
to have his book set up, stereotyped, printed, and
bound in this country.

That organized hostility on the part of a small
Philadelphia minority of publishers proceeded to work
upon the fears of typographers and paper-makers by
telling them that they would lose their occupation if
copyright were given to aliens, because all foreign
books would then be manufactured abroad — this de-
spite the fact that we long ago repealed, after short
trial, the law compelling foreign patentees to manu-
facture their machines in this country. The first an-
swer to this is, that any book made abroad is subject
to a duty of twenty per cent. when imported. Next,
it must be kept in mind that our compositors would
still have a great deal to do in bringing out new
editions of foreign works published before the enact-
ment of an international copyright law. Thirdly, the
production of books by American authors would be
greatly stimulated, thus adding to the market of com-
positors and paper-makers. Fourthly, the enterprise
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of our publishers, some of whom are now on good
terms with English authors, would enable them to
secure books from those authors for manufacture
here. “Cheap books for the people” are loudly in-
sisted upon; dut in the same breath the Philadelphians
insist on a total re-manufacture, whick frequently would
double the cost, many books being now simply printed
here from imported duplicate plates. No author will
object to the policy of moderately cheap books, so
long as he is not defranded by it. Cheap clothing,
jron, coal, food, houses, are all desirable; but no one
maintains that they should be made cheap by means
of theft, or the refusal to pay the producer. Only a
few years ago Americans constantly bought current
books — books for amusement on the cars —at $1.50,
without a hint of grumbling. Do they not still freely
pay a dollar to go into' the theater ? In the case of
foreign “stars,” citizens have been known to give
three dollars uncomplainingly, in return for a two-
and-a-half hours’ entertainment. As yet no Congress-
man or Philadelphia theorist has declared that the
foreign actor should be forced by law to play to our
audiences at ten cents a head. The case of lectures
and concerts is the same. Hence, I conclude that the
American people are really not so poverty-stricken
that they cannot afford to pay, individually, a mod-
erate price for a book, which yet shall compensate
the author. Besides, before the epoch of pamphlet
reprints, the people had a large net-work of libraries
and book-clubs, by which for a small subscription—
a few cents per book —they could obtain a year’s
reading, and reading of a good kind. The League tried
to counteract the fallacies of the Philadelphians and
the paper-makers, by printing and circulating several
short documents. But a “scare” was created by the
men who said that, unless the inhabitants of this
republic can buy most foreign books for, say, from
ten to forty cents, and unless foreign books are
wholly remade here, the country will be ruined as
to its paper and printing interests, and plunged into
ignorance.

As if this appalling argument were not enough,
they contended that an author, anyhow, has no right
to put a price upon the work in which he has invested
his time, labor, money, brains, manual labor,—all his
capital, in short,—and that he ought to be grateful if
we give him anything for his production after it is
published. Ideas, they say, are common property,
and no one may demand a price for an idea. True
enough. But how about the foz7z in which those
ideas are presented? Is not that the author’s own
work, wrought out with toil, sweat, and often with
privations ? Is not the labor bestowed upon that
form as worthy of proper wage as the manual skill
devoted to the making of a jumping-jack? Yet no
one has denied that jumping-jacks must be paid for.
Besides, the law already recognizes this for# in which
an author presents his idea, and calls it property, if
only the author be an American. The argument that
authors have no property in the form given to their
ideas falls, therefore, to the ground; and no excuse
remains for denying such property to foreigners, un-
less we hold as valid the excuse of deliberate dis-
honesty.

“The Constitution of the United States (Art. L.,
Sec. VIII., 8) empowers Congress ‘to promote the

OPEN LETTERS.

progress of science and useful arts, by securing, for
limited times, to awthors and inventors, the exclusive
right to their respective writings,’ etc. But, by its
failure to render the rights of all authors secure, Con-
gress has practically defeated hitherto the intent of the
Constitution in this respect.” I quote this from a
sheet which was printed and sent to every member of
the House of Representatives and of the Senate of
the United States last winter. Ought not the state-
ment to be heeded by bringing up the Dorsheimer
Bill for debate at the next session of Congress? Is it
not decent — nay, essential — that the representatives
of the people should openly confer upon the question
of common honesty involved in defending recognized
property ; a question that vitally affects the well-being
of thousands of laborers in a useful profession? It
has been supposed that American citizens, even if their
occupation be only that of paving streets or writing
books, are entitled to have from Congress a fair con-
sideration’ of their rights, if not redress for their
wrongs. I venture to ask all friends of the copyright -
movement, whether of the literary profession or not,
to press upon the members of Congress for their re-
spective districts, immediately, the propriety and im-
portance of at least giving the Dorsheimer Bill a
prompt and fair hearing.

G. P. Lathrop,
Secretary American Copyright League.

80 WasHINGTON SqQuarg, NEw York.

Cooperative Agriculture,

Dr. GLADDEN’S article in the October CENTURY
is worthy the serious study of both capitalists and la-
borers. I have been connected with the largest labor
organization in this country, and have studied the
labor question. While indorsing wholly Dr. Gladden’s
paper, I wish to add one caution in respect to laborers.

It is unfortunately the case that too many working-
men spend enough of their hard earnings foolishly
in ten years to pay for comfortable homes. This is
spent for needless beverages, gambling, and other so-
called pleasures. While I greatly sympathize with all
workingmen, I cannot but believe that intemperance
is mother to half their woes.

‘Within a stone’s throw, at this writing, live a score
of mechanics. Some of them have comfortable homes
—some do not. The cause of this difference is the
personal habits'of these men. The temperate, judicious
men are thrifty, contented, and happy. The intemper-
ate are poor, miserable, and ready to “strike’ at any
opportunity.

It is no less true, however, that manufacturers are
grasping, and do not love their employees as them-
selves.

In Kentucky, as well as in many other States, agri-
culture is carried on codperatively. The owners fur-
nish land, teams, machinery, seed, and food. The
laborer furnishes his labor and skill. The crops are
sold and the profits divided. There is general har-
mony and satisfaction. No one has ever heard of an
agricultural “strike.”

J. W. Caldwell.
CorintH, KENTUCKY.
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jects of intellectual inquiry, the curiosities and absurd-
ities of colonial medical theory and practice, and the
cfforls at literature and art. A chapter will be de-
voted to the French war and its influence on colonial
life. And the underlying causes which tended to pro-
duce a separation from the mother country will be
traced with more fullness than ever before.

The illustrations prepared for this series of papers
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are among the most valuable that have ever been made
for an American historical work. Though many of
them are picturesque, none of them are works of fancy,
but every one represents a fact of historic interest. A
great amount of pains has been expended to insure
the authenticity and veracity of these cuts; it is, in-
deed, intended to make them as valuable for historic
purposes as the text itself,
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Dr. Holmes on International Copyright.

N the 28th and 29th of April an interesting and

successful series of readings was given by Amer-
ican authors at the Madison Square Theater, New
York, in aid of the fund of the American Copyright
League. George William Curtis, Esq., presided on
the first afternoon, and the Right Reverend Henry C.
Potter, Assistant Bishop of New York, on the second.
Both gentlemen made striking and eloquent appeals
in favor of the establishment of an International Copy-
right. Among those who took part were the Rev.
Henry Ward Beecher, Messrs, W, D. Howells, Edward
Eggleston, S. L. Clemens, R. I. Stoddard, Julian
Hawthorne, Will Carleton, H. H. Boyesen, H. C. Bun-
ner, G. P. Lathrop, and others. Mr. Joel Chandler
Harris and Mr. Frank R. Stockton were represented by
proxy, thelatter by a new story. Two of Dr. Holmes’s
poems were read, prefaced by the following letter,
which we are permitted to print for the first time.
— EDITOR.

Boston, April 27, 1885.

My DEeArR Sir: I regret deeply that I cannot be
present at the meeting, where so many of my friends
will be gathered. It will be a grand rally in the cause
of one of the hardest worked of the laboring classes,—
a meeting of the soft-handed sons of toil, whose tasks
are more trying than those of the roughest day-la-
borer, though his palms might shame the hide of a
rhinoceros. How complex, how difficult is the work
of the brain-operative ! He employs the noblest im-
plement which God has given to mortals. He handles
the most precious material that is modeled by the art
of man: the imperishable embodiment of human
thought in language.

Is not the product of the author’s industry an addi-
tion to the wealth of his country and of civilization as
much as if it were a ponderable or a measurable sub-
stance? It cannot be weighed in the grocer’s scales,
or measured by the shop-keeper’s yard-stick. But
nothing is so real, nothing so permanent, nothing of
human origin so prized. Better lose the Parthenon
than the Iliad; better level St. Peter’s than blot out
the Divina Commedia; better blow up Saint Paul’s
than strike Paradise Lost from the treasures of the
English language.

How much a great work costs! What fortunate
strains of blood have gone to the formation of that
delicate yet potent brain-tissue! What happy influ-
ences have met for the development of its marvelous

capacities! What travail, what throbbing temples,
what tension of every mental fiber, what conflicts,
what hopes, what illusions, what disappointments,
what triumphs, lie recorded between the covers of that
volume on the bookseller’s counter! And shall the
work which has drained its author’s life-blood be the
prey of the first vampire that chooses to flap his penny-
edition wings over his unprotected and hapless victim ?

This is the wrong we would put an end to. The
British author, whose stolen works arein the hands of
the vast American reading publie, may possibly re-
ceive a small pension if he come to want in his old
age. But the bread of even public charity is apt to
have a bitter taste, and the slice is at best but a small
one, Shall not our English-writing brother have his
fair day’s wage for his fair day’s work in furnishing
us with instruction and entertainment ?

As to the poor American author, no pension will
ever keep him from dying in the poorhouse. His
books may be on every stall in Europe, in their own
or in foreign tongues, but his only compensation is
the free-will offering of some liberal-minded publisher.

This should not be so. We all know it, and some
among us have feltit, and still feel it as a great wrong.
I think especially of those who are in the flower of
their productive period, and those who are just com-
ing into their time of inflorescence. To us who are
too far advanced to profit by any provision for justice
likely to be made in our day, it would still be a great
satisfaction to know that the writers who come after
us will be fairly treated, and that genius will no longer
be an outlaw as soon as it crosses the Atlantic.

Believe me, dear Mr. Lathrop,

Very truly yours,
Olvver Wendell Holmes.

Georce P. Laruror, EsQ., Secretary, ctc.

Another Side of the Copyright Question.

THE struggle to secure the protection of our laws
for literary property produced by citizens of foreign
countries has been long and wearisome. To some it
may seem fruitless. An ocean of ink has been spilt and
a myriad of speeches have been made; and as yet
there are no positive results set down in black and
white in the Revised Statutes of the United States.
But the best cure for pessimism is to look back along
the past, and to take exact account of the progress
already made. This examination reveals solid grounds
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for encouragement in the future. The labor spent, al-
though often misdirected, has not been in vain. Some-
thing has been gained. Public opinion is slowly crystal-
lizing. By judicial decision, it is true, and not by
legislative enactment, itis now possible for the foreign
dramatist to protect his stage-right in the United States,
and for the American dramatist to protect his stage-right
in Great Britain. The means whereby this protection
can be attained are troublesome and expensive; but
that they exist at all indicates an increasing enlighten-
ment of the public mind. Far more important than
this judicial victory is the formation of the American
Copyright League, and the massing together in a solid
phalanx of nearly all American authors. This organi-
zation is ready to move on the enemy’s works at once,
and it is prepared to fight it out on this line if it
takes all summer, It is devoting its utmost efforts to
the urging of a Dbill which shall establish in the
simplest manner the rights of the author. As soon
as the people of the United States are aroused to
see the justice of this bill and its necessity, it will
become a law, and the question of International
Copyright will be settled once for all. The Anti-
slavery Society awakened the conscience of the people,
and when the time was ripe slavery was abolished.
The Civil Service Reform Associations cried aloud in
the wilderness for months and years, until at last the
hour came and the man, and the Spoils System re-
ceived its death-blow. So the American Copyright
League has settled down to its task, which it will stick
to, without haste and without rest, until the good
work is done.

The argument most generally used in favor of this
greatmoral reform is that it will putan end to an atro-
cious and systematic robbery of foreign authors. That
this is a strong argument no one can deny. As
the law stands now we are willing to avail our-
selves of the literary labors of the great English
writers on science and on history, but we do not
think the laborer worthy of his hire; we are will-
ing to get pleasure and to take refreshment from the
great English novelists and poets, without money and
without price. The Englishman, the Frenchman, or
the German may send to this country his goods for
sale, his trade-marks to be registered, his inventions
to be patented ; but we deny his right of property in
his writings, and his books are free stealing for whoso
will. We are wont to consider this a moral country,
and we are proud to call ourselves a progressive peo-
ple; butin the evolution of morality in regard to in-
tellectual property we are at a lower stage than nations
which we are glad to look on as less moral and more
backward. All things considered, intellectual property
is now most carefully protected in France. Not long
ago Belgium maintained the right of pirating books ;
and the business of book-piracy was then as respectable
a trade in Brussels as it is now in New York. But
in time the Belgians felt the disgrace of their position,
and they experienced a change of heart. Not long
ago the French novelist and the French dramatist were
at the mercy of the English translator and the English
adapter; but the English came to see the error of
their ways. The Frenchman is now no longer pirated
in Belgium or pillaged in Great Britain. The world
moves—and the country which lags farthest behind
is the United States of America. It is for the people

of the United States to say how much longer we can
afford to steal from the stranger.

A stronger argument, however, than that drawn
from our robbing the foreigner is to be taken from
our ill-treatment of our own authors. So long as we
prey on the authors of other countries, just so long
may we expect other countries to prey on our authors.
While the writers of Great Britain are without pro-
tection in the United States, the writers of the United
States will be without protection in Great Britain. In
the present state of the case a double wrong is inflicted
on the American author: (1) at home he is forced to
an unfair competition with stolen goods, and (2)
abroad he has no redress when his goods are stolen.
In his “ English Note-books” Hawthorne records a
visit in 1856 to the office of an important English
publishing house — he gives the name in full — where
he met one of the firm, who * expressed great pleasure
at seeing me, as indeed he might, having published
and sold, without any profit on my part, uncounted
thousands of my books.”” Cooper and Irving have
fared as ill at the hands of the English pirate as Haw-
thorne did. The number of American books repub-
lished in England is increasing every year. In pro-
portion there is as much piracy in Great Britain as in the
United States. Time was when there was no sar-
casm in the query, Who reads an American book?
Time is when that question may be answered by say-
ing that the English now read American books —and
by the hundred thousand. A glance at a railway book-
stall in England will show that a very heavy propor-
tion of the books which cover it are of American au-
thorship—just as a glance at an American news-stand
will reveal a very heavy proportion of books of Brit-
ish origin. In both countries the most of these liter-
ary wares are stolen goods. Half a dozen English
publishers have series or libraries in which a good
half of the books are of American authorship. It
would not be easy to make out a list of the rival Brit-
ish editions of * Little Women,” of * Helen’s Babies,”
of “ Democracy,” of “Uncle Remus,” of Artemus
Ward’s books, of the “Wide, Wide World,” of the
* Biglow Papers,” of the “ Autocrat of the Breakfast
Table,” of many American semi-religious novels, or
of many books of so-called American humor. The
editions of Longfellow and of Poe are numberless.
Poe is perhaps more highly esteemed in England than
in America; and Longfellow’s popularity was greater
in Great Britain than in the United States —as Ten-
nyson’s, so it is asserted, is greater in the United
States than in Great Britain. Now, nearly all these
editions are unauthorized by the Awmerican author,
and it is very rare indeed for him to derive any bene-
fit from them. While the American publisher has a
pleasant habit of sending an AZonorarim to the writer
whose books he has captured, the British publisher gen-
erally scorns to exhibit any such evidence of delicacy.

One popular American author agreed with a Lon-
don publisher that the latter should have a certain
new book of the former’s for a fixed sum. A rival
London publisher reprinted the bhook in a rival edi-
tion at a lower price, and the publisher with whom
the American author had dealt seized this as a pretext
to brealk his bargain; he published his edition, and he
advertised it as the authorized edition, but he never
paid one penny of the sum he had promised. The
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English publisher, even when he is honest and means
well, is prevented from offering a fair price by the fear
of a rival edition. A certain American humorist wrote
a book which he believed would be popular, and an
English publisher offered him a hundred pounds for
it. If the American could have protected his rights in
England, he would have refused this offer, and he
would have insisted on a royalty. As it was, he had,
perforce, to accept it. It so happened that the book
made a greater hit in England than in America; in the
United States twelve thousand copies were sold, while
in Great Britain the sale exceeded one hundred and
eighty thousand copies.

The island of Manhattan has no monopoly of book-
pirates. Captain Kidd was a native of the British Isles.
Hawthorne, in his “ American Note-books,” recorded
in 1850 that he had just found two of his stories pub-
lished as original in the last London “ Metropolitan,”
and he added, “ The English are much more unscru-
pulous and dishonest pirates than ourselves.” Itis true
that the British literary freebooter sometimes cruelly
and barbarously mutilates his American victim. An
American publisher, if he takes an English book,
reprints it werbatim, literatim, et puncluatim, with
the author’s name in full. But the British publisher
sometimes, as we have seen, drops out the author’s
name ; sometimes he hires an English notability as
editor ; sometimes he revises and amends the hereti-
cal views of the American author in religion or in pol-
itics ; sometimes he adapts throughout. One of Dr.
Holland’s earlier novels was published in England
with a multitude of changes, such as the substitution
of the Queen for the President, and of the Thames for
the Connecticut. One of his later novels, * Arthur
Bonnicastle,” appeared in England with a new end-
ing, or, as the title-page announced in the finest of
type,— * The last chapter by another hand.”

Writing on the subject of International Copyright
fifteen years ago, Mr. James Parton began his essay
with a striking statement, as is his custom: “There
is an American lady living at Hartford, in Connecticut,
whom the United States has permitted to be robbed
by foreigners of two hundred thousand dollars. Her
name is Harriet Beecher Stowe. By no disloyal act
has she or her family forfeited their right to the pro-
tection of the government of the United States. She
pays her taxes, keeps the peace, and earns her liveli-
hood by honest industry ; she has reared children for
the service of the Commonwealth ; she was warm and
active for her country when many around her were
cold or hostile; in a word, she is a good citizen.
More than that: she is an illustrious citizen. The
United States stands higher to-day in the regard of
every civilized being in Christendom because she lives
in the United States. . . . Tothat American woman
every person on earth who read ¢ Uncle Tom’s Cabin’
incurred a personal obligation. Every individual who
became possessed of a copy of the book, and every one
who saw the story played in a theater, was bound in nat-
ural justice to pay money to her for service rendered, un-
less she expressly and formally relinquished her right,—
which she never has done.” Mr. Parton’s statement of
the case is vehement, but his estimate of the loss to Mrs.
Stowe, owing to the absence of any way by which she
could protect her rights in foreign parts, is none too
high. Because the people of the United States have
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not chosen to give protection here to the works of
foreign authors, Mrs. Stowe has been robbed by for-
eigners, and the extent of her loss is quite two hun-
dred thousand dollars. The extent of the loss of Irving,
Cooper, Longfellow, Hawthorne, and of the many
living Americans whose writings are read eagerly on
the far side of the Atlantic, is many times two hundred
thousand dollars, and it increases every day.

B M.
The Calling of a Christian Minister.

THERE is loud complaint of a famine in the minis-
try. The bread of life is plenty, men say, but there
are few to break it. The scarcity is somewhat exag-
gerated, but the catalogues of the theological sem-
inaries show that it exists. The number of men in
preparation for the ministry does not increase so fast
as the number of the churches increases.

Part of this disparity is due, as was recently shown
by an Open Letter in these pages, to the needless
multiplication of churches, under the stress of a fierce
and greedy sectarianism. Not only is the demand for
ministers in many of the smaller communities in ex-
cess of the real need, but the petty competitions into
which the churches are thus plunged prevent many
high-minded young men from entering the ministry.
It is probable, also, that the theological disputations
which have been rife during the last few years have
discouraged some who might otherwise have chosen
this work. They have seen devout and faithful pas-
tors bearing the stigma of heresy, and even cast out
of the synagogues ; they have seen earnest and brave
young men stopped and turned back on the threshold
of the ministry; and they have shrunk from entering
upon a work which appeared to be beset with so many
snares and suspicions. This action may have been ill-
advised, but there can be no doubt that it has been
taken for such reasons in a great many cases. To
doubts within, as well as to disputations without, the
reluctance of some to enter the ministry must be at-
tributed. In this period of theological reconstruction
it is not strange that some ingenuous young men have
become somewhat uncertain respecting the founda-
tions of the Christian faith. To enter upon the work
of preparation for the ministry with such misgivings
would, of course, be out of the question.

To obstacles of this nature rather than to any lack
of worldly advantages in the ministry is due, we are
persuaded, the greater part of the falling off in the
number of theological students. The Christian minis-
try will never suffer from the loss of those who are
allured from its labors by the superior prizes of wealth
or power which are offered to men in other callings;
and, tempting as these prizes are, it is to be hoped
that there are still a great many young men in this
country to whom other motives more strongly appeal.
If young men of this class, whosé aims are not mainly
sordid, and who entertain a generous ambition to
serve their generation, are less strongly attracted than
formerly to the work of the ministry, that is certainly
to be regretted. And the reasons which lead them to
decline so good a work ought to be well weighed.

Even those who turn away from the ministry because
of intellectual difficulties might find, if they took coun-
sel with some judicious and intelligent friend, an easy
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post-offices. If deposits are few, but liitle additional
clerical work would be required. If they are numer-
ous the fees would pay for the new work, and in any
case the system would be self-sustaining.

It has been feared by some that such a system of
national savings-banks would seriously reduce the
business of the savings-banks already established,
which pay interest on deposits; but is it not quite as
likely to increase it? Our people think so much of in-
terest that many of them would be likely, whenever
their deposits become considerable, to withdraw them
from the non-interest-paying government banks and
put them into private banks which would pay interest.

OPEN
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When government bonds are no longer available as
securities, some modifications in existing systems of
banking will be necessary ; and such a system of sav-
ings-banks as is here described would, it is thought,
be adapted to the new order of things.

The government should do nothing for its citizens
which they can as well do for themselves ; but the es-
tablishment of non-interest-paying savings-banks, with
absolute security of deposits, can be accomplished only
by the national government, and it is urged with great
force that the system would tend to habits of economy,
and to improved conditions of life, for large numbers
of people.

LETTERS.

International Copyright.

FLAIN SPEECH FROM AMERICAN AUTHORS,
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HE demand for International Copyright is based,

primarily, on principles of simple justice. Theright
of an author to the product of his brain, like the right
of the mechanic to the product of his hands, does not
depend upon national or geographical conditions, T
would not myself make it depend upon international
treaty, or the legislation of other countries. Whatever
privilege our present copyright law gives to citizens
should be given to persons. America is too rich to be
a pauper, and ought to be too honorable to be a robber,
and should be willing to pay to authors who contrib-
ute to its enlightenment or its enjoyment a fair re-
muneration for their work.

But this consideration of justice is enforced by a
consideration of sell-interest. We protect by our leg-
islation every form of industry except that of the
brain ; the industry of the brain we subject to an un-
equal competition. The American author, in order to

secure the publication of his book, must not only write
a good one, but he must write one so much better
than any that a foreign author can write, that the pub-
lisher can better afford to pay him for the privilege
of publishing it than to publish his competitor’s book
for nothing. This system is dwarfing American litera-
ture, and would have done much to destroy it, if it had
not been nurtured and kept alive by our popular peri-
odicals. A vote for justice does not require much ex-
planation ; and T think this simple statement is all the
explanation which this vote, for what I should prefer to
call Universal Copyright, requires.
Lyman Abbolt.

I an heartily in favor of any effort that promises to
be successful in securing International Copyright.
Our present methods are disheartening to all author-
ship in America, and, consequently, we can never have
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influence, for reaching the outside multitudes, for shap-
ing, through its vital forces, the life of the community,
they scarcely know, save as they hear them alluded to
now and then from the pulpit. Now, hereis an agency
that ought to be most efficient in restraining the evils
of society and in improving its conditions. In its ori-
gin this agency claims to be divine; but, like every
other social institution, its usefulness depends upon
human codperation. The church can never be the
power that it ought to be while so large a part of the
intelligence and the enterprise of the community is
withheld from its active service. Itis not only in the
management of its finances that the church needs
these men of affairs, but in the development of its spir-
itual life and its benevolent work. A more business-
like religion — one that takes hold in a practical, com-
mon-sense way of the problems of city-evangelization
—is a erying need of these times.

The responsibility of the citizens of intelligence and
property for the right government of the city is a tire-
some commonplace. Nevertheless, it must be con-
stantly reiterated. The power of these citizens to con-
trol the government, when they cast off the fetters of
party and unite in the interest of public morality, is
not doubted. So long as party lines are rigidly main-
tained in municipal politics, the rascals will always
rule; they know how to combine, and they are thus
able to control the nominations of one of the political
parties, if not of both. But when the honest citizens
unite, they always put the rascals to flight. This has*
been done in all our largest cities—in Brooklyn, in
Philadelphia, in New York. The trouble arises from
the fact that these uprisings of the people are spas-
modic and occasional; they soon go back again to
their buying and selling, and leave the field to the bad
politicians. The fact to be urged upon citizens of in-
telligence and property is that they cannot keep the
benefits of free government unless they are willing to
pay full price for them. The whole duty of the average
citizen cannot be discharged in the half hour that is
required for the depositing of his ballot once or twice
a year, nor by the check wherewith he pays his
taxes. Citizenship in our American cities means more
than this. Its obligations cannot be honored without
devoting a great many hours in every year to study,
and consultation, and difficult and disagreeable work.

Cheap Books under International Copyright.

CHIEF among the objections urged against Interna-
tional Copyright has been the allegation that it will
make books dear: the people want cheap books, is the
cry. The people want cheap beef and cheap bread,
but this is not used as an argument for the denial of
the protection of the law to the butcher and the baker.
At first sight there may seem to be a certain plausibility
in the assertion that the granting of copyright to the
foreigner will make books dearer. The foreigner whose
books we most often reprint is the Englishman, and
certain kinds of English books are published originally
at high prices. An English novel, for example, is
generally issued in two or three volumes at from five
to eight dollars; and a few of the lighter books of
travel and biography are also published at a prohibitive
price. This is because Great Britain is a small, com-
pact country, with a highly organized system of circu-
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lating libraries. The English publisher does not
expect to sell a novel at seven dollars to a single
reader; his large and sure customers arethe circulating
libraries, who lend it to the reader. But these high
prices, even for books of this class, are apparent only
and temporary. A successful novel is republished
within six months in one volume at from fifty cents to
a dollar and a half. And whether republished or not,
second-hand copies are generally sold off by the cir-
culating libraries in less than a year at from a quarter
to a half of the published price. The English system
of high prices is applied only to certain classes of
books, and evenas to these it is temporary. Professor
Lounsbury, after an experience of years in buying
for the library of Yale, declares that in the long run
English books are cheaper than American books.

There is no danger that English publishers will try
to impose on American readers the traditional methods
of British bookselling, wholly unsuited to our tastes,
to our customs, and to the vast extent of our country.
The English are a book-borrowing people; we are a
book-buying people ; and any attempt to establish in
these broad United States the English system of cir-
culating libraries would surely fail. We have no right
to assume that any English publisher who should
venture to enter the American market would be
so foolish as not to adopt American methods and to
conform to American conditions. It would be their
loss if they did not, and the loss of the English authors
whose books they might publish ; and they would very
soon return to reason. There are now two great Eng-
lish publishing houses having important branches in
New York, and both of these carefully adjust prices
to suit the American demand and the traditions of the
American trade. One of these houses has published a
novel of Mrs. Oliphant’s in London in three volumes
at seven dollars and a half, and at the same time in
New York in one volume at a dollar.

The passing of an International Copyright Bill will
not make American books any dearer, nor will it in
any way affect the prices of books already published ;
therefore the Greek and Latin classics, the great lite-
ratures of Ttaly, Spain, France, and Germany, the
whole of English literature to this year of grace, and
all that part of American literature which was in exis-
tence in 1844, will be just as cheap as it has been.
There will be no change of any kind as far as these
things are concerned; and exactly how great a pro-
portion of the books worth reading are included in
these various classes it is impossible to say, but it is
quite nine-tenths, not to say ninety-nine hundredths.
The passing of an International Copyright Bill can
raise the price only of the future writings of foreign
authors, and these only when they are suitable for
republication here in the cheap pamphlet libraries.
Now, it is only the lesser part of the work of foreign
authors which is reprinted here in the pamphlet libra-
ries at from a dime to a quarter. In the mamn these
pamphlet libraries contain novels, and novels only. In
all probability new English novels will not be quite
as cheap after international copyright as before. But
it is only new English novels which may be any dearer,
and these new English novels cannot be much dearer,
because they must be published in competition with
all the great novels of the past on which there is no
copyright, and with the increasing novels of the brill-
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iant American school, which have frequently been
sold as cheaply as fifty cents.

Rising from details like these to a consideration of
the general question, it is not difficult to show that the
extension of copyright will not seriously increase the
price of books. France, for example, is the country
giving perhaps the fullest copyright protection to
authors of all nations, without distinction. Literature
prospers in France, and French authors are rewarded
and honored; there are perhaps half-a-dozen French
novelists who can be sure of a sale of fifty thousand
copies for any new novel they may write. Vet nowhere
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are books cheaper than in France; and books have
been cheap in France since Michel-Lévy wrought his
literary revolution, now nearly half a century ago. A
French novel appears generally in one volume at
seventy cents, and it is often reprinted later in cheaper
form for twenty cents. All the tales of that most
delightful of story-tellers, the elder Dumas, can be
bought in Paris for twenty cents a volume. American
publishing methods are more closely akin to French
than to English; and in America as in France the
reading public has formed the habit of cheap books,
to which no publisher would now dare to run counter.

OPEN LETTERS.

Christian Union.
LETTERS FROM PRESBVTERIAN DIVINES.
From Rev. Dr. Crosby.

HE Rev. Dr. Shields has prescribed a very simple
remedy for church separation among Protestants;
namely, union on the basis of the Protestant Episcopal
liturgy. Coming from a Presbyterian, this is very
complimentary to our Episcopal brethren, and very
magnanimous for a Princeton man. We have heard of

other easy schemes to the same end, as, for example, '

union on the basis of the Solemn League and Cove-
nant.

But the plan is too easy and simple; that is, it is so
easy and simple for one denomination that it would be
very hard for the rest. The one denomination that
would have to do nothing would enjoy the operation,
but those that had to do all the changing might find
it a very severe process. We only know of two
Presbyterian ministers who could be counted on as
venturing on this one-sided consolidation — Dr.
Shields himself and my excellent friend Dr. Hopkins.
I know a little about Presbyterians, and of them
only I speak. They are not in love with the Episcopal
liturgy. They cannot extol it in the panegyric of Dr.
Shields. They like parts of it very well, and count
most of it excellent English, but they object to a great
deal in it, and could never make use of it.

1. They object to the breaking up of prayer into
little fragments, each beginning with an invocation
and ending with a formal peroration. They consider
this style of prayer too artificial and leading to a
mechanical worship.

2. They object to the open-eyed reading of prayer,
as tending to withdraw the mind from the unseen.

3. They object to the stereotyped prayer, however
excellent.

4. They object to the Litany i fofo, as putting the
believer far off from God, calling on him to spere him
as a miserable sinner, when, as an accepted child of
God, he should reverently call upon God as a dear
Father near at hand, ready to bestow his gifts abun-
dantly. The Litany has no feature suited to the heir
of God or joint-heir with Christ.” Many of the
features of the Litany (like the prayer against sudden
death) are but relics of Romanism, and its repetitions
are unmeaning.

5. They object to the absolution declaration, which
is only a toning-down of the Roman absolution &e-
sfowal. No minister is authorized to pronounce an
absolution on the penitent, any more than one who is
not a minister. That grand truth is for everybody to
know and to proclaim. The minister has no preroga-
tive here, as this section of the prayer-book would
imply. It is a remnant of the priestly idea of a
Christian minister, while Presbyterians hold that all
believers are equally priests, and that a minister is
only an ordained leader and ruler.

6. They object to the repetitionsof the Lord’s Prayer,
as if it were a magical formula, which was effective by
frequent repetition.

7. They object to the clear remnants of transub-
stantiation in the Communion Service and of baptismal
regeneration in the Baptismal Service — two doctrines
which Presbyterians abhor.

With such objections on the part of Presbyterians
(in which, I doubt not, Baptists, Methodists, and Con-
gregationalists would largely concur), how can Dr.
Shields’s plan of union on the Episcopal liturgy be of
avail ?

The truth is that Christians cannot be made to agree
on the points referred to, nor on secondary matters of
doctrine and church government, nor is it desirable
that they should agree. Down deep in the fundament-
als of Christ’s divinity, incarnation, sacrifice for sin,
the gift of the Spirit, faith, repentance, the new life,
Christians of all evangelical creeds and customs agree,
and on these they can unite, but on nothing else. A
visible union can be brought about only with the liberty
of each Christian or group of Christians holding his
or their differences in creed and custom. The union
would be by periodical congress for prayer and con-
ference, and by codperative work in Christian associa-
tions and alliances for general effort against falsehood
and infidelity. This union is feasible, and is, indeed,
beginning to be a fact through more enlightened
Christendom.

I am an out-and-out Presbyterian, but I find it a
delight to work with my Episcopal friends in their
admirable Church Temperance Society; I have worked
side by side with Baptists and Methodists in City Mis-
sions and in Young Men’s Christian Associations, and
it never occurred to any of us to think of denomina-
tional differences ; [ am a member of two ministerial
organizations where ministers of all the Protestant
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International Copyright on Music.

OPINIONS OF AMERICAN MUSICIANS.

[In THE CENTURY for February, 1886, was printed
a collection of opinions from the most prominent au-
thors of the United States; to the number of forty-five,
on the subject of an International Copyright Law,
contributed in response to a circular from us, and
unanimously demanding such a measure, in the name
of justice to authors and of an honorable public policy.
In the following pages we print replies to a similar
circular addressed by us to American musicians. It
will be remarked that these responses, like those of
the authors, recognize the preéminence of the ethical
issue which is involved. ~Looking merely at the
indifference of our legislators on this and other
moral questions, one might think with Emerson that

¢ Things are in the saddle,
And ride mankind,”

were it not for the widespread and unsophisticated
sense of right which is shown by such protests as these
from authors and composers, who we are sure are in this
matter the truest representatives of American sentiment,
How long will it be before Senators and members will
recognize that this is primarily a moral rather than an
economic question; and that the conviction of large
classes of thoughtful people that we are pursuing a
disgraceful policy is a source of weakness in the
national self-respect for which legislators individually
are every day newly responsible ? — THE EDITOR.]

As To an International Copyright Law, T should hail
it with joy. At thisstage of the world’s progress such
a legal protection should be everywhere recognized as
an author’s inalienable right.

Dudley Buek,

BrookLyxN.

THE artistic injustice to which composers are sub-
jected for want of an adequate copyright law can
scarcely be appreciated by the general public.

The recent litigation in regard to the original orches-
tration of Gounod’s “ Redemption,” and of the Gilbert
and Sullivan operas, developed the fact that it is the
common practice to rescore, rearrange, reharmonize,
republish, and otherwise maltreat, ad /., the works of
any foreign composer that may be found profitable for
trade purposes. So shameless has this practice become
that the defendants in one of these lawsuits actually
made a point of the fact that they had altered all the
chords of the seventh in the original composition to
common chords in their “edition’ (1) and made claim
to copyright on that account.

Itis a notorious fact that American composers have
suffered in the same way in England. The genuine
creator in music may be content to wait for recognition,
and may even be reconciled to having some one else
reap the benefit of his artistic labor; but that any one
should have the right to distort and misrepresent his
works, which happens every day to #me artists, is a
shame which no one can endure with equanimity.
Common justice demands that the artist shall have
the right to the fruit of his labor. Ar#istic justice
demands that his creation shall be protected from dis-
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figurement and vandalism, and commion lazo as well as
international law ought to afford such protection.

Ratron G. W. Chadwick.
THE first thing to determine in regard to the lack
of an International Copyright Law is not the injury
it may be to American composers, but the injustice it
inflicts on composers of all nationalities. The laws of
all civilized countries recognize and protect the right
of the inventor to the rewards of his ingenuity; the
patentee of the most trifling mechanical contrivance,
the compounder of the most impotent “ cure-all,” can at
small cost secure the profits of his labor in every land;
but the author, whether literary or musical, is not
deemed worthy of the same just protection. His work,
the result of years of labor, is—by a strange irony —
deemed of so much value to the world at large that it
would be an injustice to the world to expect them to
pay him a fair price for it. He must be content, per-
force, to find his highest reward for instructing or
amusing the world, in fame, and —in filling the coffers
of piratical publishers. Solongas American publishers
can republish the best class of music produced in Eu-
rope, without cost, except for stamping and printing,
Just solong they will refuse equally good compositions
by native authors, unless they get them for nothing.
It would seem that the mere statement of the exist-
ence of such a state of things ought to be enough_in
the name of justice and honesty, to end it, in spite of
the * vested interests *— viz., publisher’s capital, stock,
etc., ete.—that are constantly referred to, when this
question is agitated, as something foo sacred to be
meddled with ; as if equity can or ought to recognize
any “ vested interests *’ in in-equity, or the success of
never 50 many publishers outweigh the plain right of the
humblest author to a fair share in the profit of his work.

H. A. Clarke.

UMIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILA.

THE absence of an International Copyright Law is
working directly to the grave injury of our native
composers. So long as American music publishers
can reprint the most successful foreign compositions
without paying a farthing of royalty to their authors,
so long will they prefer doing so instead of printing
American works of possibly equal merit. An Interna-
tional Copyright Law will encourage our composers
by giving them a chance to see their scores printed.
Surely, commercial equity and the interest of our mu-
sicians, nay, of musical progress among us, here go
hand in hand. The absence of such a law benefits
solely our music publishers; its enactment would re-
move one of the chief obstacles to our eventually

taking rank as a musical nation.

BoSTON. Julins Eichberg.

THERE is no need to argue at this stage of the con-
troversy that copyright is property. The question at
issue is now whether this property should have an
international protection the same as the money a man
carries abroad in his pocket. To reduce the matter


Moira
Typewritten Text
C1887A


97°

to a strictly logical basis, copyright is money. Any
man possessing a copyright may sell it for what it
will bring in the market, precisely as he would sell
his railroad stock, or his old clothes — for there are
copyrights which are worth little more. The question
is, shall civilized countries recognize these facts and
give copyright an international safety, or shall the in-
habitants of each country still have the privilege of
poaching on the mental products of other countries at
their pleasure? American composers have so farhad a
hard time of it, and have found it a very difficult matter
to introduce their works to their own countrymen. Nor
is this so much to be wondered at when it is remem-
bered that in the present state of lawlessness any pub-
lisher here can issue cheap reprints of any foreign
composition at any time when he may choose to do
so; he merely pays for the plates, the paper, and the
printing, the composer, of course, receiving nothing.
This is certainly very agreeable and nice — for the
publisher; but it naturally puts American composers
in the shade. Lastly, it must not be overlooked that
an International Copyright Law would not only be a
matter of justice, but also a stimulus to mental activ-
ity, and it would certainly tend to discourage robbery
whose chief excuse seems to be that it is wholesale.

New Yorx. Otto Floershein.
JusTice and expediency alike demand an Interna-
tional Copyright, and every educated person in the
country should ask for it.
One example of the result of the present system of
piracy is worth more than any amount of argument.

_ Three-years ago, in Paris, I saw a man whose music

is admired and loved wherever the pianoforte has
made its way,— Stephen Heller,—old, poor, and al-
most totally blind. If the money justly due him from
publishers in the United States alone could have been
made his by law, he would have been made comfort-
able for the rest of his life. Fortunately his friends in
France and England raised an annuity for him, and
50 in part made up for the wrong; and his is the case
of many. No American who lives wholly or in part
by the work of his brains should rest until that work
is as much protected as a brand of whisky or soap.

Bostox. Arthr Foole.
In observing that in the United States the author
and musical composer alone are left unprotected by the
law, one might be inclined to think that America’s
great law-makers had all been publishers! Luckily it
is otherwise. Nevertheless, so long as there is no in-
ternational copyright, “Fiaf justitia, ruat colum " will
remain in American translation: Enrich the pirates;
authors may starve !
New York. 7. Korbay.
WHILE the present wrong state of affairs causes
more injustice to European authors and composers
than to Americans, it will not be long before the latter
will begin to suffer more or less acutely. It may be
that for many years musical composition here will
bring no pecuniary reward (so far as regards fthe
higher forms), but without an adequate international
copyright this condition might exist forever.
An American composer now has to contend against
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the tremendous competition that is caused by the fact
that our publishers reprint, without the cost of author-
ship, works of every European composer of reputa-
tion. It is not only against such works themselves
that our composers must measure themselves — they
must face a surfeited market; surfeited, because his
works have but one publisher, while the others have
all. The publisher has little reason to pay for what
he can get for nothing. It seems to me that there is
no honorable defense for our present thievish attitude
on the subject of international copyright.

B. J. Lang.

Bosrton.

It seems to me that every right-minded person must+
most emphatically condemn the unprincipled piracy of
literary, and especially musical, works, that has been
continued for so many years. Why should not the
products of a man’s brain be as much his personal
property, and therefore protected by law, as his money
or anything else belonging to him ? Ifian American ap-
propriates an Englishman’s money and is caught, he is
punished ; if he appropriates his book or musical com-
position, republishing and selling it for his own profity
he goes free. Such a state of affairs is so entirely op-
posed to all principles of modern civilization, that
there cannot and should not be two opinions on this
point. Letushave an International Copyright Law, by
all means, and the sooner the better.

BosTox. Louis Maas.

MANY pianoforte and other musical compositions
by Americans are at present constantly being repub-
lished in foreign countries and ordinarily without re-
muneration to the composers. It seems to me that the
arguments in favor of International Copyright as re-
gards works of literature, apply with equal force to
musical compositions. I should, however, prefer what
the Rev. Lyman Abbott, in THE CENTURY for Feb-
ruary, 1886, calls  Universal Copyright,”—mnot as a
matter of policy, but because of its broad and more
liberal scope and because founded upon principles of
honesty, equity, justice, and humanity.

Oranceg, N, J. William Mason.

It has been said that there are two sides to every
question, but from the author’s and composer’s stand-
point there is in the copyright question only one side
which contains the elements of justice.

The consuming public naturally desires to have the
advantage of reprints of foreign maitter, and for this
advantage ought to be willing to pay a price by which
the originator, who has given his time for their en-
lightenment or enjoyment, should derive some benefit.

Without an International Copyright we shall never
develop to any extent the literary or musical talent
which is lying dormant in this country; for so long as
we can have the vast resources of European countries
to draw upon without taxation, so long will our native
authors and young composers be deprived of a work-
ing-field, and we who boast of equality in all things
will have to acknowledge the superiority and suprem-
acy of other nations in literature and art. For no
enterprising American, no matter how much genius
he may possess, will wholly devote his time and
talents to work from which he can derive no profit
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owing to the concurrence of publications by foreign
authors which can be reproduced here without paying
any royalty, and consequently at less expense to the
publisher.

New York. Harrison Millard.

My name is at your service to help swell the num-
ber of petitioners for the passage of an International
Copyright Law. In spite of my honest endeavor to find
out the injury done to American composers by the ab-
sence of such a law, T must confess my inability in this
direction. My ouly feeling is, that moral justice ought
to be done to the right of property of the brain as well
as to that of the purse.

New Yori. S Mosenthal.

EvERY American composer will rejoice when an
International Copyright Law is adopted in this country,
whereby the right of an author to legal protection for
his published works is recognized as universal. The
absence of such a law is not only a grave injury to
foreign masters, but a fatal obstacle in the path of our
OWIl COINPOSETS.

CamBRrIDGE, Mass. John K, Paine.

ALL the arguments advanced in the controversy re-
garding an International Copyright Law for the protec-
tion of authors are equally applicable in the case of
composers. Speaking from the standpoint of an Amer-
can composer, the musical marketis flooded with cheap
reprints of the most popular and profitable modern Eu-
ropean works, to the great detriment of American com-
positions of merit. These cannot of course compete
with works of foreigners in price, since the publishers
not only may, but do, take without remuneration and
use with impunity what ought to be the property of for-
eigners. Tor no long argument is needed to convince
any right-thinking man that the result of brain-labor is
as much the maker’s own property as the work of his
hands. Moreover it is a melancholy fact that there is in
this country at present a prejudice against American
music. Given two piano-pieces of equal merit, one by
an American, the other by a foreigner, probably not
one teacher in ten would give preference to the former
for constant use. The passing of this law would give

~to American composition an impetus and encourage-
ment which it greatly needs, by tending to place the
American composer, at least at home, on the same foot-
ing as the foreigner.

The whole question seems naturally to resolve itself
into one of simple morality: Has a man the right to
the product of his work ? It is unreasonable and selfish
to expecta composer, after he has labored for years and
spent both time and money to acquire his ability, to use
that ability merely to enrich the man who buys the
paper and has it printed; while he himself who has
created something to print is foreed to subsist by other
means, although by appropriate legislation there could
be secured to him a just proportion of the fruits of his
toil.

GarpeN Crity, L. L H. W. Parker.

IF it be obvious justice to a literary or artistic
worker to afford him copyright protection in his own
country, it is equally obvious justice to grant him
similar protection in all countries that are linked with
his own by likeness of knowledge and taste. Upon
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general principles of fair dealing, therefore, I believe
heartily in an International Copyright Law, and in a
law that shall apply to musical compositions as well as
to books. Hitherto, the absence of an International
Copyright Law has been an injury and an injustice
mainly fo foreign composers and publishers. But
within the last ten or fifteen years American music in
all departments from the primary instruction-book has
been commanding more and more attention in Europe,
50 that the evil is beginning to be felt keenly on our
side also, This reciprocity of interest is certain to be-
come rapidly more noticeable. The sharp goad of per-
sonal interest is thus being added to the slow sense
of abstract justice to make most American musicians
decided advocates of the International Copyright idea.
It is surely disgraceful that the United States is one of
the last of the great powers to accept and adopt this
idea.
Harrtrorp, Conn. Walido S. Pratt,
Last summer I looked into the musical catalogue of
the British Museum for English reprints of American
music, where every publisher in England is expected
to deposit a copy of every publication he issues, to be
catalogued and kept for reference. This I did at the
suggestion of a London publisher who favors an Inter-
national Copyright Law, and who wished to give me an
idea of the loss I have sustained by the absence of
such a law. This catalogue consists of blank-books
into which are pasted the titles of each author’s com-
positions, so arranged that they are kept together and
in alphabetical order and four or five on a page. My
list, beginning back in the Fifties and taking in the
war songs on their way to the present time, occupies
twenty-three of these pages and a part of the twenty-
fourth. This does not include a good many singing-
class pieces and some Sunday-school and Gospel songs
that appear in books by English compilers. It goes
without saying that I favor an International Copyright
Law.,
CHICAGO. Geo. F. Root.
ON most subjects there may be diversity of opinions.
On the subject of International Copyright it seems tome
there can be but one view, and that in favor of security
to American writers, and, I may say, to all writers.
As a composer of music who is, fortunately, not de-
pendenton the material result of his publications, I do
not fail to appreciate the fact that music publishers in
this country have no paramount interest to push the
sale of their copyright publications. The reason is,
they can reprint with such facility the works of others
after they have proved a success, and it pays them so
much better to do this because they are not hampered
by royalties or bonuses to European composers ; thus
they have not the same incentive to further the sale of
their publications which English, French, or German
publishers have. A successful American composer,
whose works do not aspire to so-called cheap popular-
ity, does better to-day, from a pecuniary point of view,
to publish his works in Europe than in this country.
This is not as it should be. It is time that wholesale
stealing of, or simply voluntary payment for, the pro-
ductions of the brain should be stopped.

New York. Sebastian B, Schiesinger,
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INTERNATIONAL Copyright is a legitimate and logi-
cal extension and application of the principles involved
in our present copyright laws, and secures to the au-
thor, dramatist, or composer full and perfect recogni-
tion of property rights, in place of the partial and
imperfect protection afforded by existing laws.

That our statutes signally fail to furnish to literary
workers that security in the pursuit of an honorable
calling to which every citizen is entitled, must be
conceded, and the injustice of further delay becomes
more apparent, in view of the fact that the advocates
of purely material issues rarely fail in securing favor-
able legislation.

The comparative ease with which musical produc-
tions are reprinted, and the fact that the medium of
expression is the same in all countries, render the
native composer subject to a competition even moare
intense than that which literary workers are obliged to
endure. It must be borne in mind that at the present
time, when American composers are beginning to as-
sert their right to a respectful hearing, this burden is
especially hard to bear. It is significant that the asso-
ciation (Music Teachers’ National Association) which
has done more than any other agency lo arouse an
interest on the part of our musical public in the work
of our native composers, has repeatedly and emphatic-
ally indorsed the principle of International Copy-
right. Itwas the good fortune of the writer to assist
in securing an expression of opinion from the musical
profession upon this question, and the unanimity with
which the better class of musicians indorsed the pro-
posed legislation proved conclusively that its neces-
sity was fully appreciated. The manly spirit shown in
demanding fair play for the foreign composer, while
insisting on just treatment for themselves, indicates a
self-respect which may prove no unimportant factor in
developing American musical art.

Provipence, R. L. Albert A. Stanley.

WHEN a young artist, or an old one for that matter,
carries to the publishers a work that will compare in
usefulness as well as excellence with any contempora-
neous production, he is met by the question, ©“ What is
the use of my buying a MS. from you when I can get
the compositions of Sullivan, Dykes, Goss, and all
the best English composers for #othing 2"

The English music unquestionably has done much
good here in arousing the latent talent and energies
of our American composers. We awake only to find
that we have been aroused in vain. There must be an
International Copyright, and that without delay, or
American music will sink into oblivion. If any con-
siderable number of our Congressmen knew anything
about art or literature, we should have haditlong ago.

New York. Eungene Thayer.

THE present state of the law is an inducement to
swindling and is degrading to us as a nation. An In-
ternational Copyright Law that would compel American
publishers to pay foreign composers for their works
might also prove an encouragement to home talent
by giving our own composers an equal chance with
others.

New York. Theodore Thomas.

OPEN LETTERS.

I Ay most decidedly in favor of an International
Copyright Law, by which musical composers and au-
thors in other arts and sciences will be protected
against the outrageous doings of many publishers in
America and in Europe. A man’s brain-work should
be respected by all, and every profit and advantage that
may be gained through it should be for his own bene-
fit, and #of for those who furnish the paper and the
ink for the reproduction of works which in most cases
have taken years of study and hard labor to conceive
and fo execute.

BosTon.

Cari Zervakn.

COMMENT OF A CRITIC OF MUSIC.

THE musicians whose appeal for International
Copyright is published in this number of THE CEN-
TURY have in one respect a stronger claim upon the
protection of their country than even the writers
of books. The author of a literary work is exposed
to the direct competition only of those who use the
same language. But the language of music is uni-
versal; and the American composer of songs, can-
tatas, and operas must face the fact that the publishers
of whom he asks pay can take without pay the pro-
ductions of Germany, France, Italy, Hungary, Russia,
and Scandinavia, as well as the countries of the Eng-
lish tongue. They can pillage the whole world. This
is one reason why American music gains so little
headway. Our historians, novelists, and poets by
pluck and ability are beginning to make a scanty liv-
ing; but American music, on its creative side, remains
very nearly where it was a gencration ago. An Amer-
ican cannot earn bread by composing music. The law
shuts him out of both foreign markets and his own ; and
yet music of a high class needs the markets of all coun-
tries, because its sale, under the most favorable circum-
stances, is so much restricted by the difficulties of per-
formance. We pride ourselves upon our progress in
the execution and appreciation of music; but while
we boast of our culture we starve the creative spirit
of art, and fill our dishonored halls with ill-gotten
spoils from every land where we can find anything to
steal.

The Hawley Bill, supported by the American Copy-
right League, during the last Congress proposed a
simple measure of reciprocity, placing upon a perfect
equality with our own citizens, as to copyright, the citi-
zens of every nation which should grant a parallel
equality to Americans. Interesting and forcible argu-
mentsin behalf of the reform were made by Mr. Low-
elland others before the Senate Committee on Patents;
but to the general disappointment the commiltee re-
ported a bill devised by one of its members, Mr,
Chace, which nobody seems to have asked for, which
authors and composers certainly do not want, and
which virtually denies the principle upon which Inter-
national Copyright is demanded. Whether we rely
upon the moral or the economical argument, the
paramount object of an International Copyright Law is
to protect the creators of intellectual property against
unauthorized reprinters of it. But Mr. Chace, in
reporting his bill, declared in effect that his paramount
object was to protect the interests of reprinters, and
that he should consult the property rights of foreigners
only so far as he could do so without injury to our
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material profits or the “income of labor.” As for the
property rights of American authors and composers,
he did not consult them at all, for he left out of his
scheme the reciprocity clause, which was an important
part of the Hawley Bill. What he did was to offer a
foreigner copyright in this country provided he got
out an American edition, printed here within three
months of the original publication abroad. This condi-
tion failing, the copyright was to lapse permanently,
and piracy to be free. In the meanwhile, and as long
as the copyright lasted, the importation even of a sin-
gle copy of the work was to be prohibited. The author
could not send it to publishers with whom he wished
to treat, and if he came to the United States he
could not bring a copy with him. Take from the
three months the time necessary for the shortest
correspondence across seas and the time required
for re-manufacture, and how much is left for negotia-
tions? Our foreign friend’s dealings with the Ameri-
can reprinter must be quick and sharp. This man
of business has the game in his own hands. © Give
me your work at my price,” he can say; “it is too
late to try another house. In a few days your privi-
lege of copyright will lapse, and then I can have your
production for nothing.” So instead of protecting
literary property, Mr. Chace has only invented a plan
by which the “ vested interests *’ concerned in reprint-
ing can protect themselves against the competition of
rivals in the business, whenever they think it worth
while to pay something for that advantage. Authors
of established fame and popularity can indeed make
their own terms; but in the case of nine writers out
of ten it would be optional with the reprinting firms,
under the Chace scheme, to allow copyright or not.
The time clause, which takes away a man’s rights
unless he can sell them by a fixed day, makes the buyer
master of the trade. The situation is not essentially
changed by the fact that authors might sometimes
make their bargins here before the publication abroad.
They could not always do that. In many cases the
success of a work depends upon the haste with which
it is put to press, and the manuseript must be given to
the printer as fast as it is produced. And in dealing
with all but the foremost authors and composers, it is
- probable that the “vested interests” would generally
elect the piracy system, so that they could test the
market for a work abroad before risking its republica-
tion in America. Thiswould be therule especially with
musical compositions, the popularity of which cannot
be judged until the public has had ample time to hear
them.

The Chace Bill, therefore, does nothing for the pro-
tection of American authors and musicians abroad.
Itdoes solittle for them at home that the relief is hardly
worth considering. It violates the moral principle of
copyright for the benefit of the capital invested in
piratical reprinting; and it assumes that our paramount
duty is to protect manual labor even to the extent of
stealing the raw material for it to work with. This
is the measure which the report of the Senate Com-
mittee on Patents has placed before the country. The
American Copyright League is now striving to have
the Hawley Bill reported also, that the people may
judge between them. The contrast would be instruc-
tive. To show the difference between a bill for the
protection of literature and art and a bill for the
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protection of the vested interests employed in plun-
dering literature and art is a telling argument for

honesty.
Jokn R.C, Hassard,

General Shields,

To THE EpIToR: As a friend of the late General
Shields, who has intimately known him from the time
he made his first appearance in Illinois until his death
afew years ago, I trust to your known impartiality for
allowing me to make a few observations on the harsh
judgment which the biographers of President Lincoln
have passed on the character of General Shields in the
January number of THE CENTURY.

Shields, while under age, came to this country, either
at the instance or under the auspices of an uncle who
settled in South Carolina. After reaching manhood he
went North teaching school,—the beginning of so many
of our most distinguished politicians and even states-
men. In 1835 or 1836 he opened a school at Kaskas-
kia which, though it had ceased to be the capital of the
State, was still the residence of a highly intellectual and
polished society. There lived the families of Elias K.
Kane, then United States Senator from Illinois ; of the
eminent Judge Nathaniel Pope, United States District
Judge; of the able lawyer David J. Baker, of William
and Robert Morrison, of Governor Menard, of the
Maxwells, and of many other prominent citizens.

General Shields had not received a thorough clas-
sical education; but he had some knowledge of Latin
and French. He was an excellent English scholar, fa-
miliar with the best literature of England and Amer-
ica, and had a more than usual knowledge of history,
particularly of that of modern times.

He was quick of perception, lively in conversation,
ardent but by no means as touchy and irascible as
the biographers represent him. His vanity was in-
deed inordinate, really so much so that it rather hecame
amusing than offensive. The best evidence of his be-
ing an honorable gentleman and a man of superior
parts, was that he was most kindly received and made
much of in the families T have mentioned. Judge Pope
was his most particular patron and spoke kindly and
highly of him to the day of his death, Judge Breese;
who had, however, left Kaskaskia shortly before, be-
came well acquainted with him somewhat later, on the
circuit, and formed as much of friendship for him at
that time as lay in his nature. And what is a most re-
markable circumstance, all these Kaskaskia people
without exception were strong Whigs, while Shields
was a Democrat, though never a radical one. He did
not seek fo rise in his party, as a great many men of
small caliber do, by professing ultra views, and to a
certain extent he even despised popularity.

There was a special session of the Legislature called
in 1837 owing to the suspension of our banks and to
the embarrassment growing out of the monstrous sys-
tem of internal improvements shortly before adapted
by the State.

In the representation of Randolph County a vacancy
had taken place, and Shields, though a Democrat, was
elected in a county then largely Whig, he receiving
the support of Judge Pope, David J. Baker, and other
leading Whigs. Hardly any Irishmen were then living
in that county. It was largely inhabited by French
people, amongst whom Shields was always well liked
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their efforts to be forever thwarted by the ill-advised
experiments of State legislatures, governing bodies
which are removed from the city by every sympathy
and interest ? Nothing can prevent such a result, un-
less the municipal patriotism of the citizens has a par-
allel development, as the essential sustaining power to
the new development of municipal leadership. The
American city must be left to work out its own salva-
tion, released from the meddlesome interference of the
American State legislature ; and the only means of
atiaining such a result is the development of an alert
and even irritable patriotism in the city itself. When
the time comesin which the citizen shall feel the same
sense of personal outrage in the State’s interference
with his city government that he is prompt to feel in
the nation’s interference with his State government,
the problem of the American city will be very far on
the road tosolution.

Human history seems to run in circles: new condi-
tions are introduced, run their round of development,
and bring the race back to anew phase of the old be-
ginning-point. The tangible current of history began
in the cities of the Orient, When fully developed Ori-
ental despotism swept into Europe, individual liberty
found its bulwark in the Greek cities; and these,in
their decadence, yielded to the new type of individual
power represented by the Eternal City. When this
power had become a despotism, the individual still
cherished his city as his main defense against the tyr-
anny of the Casar. In the downfall of the great Em-
pire, it was the cities that stood out like islands in the
stagnant waters of tyrannical stupidity which over-
spread the civilized world; and the cities, again, led
in the rising struggle for individual freedom which has
given modern history its character. We may not have
all the incentives which led the Hollander to personify
his city, to speak of it almost as of a mythological god-
dess, to count its buttresses and foundation-stones as
even dearer than his hearth-stone, and to die on its
walls or before its gates with all the patriotism which
marked Marathon or Gettysburg, But, when one con-
siders the importance of the American cily, the increas-
ing drift of American life into it, the magnitude of the
interests, political aswell as material, which hang upon
its development, and the possible influence which the
failure of the American city could exert upon the future
history of the American people, he must believe that
the field for municipal patriotism is even wider and
more important in America than it ever was in Hol-
land, and that nothing is more desirable for our politi-
cal peace than the growth of an intelligent devotion of
the citizen to his own city, and a personal dedication
of himself to its healthy and honorable development,
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The Seventieth Year of Our MNational Disgrace.

‘WiTH the 15th of February next we shall enter
upon the seventieth year of the United States Govern-
ment’s official license of literary piracy. It was on that
day of the year 1819 that Congress formally excluded
the foreign author from the protection then firstaccorded
to the American. It may be that at that time this issu-
ance of letters of marque and reprisal upon the literature
of other nations was thought to be the best way to build
up that of our own, but the protests from business inter-
ests which were made against the attempts under the
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leadership of Clay, Webster, and Everett to remedy
the defect in 1837 and 1838, indicate that less patriotic
considerations were at the bottom of this exclusion.
However this may be, the failure to repeal the exclud-
ing clause has not only dwarfed the growth of Ameri-
can letters and given an abnormal impetus to the spread
of foreign ideas among our people, but has exposed
us for three-quarters of a century to the just reproaches
of the civilized world ; and to-day, when the intelligent
opinion of the country demands the reform— as for
years it has demanded it — the indifference of our leg-
islators to the fundamental question of principle which
isinvolved shows the moral callousness which gathers
upon a long-existing wrong. Possibly we underrate
the open-mindedness of Congress on this question,
but the fact thatitis thoughtabsurd to expect on moral
grounds the speedy redress of so manifest and grievous
a wrong is an evidence of the dangerous disrespect
with which the legislative office in this country is in-
vested. The idea is certainly widely prevalent thata
question of pure morality has little chancein Congress
when there is any opportunity of protest from so-called
vested interests. No doubt this conclusion does injus-
tice to many upright legislators, but it is nevertheless
a conclusion for which their supineness is largely and
especially responsible,

But while Congress, by its inaction, is feeding this
sentiment of distrust, it is much to be said of the tone
of the literary classes in this country that their innu-
merable appeals in favor of this reform have been al-
most invariably on the line of the moral argument.
They would be less entitled to the respect of their fel-
low-men, as in large measure conservators of theideal,
were they to take a less sincere position. Better a
thousand times that a copyright law should be delayed
another half century, than that this ground should be
abandoned for that of mere political expediency. Jus-
tice is so necessary to the continuance of the race that
it often occurs that there are many reasons for doing
a just thing. But it may be questioned whether the
moral tone both of him who demands justice and of him
of whom it is demanded is not lowered by demanding
it on any ground other than because it is right. Ex-
pediency has been defined as a lower kind of right, but
even admitting this, it is confessedly a lower £ind, and
the acceptance of the lower motive is particularly peril-
ous toa conscientious nature,— character being the at-
titude toward evil rather than the mere accomplish-
ment of certain conventional acts called virtuous. For
surely the habitual acceptance of a ground of expedi-
ency tends toward the abandonment or suppression
of the higher point of view. And yet this higher point
of view is the chief distinction in morals. Who would
not be insulted to be asked not to lie becaunse it may
lose him consideration, or not to steal because he can
make more money by being honest? Indeed, the com-
parative distances of men from the point of view of the
criminal classes may be determined by their sensitive-
ness to the afiront of assuring them that “ Honesty is
the hest policy.”

American authors, therefore, do themselves honor
in holding out for a settlement of the question on the
plane of justice rather than on that of commercial ad-
vantage, and in declining to take responsibilities in the
matter of copyright legislation which do not appertain
to them and which commit them to a line of policy in
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which as authors they have little or no interest. Their
position has been one of dignity and self-respect ; they
have contented themselves with urging upon Congress
what they regard as the proper remedy —a pure and
simple copyright law. They stand ready to give their
frankest opinions as to the probable working of any
other measure that may be introduced ; individually
many of them favor one or another of the proposed
commercial conditions, but to expect them as a body to
urge the particular schemes of other interests, which as
a party to the compact they would be obliged hereafter
to defend, is one more indignity added to those which
they have endured for nearly three-quarters of a cen-
tury. They are not “irreconcilables” in this matter,
and will welcome the establishment of the principle of
copyright, with any conditions which, after a full exami-
nation of the subject, Congress may impose. These
conditions, however, should be proposed and defended
by those who profess to believe them wise; and the
responsibility of determining what, if any, conditions
should be imposed should be made to rest where it
belongs, — with the legislative power.

“ Constitution Day."" *

THE reflection that it would be wise to make a na-
tional holiday of the 17th of September is one which
must have occurred to many who witnessed or read of
the celebration at Philadelphia of the centenary of the
Constitution. A venerable justice of the Supreme Court
has pronounced this celebration the greatest public
occasion of the kind in our history, and those who wit-
nessed the pageantries of peace in which shone so con-
spicuously the public spirit of Philadelphia—a con-
stant quantity, it must be said —can pay no higher
compliment than to say, as they do, that the celebra-
tion was worthy of the event commemorated. TIts sig-
nificance was enhanced by the fact that it was the first
public opportunity for the whole country to unite in a
reverential recognition of the supreme body of our na-
tional law, which now includes —ina settlement not
alone of force, but of reason and experience— the na-
tional decision upon those differences of interpretation
which, like the dragon’s teeth in the fable, sprang up
into a harvest of armed men. Itis notto be wondered
at that so long as the Constitution meant one thing to
one section and another to the other, there could be no
real unity of appreciation of it : each section dwelt not
so much on the grandeur of a common inheritance as
on the wisdom of its own theory of government. Hap-
pily the danger in this condition of affairs is past, and
we have learned fromit thatitis thepart of statesman-
ship and patriotism not merely to admit but to cultivate
kindly relations among all the sections of our diversi-
fied country. The serious uses in this direction of such
anoccasion as the Philadelphia celebration are not likely
tobeoverrated. Ithas been wisely said that the quick-
est way to cure the quarrelsome tendencies of children
is to provide them with some common ground of in-
. *Onthe 8thof June, 1861, Mr, Charles Dudley Warner published
in the Hartford * Evening Press ” an editorial article favoring the
establishinent of two new national holidays, namely,— Flag Day,
June z4th, and Constitution Day, September t7th. “This project —
the more appropriate by reason of the national crisis of that vear —

received considerable attention in the press. September r2th of the
same year Mr. Warner published another editorial on Constitution
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terest, even the simplest, such as marching together ;
and the rule is not without value for the children of a
larger growth. Merely to group about a national idea
intersectional courtesies and social relations —the want
of which kept us sorry strangers before the War —is an
incalculable influence in making our people homogene-
ous and sympathetic. We cannot but think that this
influence would be broadened and perpetnated by a
formal recognition of the day as a national holiday.

In another aspect the day could hardly fail to have
great value. We are not likely, from the nature of the
Declaration of Independence, to have any serious dif-
ferences over its axiomatic pronouncements of political
principles ; but the fact that the Constitution is likely to
change with the needs of a growing country is a rea-
son for cultivaling a popular knowledge of its past
benefits and an intelligent regard for its conservative
influence. Future changes in thatinstrument— and the
day would lead to the consideration of its defects —
are likely to be made against the wishes of large minor-
ities and after burning discussion, and it is well that they
should have the sanction of the broadest popular ac-
ceptation per s¢e — such as the later amendments could
not have had without a war. Moreover the debates
over such questions as the regulation of commerce be-
tween the States and the proposed national aid to State
education indicate that our future political history is
likely to deal largely with questions involving the
powers of the legislative branch. Our people, who
have the faculty of not crossing bridges till along time
after they come to them, are not less likely than here-
tofore to rely on chance to take them over future con-
stitutional chasms. But we need the preventive of a
broader popularstudy of the functions of government,—
an understanding of what it may and what it may not
do. The use of such a holiday would be to aid in sup-
plying from year to year that strength of intelligent
sentiment which in national emergencies is the most
practical support of all law.

It is easy to say that our national holidays have be-
come occasions for mere rest and frolic. Even thus,
since the national foible is not idleness, it would be
better to retain them. But aside from the direct patri-
otic influence of their celebration, the mere existence
of Washington's Birthday, Memorial Day, Independ-
ence Day, or “ Thanksgiving”’ is the challenge of a
great idea to the mind. The leaders of the “ Labor
Party " are shrewd enough to see the advantage to
their cause of getting a recognition of it into the na-
tional calendar, and they are not likely to lose time in
setting about it. The contrast in significance and value
between “ Constitution Day ”* and ¢ Labor Day,” as one
imagines them, well exemplifies the uses to whicha
national holiday may be put. Ifthe r7th of September
needs any other recommendation to the favor of the
American people, it may come from the fact that upon
that day also was given to the nationone of the wisest
and most notable of our State papers,—the * Farewell
Address 7 of its great, unselfish First President.

Day, and that year the day was celebrated in several places, es-

eciallyin Connecticut and Ohio. On the 12th of June, 1862, Mr.
Y‘oomis of Connecticut introduced in the House of Representatives
a resolution ling the est t of the two holidays.
On the 13th, after brief debate, this resolution was laid on the ta-

ble by a vate of 67 to 33.  In 1877, the centenary of the adoption
of the flag was generally celebrated throughout the North.
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Cheap Books,

T is one of the assumptions of those who oppose In-
ternational Copyright, either ignorantly or willfully,
that this reform will raise the price of books in the
United States, We are all agreed that the American
people must have cheap books,yet the ordinary answer
to this plausible assertion is modeled on Mr. Lowell's
memorable saying that ¢ there is one thing better than
a cheap book, and that is a book honestly come by.” I
think it is possible to make a broader answer than
this by boldly denying the assumption. The passing
of the bill proposed by the American Copyright
League will not raise the price of any class of books in
the United States, with one possible exception. To
this exception I will return shortly; inthe meanwhile
1 wish to repeat my assertion, that books will not be
any dearer in America after we have passed the copy-
right bill than they are now. The absence of Interna-
tional Copyright makes books cheaper here only in so
far as American publishers are willing to take foreign
books without paying for them. A consideration of
the present condition and annual stafistics of the
American book-trade will show that the legal right to
pirate is not now utilized by most American publish-
ers, and that those who are still privateers seek their
booty chiefly, if not solely, among books of one excep-
tional class.

From the figures published annuallyin the # Pub-
lishers’ Weekly,” the following table has been prepared
to show the different kinds of books published in the
United States during the past five years. (The classi-
fication is not quite that of the «Weekly,” but has
been modified slightly by condensation. )

r&hz | 15837 | 188y | 1885 | 1856
Education and language..... 2zt | 197 | =37 | =235 | ays
e e T P e e 261 | 397 | 455 | 431 | 460
Science (medmal {su:al.
mathematical, political, and
gocial) ..o .| 406 | 4o7 | 51r | 443 | 408
Theology, religion, m
moral philosophy. 347 | 390 | 399 | 460 395
History 118 | 119 | 115 | 137 | 182
Literary history and miscel-
lany, biography and mem-
oirs, description and travel,
humor and satire ... ... ... 550 | 521 520 | sot | 7I9
Poetry and the drama 182 | 184 | 222 | 17r| 220
{u\'gniics ......... 278 | a3t 358 | 388 | 438
FICEON &4 vie e wire .| 767 | 670 | 943 [ 934 | 2080
5 e A e P S P 433 | =265 | 329.| 330 | 379
otal i it | 3472 | 3481 | 4088 | 4oz0 | 4676
|

Taking up these classes in turn, we shall see what
will be the effect on each of the passage of the bill of
the American Copyright League. On the first class,
education and language, there would be no effect at all,
as the text-books now used in American schools were
written by Americans and are covered by copyright:
it is hardly an exaggeration to say that the American
school-boy never sees a book of foreign authorship in
school-hours ; — I know that I never did until after T
had entered college, and then very infrequently. For-

tunately for the future of our country, young Americans
are brought up on American books. The foundation
of American education is the native Webster’s Spell-
ing-book. In some respectsthe making of school-books
is the most important branch of the publishing business,
and the passage of the copyright bill would not influ-
ence it in any way; American school-books would be
neither dearer nor cheaper.

In the second ciass, law, are 1ncluded a tenth of the
books published in the United States last year, and
from the inexorable circumstances of the case most of
these books are of American authorship and are already
protected by copyright. All reports, and all treatises on
practice and on constitutional law, etc., are of necessity
national. Now and again an English treatise of marked
merit may be edited for the use of American lawyers
with references to American cases, but thisis infrequent;
and not often would the price of any work needed by
the American lawyer be increased by the passage of
the copyright bill.

Of books in the third and fourth classes— science
and theology — very few indeed are ever pirated. Once
in every three or four years there appears in England
or France or Germany a book like Canon Farrar's
¢ Life of Christ,” the American price of which is low-
ered by rival reprints. A large majority of these
hooks are written by American authors; and in gen-
eral the minority by foreign authors are published here
by an arrangement with the foreign author tantamount
to copyright. Although purely ethical considerations
ought to have more weight with readers of books of this
class than with those of any other, yet it would be only
infrequently that the price of any book of this class
would be raised by giving to the literary laborer who
madeit theright to collect the hire of which heis worthy.

Taken together, the next three classes on the list—
history ; literary history and miscellany, biography
and memoirs, description’and travel, humor and satire ;
and poetry and the drama — include nearly all of what
used to be called Belles Leitres (except fiction), and
they supply nearly a quarter of the books published
in America. In these and in the preceding classes
most of the books are of American authorship, and
most of those of foreign authorship are published at
just the same price as though they were by native writ-
ers. It would probably surprise most readers who
imagine that the absence of International Copyright
gives us many inexpensive histories and biographies
and books of travel and poems, if they were to consider
carefully the catalogues of the paper-covered collections
which furnish forth our cheap literature. Among the
chief of these collections are the © Franklin Square Li-
brary*? and ¢ Harper’s Handy Series.”” In 1886, there
were issued fifty-four numbers of the  Franklin Square
Library,” one of which was by an American, Of the
remaining fifty-three, forty-six were fiction, and only
seven numbers could be classified as history, biogra-
phy, travels, or the drama — only seven of these books
in one year, and they were less than one-seventh of
the books contained in this collection. In the same
year there were sixty-two numbers in “ Harper's
Handy Series.” Deducting four by American authors
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we have fifty-eight books issued in cheap form owing
to the absence of International Copyright. Of these
fifty-eight books fifty-two were fiction, and only six
belonged in other branches of Belles Lettres,— only
six of these books in one year, and they were less than
one-ninth of the series. In these two cheap collections
then, there were published in 1886 one hundred and
eleven books of foreign authorship, and of these all but
thirteen were novels or stories. Not one of these
thirteen books was a work of the first rank which a
man might regret going without. It may as well be
admitted frankly that these thirteen books would
probably not have been published quite so cheaply
had there been International Copyright; but it may
be doubted whether if that were the case, the cause
of literature and education in the United States would
have been any the worse,

In the class of books for the young there are proba-
ably more works of foreign authorship sold than in
any other class that we have hitherto considered, but
in most cases they are not sold at lower prices than
American books of the same character. Indeed, I ques-
tion whether many English or French books for the
young are sold atall in America. At bottom the Ameri-
can boyjis more particular and harder to please than the
American woman ; he likes hus fiction home-made and
he has small stomach for imported stories about the
younger son of a duke. He has a wholesomer taste for
native work; no English juvenile magazine is sold in
the United States, although several American juve-
nile magazines are sold in Great Britain. We export
books for the young, and we import them only to a
comparatively slight extent,

I come now to the one class of books the price of
which would be increased by the granting of Interna-
tional Copyright. Thisis the large and important class
of fiction. Of course American novels would be no
dearer; and probably translationsfrom the French, Ger-
man, Italian, Spanish, and Russian would not vary
greatly in price. But English novels would not be
sold for ten, fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five cents each.
We should not see five or ten rival reprints of a sin-
gle story by the most popular English novelists.
There would be but a single edition of the latest novels
of the leading British story-tellers, and this would be
offered at whatsoever price the authorized publisher
might choose to ask, sometimes much, generally little.
English fiction would no longer cost less than Ameri-
can fiction. The premium of cheapness which now
serves tomake the American public take imported noy-
els instead of native wares would be removed; and
with it would be removed the demoralizing influence
on Americans of a constant diet of English fiction.
That American men and women should read the best
that the better English novelists have to offer us is
most desirable; that our laws should encourage the
reading of English stories, good and bad together, and
the bad, of course, in enormous majority, is obviously
improper and unwise. A well-nigh exclusive diet of
English fiction full of the feudal ideas and superstitions
and survivals of which we have been striving for a
century to rid ourselves, is not wholesome for those
who need to be strengthened and enlightened to do
their duty as citizens of a free republic. The strongest
argument against novel-reading just now is that the
novel which an American is most likely to read is Brit-
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ish. “Society is a strong solution of books,” Dr.
Holmes tells us; “it draws the virtue out of what is
best worth reading, as hot water draws the strength
of tea-leaves.” And in like manner society draws
the vice out of what is least worth reading. Unfortu-
nately under the present state of the law, society in
America is far less likely to get what is best worth
reading than what is least worth reading.

The passage of the Authors’ Copyright Bill would
tend to correct this evil: it would make English nov-
els dearer, probably; but it would have very little effect
on the prices of other books.

Brander Malthews.

Occupations of the Blind.
{EDUCATION OF THE BLIND—CONCLUDED.)

ANY person of average endowments, if deprived
of sight in the early part of life, before his habits of
seeing have become too firmly fixed, will be able after
a few years' experience to overcome all the actual
difficulties directly occasioned by loss, and to do the
same work that others do in his chosen vocation and
do it equally well, though it may be at the expense of
rather more time and strength and by somewhat dif-
ferent methods. He will not need or wish to ask for
sympathy or special favors or partial judgment from
his patrons, but will be glad to stand alone, fight
his own battles and rely on his own resources; but he
ought in justice to be allowed an equal chance with his
seeing competitors, to be able to demand that no dis-
crimination be made against him without a fair trial,
that his work be valued wholly upon its merits, irre-
spective of his manner of performing it, or of the fact
that the majority, failing to understand how he is able fo
doit, hasten to presuppose him unable by consequence.

In reality there are comparatively few occupations
in which, so far as they are themselves concerned, the
blind may not compete with a fair chance of success ;
though among those possible, some present far greater
intrinsic difficulty than others, and the amount of pub-
lic credence and support to be counted on in each de-
pends largely upon the number of familiar precedents
which can be cited in that particular branch.

It may be laid down as a general rule that those
departments of activity which are purely intellectual,
or in which the physical elements employed are with-
in the reach of touch and hearing, are all feasible;
while those will be the most advantageous in which
special demand is made upon the faculties which the
blind are forced to cultivate to an unusual degree, such
as hearing and memory.

To begin with manual labor : Certain kinds of farm-
ing offer an excellent opening, like market-gardening,
the raising of poultry and small fruits, dairy work, and
like occupations which are carried on within circum-
scribed limits and all parts of which may be brought
within arm’s-length. Besides chair-seating and broom-
making, upholstery and cabinet work might be
undertaken with ease and profit. Great skill with
tools is no uncommen thing with the blind, and the
joining and polishing of furniture can be done as well
by touch as by sight. The qualities and differences
in woods and stuffs could easily be distinguished by
their texture and weight, and their colors would be
a simple matter of memory.
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suits of clothing, and gloves. The work in wood was
well represented by tables, chairs, and excellent ex-
amples of carpentry.

The production of work for a regular market by the
Protectory is also an important factor in promoting
the efficiency and value of the industrial training. Thus,
in filling an order for a certain amount of work to be
ready at a stated time, many practical questions must
be taken into consideration, a knowledge of which is
of the highest value to the workman. So a boy is
taught not only the execution of the work, but the time
required for its performance; the cost of production;
the quality and nature of materials; and many other
practical matters which can only be learned by the
production of work destined for actual use.

Boys trained in the shops of the Protectory are
eagerly sought as workmen by the leading manufact-
urers, and many now fill positions as foremen and
superintendents in large establishments in New York
and neighboring cities.

lde M. Van Etten.

The American Book.

THERE is one thing which, more than any other,
would nationalize our literature. It is a question of a
little common honesty — a matter of a little every-day
sort of justice; and it would be twice blessed in-the
giving and in the receiving. We need a broadening
of our copyright laws, a better protection for ideal and
intellectual property, which is, after all,a more natural
property than lands and corporeal hereditaments. It
is a case where the ideal is most real; but it is also a
property most liable to theft, most easily stolen, and
least protected of all property.

Itis gravely urged, in opposition to copyright legis-
lation, that it would bewrong to force people to pay for
what they can now have free—that to allow copyright
to foreigners would be to pay an enormous tax for
what we can have for the taking. Shoes and shirts are
an enormous tax paid to decency and comfort. Shall
we, therefore, in order to evade the tax, take the wares
of the shoemaker and the tailor without compensation ?
It is the argument of Captain Kidd and the banditti.
Proudhon said, “ Property is robbery.” America
says, by her attitude on the copyright question, prop-
erty in brains is robbery, if the brains are under a
foreign scalp. A foreign author has no rights an
American is bound to respect, and because of this
theory, and this only, the converse is true in fact—
that an American author has no rights in the hands of
a foreigner.

We bear with composure the charge, and the fact,
of heing robbers in the fields of literature, but our
blood runs cold at the thought of the torch of the mob
applied to the tinder of a factory, or at the vision of a
piece of gas-pipe, charged with dynamite, flung into
the streets of a great city. We cannot afford to suspend
the truest maxims of our freedom at the call of interest
or expediency. We can not allow our love of dollars to
overshadow the future and forge fetters for our prin-
ciples, nor let communism of brains emasculate our
literature and make us a nation of literary beggars.
There is something better than cheapness. The smug-
gler’s goods are cheap. Is the smuggler, therefore, a
great reformer and a public benefactor? The people

troactive.

487

must read, they must educate; but to do these things
shall we steal or smuggle ? James Russell Lowell says,
“ There is one thing better than a cheap book, and
that is a book honestly come by.” The argument that
cheapness is a national blessing largely resolves itself
into an argument that is individual and selfish. Ifit is
of any force as against international copyright, let us
carry it out to its logical sequence and abolish home
copyright as well, and then sit down and forecast the
result.

It is true that it is the duty of the State to legislate
primarily in the interests of its own citizens. But
“there is that scattereth, and yet increaseth; and there
is that withholdeth more than is meet, but it tendeth
to poverty.” American progress can not be built upon
cheapness alone. We sometimes buy cheap and ask no
questions, glad that our wants and our purses so nearly
agree; but there is, after all, a universal sentiment of
honesty that is always glad to see one’s neighbor come
into his own. And it would seem to be the simplest
possible proposition, that if one has made anything,
whether a baby-jumper, or a book that is sufficiently
valued by his fellow-men to be used by them, he has
an ownership in his work, and is fairly entitled to a
profit therefrom. Justice is better than cheapness,
honesty is more to be desired than culture, righteous-
ness is higher than expediency.

But expediency seems to be the highest reach of in-
ternational law, and, abandoning any higher principle,
it is full time for America to get into line with other
states and nations, and amend her copyright laws on
the ground of policy.

Competition is desirable,but our copyright laws put
us beyond competition, and, as we have seen, into the
range of pillage. Commercial monopoly tends to rob-
bery. Mercantile competition is a matter of public pol-
icy. But an honest merchant can not compete with the
pirate and the smuggler. Piracyand smuggling under
governmental protection would soon destroy all home
market and home manufacture, and home honesty as
well. It is a regular “Stand and deliver ” to all fair
trade. This is just what the United States Government
is doing in literary matters. Tt puts the American book
in competition with the book for whose production
nothing is paid. Itis not * Chinese cheap labor,” but
stolen and absolutely unpaid labor !

If the alien’s book is to be forever the cheapest book,
it will be the book most read. American thought and
action fed on foreign diet will, in time, be but an echo
of foreign types. Ifwe are to promote a national cult-
ure, we must keep abreast of our neighbors in all that
tends to the advancement of a sound national literature.
The state ought to have a literature in sympathy with
it, for literature is one of the strongest forces in shap-
ing social life and national character.

Itis argued againstinternational copyright that it will
increase the price of books, and that cheap reading isa
large factor in cheap education. Cheap reading is, per-
haps, desirable, and cheap education may be a blessing,
but things may sometimes be too cheap. I think the
facts would be, that new foreign books would be higher
in price, by reason of copyright, and new American
books would be cheaper, by reason of a wider market.
There is a large class of books which would not be
affected by copyright, for it would not be re-
Vear after year the books that age can
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not wither nor custom stale —the books that are
“immortalities” — are dropping into the common fund
by the expiration of the “limited period.” Let us take
these spoils of time freely and without price, under
the policy of all governments, but in all justice and
good conscience let us recompense the author for
his work, under whatsoever skies he writes, for the
statute time.

The United States, whose literature owes more to
the world than that of any other nation, is, in the
matter of intellectual property, behind the age. She
wraps the mantle of selfishness about her and legis-
lates for her own family only, saying to her citizens,
“Thou shalt not rob thine own brother, but if there
be a stranger within thy gates, thon mayest plunder
him with a high hand and a free conscience.” Itis one
against the world, and herplunder weakens her capacity
for producing work that is good at home, or work that
the world will even steal. A governmental policy in
copyright, that would grant common rights to others,
would secure for ourselves rights which we need, and
rights which would largely help us to higher standards,
purer taste, and added nationality in our literature.

John E. Cleland.

InpranaroLis, Inp.
The Piedmont Exposition, Atlanta.

CounTy and State fairs are locally advantageous
whenever they are intelligently conducted. If planned
so as to attract wide attention and induce general in-
terest, they always arouse a spirited rivalry among the
contestants for awards of merit, and such competitive
efforts necessarily result in material benefit to all
branches of industry and all departments of husbandry
that are represented. Likewise inter-State and na
tional expositions, when successfully managed, are
proportionately beneficial throughout the wider fields
of their influence. They are all eye-openers to the
possibilities of energy, incentives to enterprise, and
powerful factors in the creation of thrift and pros-
perity.

In these respects it is impossible to estimate what
they have done for the South within the last ten years.
Probably all of the others together are not equal in the
value of their effect to the Piedmont Exposition, which
occurred at Atlanta, Ga., about three months ago, It
is now sufficiently a thing of the past to be reviewed
calmly, with some chance of determining its practical
results and substantial benefits.

It was only 104 days in course of preparation, and
it lasted just two weeks. The fair-grounds, consisting
of 197 acres, were farm-lands in cultivation when the
Lxposition was organized; and yet 104 days from that
time, when the gates of the great fair were formally
thrown open, all the necessary buildings and other
arrangements, including an excellent race-track, stood
in such admirable readiness that they seemed no less
than the creditable result of many months of laborious
preparation.

The Exposition itself was undeniably higher in its
aim, wider in its scope, greater in its magnitude, and
fuller in its success than any affair of the kind which
has ever been held in the South.

1f asked to express in one word the best result and
most invaluable benefit of the Piedmont Exposition, I
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should say —revelation! Revelation, deep and wide, of
acommon interest in our common country; revelation
of local pride without the slightest disposition to insist
upon the perpetuation of sectional lines between the
States; revelation of a sincere desire for the profitable
development of every resource of our broad land;
revelation of that true patriotism which should make
Massachusetts rejoice in the prosperity of Georgia’s
cotton-mills, and make Pennsylvania glad at Alabama’s
mineral wealth; revelation of the truth that we are
one people, with no violently conflicting interests, no
ground for jealous ambitions, and no cause for internal
dissensions, but bound together by a union of purposes,
asympathy in aspirations, and an indestructible fellow-
ship in destiny. These were the revelations of inter-
State significance.

Locally the Piedmont Exposition was a revelation
of marvelous excellence in all varieties of manufactur-
ing industry ; ofsurprising advance in every phase of
mercantile enterprise; of vast improvement in stock
and cattle-breeding ; of admirable progress in methods
of farming; and of an inexhaustible wealth in mineral
and other natural resources.

It showed too that the Southern people ““have pulled
themselves together,” and so energized their ambitions
as to insure a rapid march in all ways of material de-
velopment and substantial prosperity. In this spirit
of revived hope they are greatly sustained by the con-
stant realization of encouragement from all the other
branches of our great family of States.

It can not fairly be claimed that the immense crowd
which gathered in Atlanta during the Exposition was
all attracted by the exhibition of the Piedmont re-
sources. It must be admitted that the President and
his wife were incalculably strong magnets. No doubt
thousands went to Atlanta to see them who never ap-
proached the Exposition grounds. But the crowd was
great enough to stand a very liberal allowance for the
hero-worshiping element, and still leave a balance
altogether ample to attest a deep and wide interest in
the purposes and success of the Exposition itself.

The visitors numbered more than twice as many as
the resident population. I mean it as no complaint
against the provision which Atlanta made for her
guests, but only as evidence of how the city was
packed do I mention the fact that several churches
and other public buildings were thrown open as sleep-
ing-houses for strangers who were without shelter. I
saw at least five hundred men, women, and children
sleeping on their trunks in the Union Depot; and the
cold marble steps of the Kimball House, for three
flights up, were every night literally packed with men
who dropped down on them in absolute exhaustion
and slept.

If most of these people suffered all these discomforts
merely for a glimpse of the President, it argues power-
fully the Southern interest in national affairs. If, on
the other hand, even a fair proportion of them were
simply in attendance upon the Exposition, it proves a
lively awakening of interest in the vast wealth and in-
finite resources of the Piedmont region. The fair was
the first of its kind in the South which T ever knew to
be profitable. The total cost was $199,530. The total
receiptsfrom all sources were $209,096. Thus is shown
a net profit of $9566. In this calculation the perma-
nent buildings and the grounds are put down in the
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work. It will doubtless be some time before the proper
candidates for these positions are forthcoming in suf-
ficient numbers. The lack of rapid adaptability to
changed circumstances explains why this expectation
is justifiable. Vet the demand will eventually create a
supply, and the trained student of nature’s forces and
materials will find awaiting him a field worthy of his
noblest efforts.

For women there is a similar opening, Domestic
economy, including instruction in the care, prepara-
tion, and constituents of food materials, and sewing,
are being offered to girls just as constructive work
with fools is prescribed for boys. Careful and sys-
tematic teaching is necessary if these branches are to
yield the educational results hoped for, and which it
is perfectly possible for them to yield. So for women
teachers,—and women constitute more than four-
fifths of our 320,000 teachers,—there is also an en-
larged opportunity. Busy-work, sewing, and cooking
will take their place by the side of arithmetic, geog-
raphy, and history. Already a score or more of cities
have schools in which this step has been taken. Every-
where the results are successful. The handling of
things stimulates the pupil to careful observation and
correct expression. It awakens interest where merely
verbal exercises had brought on an intellectnal paraly-
sis. It gives power and a consciousness of power. It
educates. As one reads the numerous reports on
manual training from all parts of the country, New
Haven and St. Paul, Albany and Cleveland, New Or-
leans and St. Louis, and a score more cities and towns,
and becomes fully aware of the hold it has gained, he
is convinced that for the healthy development of the
movement not arguments, but trained teachers, are now
necessary.

The Independence of Literature.

Tue Rev. Dr. Gladden’s “ Open Letter” on copy-
right in this number of THE CENTURY makes a needed

OPEN
The Ethics of Copyright,

THE debate about international copyright has raised
the question whether authors, native or foreign,
have any rights which the laws are bound to protect.
The prompt answer of the advocates of international
copyright, when they are challenged to give a reason
for their demand, is that the reprinting of an author’s
books in a foreign country, without asking his con-
sent or offering him remuneration, is an act of piracy;
that it is simply helping yourself to another man’s
property. Mr. Lowell's verse sums up the common
argument :
In vain we call old notions fudge,
And bend our conscience to our dealing ;

The Ten Commandments will not budge,
And stealing s/ continue stealing,

I confess that to my own mind this has seemed per-
fectly clear and obvious,—almost axiomatic. Butnow
arise some who dispute all these assumptions. They
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explanation of the principle involved in all copyright,
as no one can accept the principle of copyright and
consistently oppose international copyright. The re-
cent discussion of international copyright has shown
the necessity of making clear this principle.

The fact is that the copyright method of supporting
and encouraging literary activity is the modern and
democratic method as opposed to the ancient fendal
method. Either the author must win his living by the
simple and easy means of popular sales, or he must,
as in the old days, look for his support to some  pa-
tron,”"— private, ecclesiastical, governmental, or what
not. Inclaiming governmental “protection * by inter-
national copyright law American authors have asked
not for * patronage " and * protection,” as in the old
days; on the contrary, they have merely asked for their
right to gain their own living unhampered by the un-
natural competition of stolen goods. They have asked
not for the “protection’ of the appraiser, but of the
policeman. They wish to be‘“{ree’ to earn their bread
and butter under natural conditions. As Dr. Eggle-
ston said in his speech before the Senate committee,
American authors do not ask what several foreign
governments give to their anthors,—sinecure posi-
tions and literary pensions as a means of support;
they only ask to be put on the same footing with other
workmen. The opposition to international copyright
has inevitably ended in denying the principle of all
copyright. But when copyright is properly understood
it will be found, as we have said above, to be the
manly, honest. and demacratic method as opposed to
the aristocratic and feudal method of supporting the
profession of letters.

The independence of literary expression needs to be
carefully gnarded. ¢ Patronage’ is much more out
of place in this domain than in that of the plastic arts.
Those who have opposed the principle of copyright
have been, without knowing it, promoting a tendency
which would result in a system reactionary and un-
American.
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deny that the property right expressed in copyright is
a natural rvight; they say that it is only a civil right,
the creation of law; thata man has a right to sell his
boolk, but not to monopolize the sale of it; that this
right to control the sale is a privilege conferred on
him by law; that it may be expedient to extend this
privilege to authors, for the sake of encouraging liter-
ary production, but that there are no rights in the
case except those which are created by the statute.
Inasmuch as the statute is in force only within the ter-
ritory of the State by which it is enacted, no rights are
infringed when an author’s books, copyrighted at home,
are reprinfed in a foreign country. The argument for
international copyright which rests upon the equities
of the case is thus opposed by the assertion that
there are no equities in the case; and that whileit
may be expedient, for public reasons, to extend certain
privileges to our own authors, we are under no obli-
gation to extend these privileges even to them; much
less to the authors of foreign countries.


Moira
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The opponents of international copyright, at a con-
vention in Philadelphia, in 1872, issued this manifesto:

« 1. That thought, unless expressed, is the prop-
erty of the thinker; when given to the world it is as
light, free to all.

2, As property it can only demand the protection
of the municipal law of the country to which the thinker
is subject.”

I do not know the name of the humorist who fabri-
cated these propositions, but he must be a very funny
fellow. He says that thought canonly be property while
it remains unexpressed; and that as property it can
only demand the protection of the municipal law of
the country to which the thinker is subject. This
means that a man’s unexpressed thoughts are not
legally his own when he visits a foreign country. The
Englishman who travels in the United States has no
right to the protection of our laws in thinking those
thoughts which he never expresses! The American,
on the other hand, may demand the protection of his

.own government in thinking, so long as he does not
express his thoughts ! Just how the Englishman’s prop-
erty right in his own secret thoughts could be invali-
dated, or the American’s confirmed, by statute, this
philosopher does not deign to instruct us. But it is
pleasant to find this bit of American humor perma-
nently preserved for us in the august pages of the
great “ Encyclopeedia Britannica.”

If these American opponents of international copy-
rightaresomewhat nebulous in their definitions they are,
nevertheless, logical in basing their denial of this right
to foreigners upon the theory that no such right exists.
That no man, native or foreigner, has any right to
control the product of his own mind, after it has been
put in print, is an intelligible statement. Most of those
who dispute the equity of copyright disagree, how-
ever, with the Philadelphia moralists to a certain
extent; they insist that an author has a perfect prop-
erty in his thought after it has been expressed in
writing; that his manuseript belongs to him, and that
the man who steals it from him should be punished.
But just as soon as it is put in print they declare that
the author ought to have no longer any effective con-
trol of it; that it is now *“given to the world,” and
that “it is as light, free to all.” “Certainly,” they say,
‘a man has a right to the fruit of his own labor until
he has sold it; but when he has sold it, his right
ceases and determines.” But what does this mean?
Sold what? Sold how much ?

Suppose that I devote the labor of a year to the writ-
ing of a book; and when it is written proceed to print,
at my own expense, five thousand copies of the book.
The year’s labor is presumably worth something; the
cost of printing the five thousand copies is, at any rate,
considerable. If I can sell this whole edition, I may
get profit enough on the sales to pay for the printing
and binding, and to afford me some remuneration for
the work of writing the book. In all probability the

_recompense will be very small, not so much as the
year’s wages of an ordinary mechanic. But,according
to the theories of our Philadelphia friends, I ought not
to have any legal security whatever in this undertaking.
The first copy of this book that is issued from the press
may be purchased by some enterprising printer, who
sees that there is sure to be a large demand for the
book; within a week, in the absence of copyright, he
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may put an edition of his own upon the market, He
can afford to sell it cheaper than I can, because all he
requires is a fair profit on the cost of the manufacture.
He seeks no return for the production of the book,
which has cost him nothing. Thus he drives me out
of the market, and leaves me with my five thousand
copies unsold, and my year’s work unrewarded. He
takes the product of my industry, makes merchandise
of it,reaps a large profit from it, and prevents me from
obtaining any return for it. And in this, say our Phil-
adelphia philosophers, he violates no rights of mine;
because, just as soon as I have sold the first copy of
this book, all my rights in the premises are canceled.
This seems to me a queer kind of ethics. This book
is my product—in a far more profound and compre-
hensive sense my product than is the bushel of wheat
that the farmer has raised, or the horseshoe that the
blacksmith has made. It is much more truly a creation
of wealth than is any material, fabric, or commodi ty.
That it is wealth is proved by the fact that it has ex-
change value—men are ready to exchange their
money for it. The particular collocation of words and
sentences which constitute my book is the fruit of my
industry. The purchasers and readers of this book,
every one of them, owe to me whatever benefit or
satisfaction they may derive from the reading of this
book. But we are told that a state of things might,
with perfect equity, exist, in which the natural remu-
neration of this industry would be foreibly taken away
from me; in which others might enter into the fruit
of my labors and prevent me from sharing it; in
which others could take the goods provided by mie,
and enjoy them, and enrich themselves by traffic in
them, while I was left without reward. For myself T
have no desire to be a citizen of a community in which
such views of equity prevail.

That the products of one’s brain are as truly his prop-
erty as the products of his hands seems to me an in-
dubitable proposition. To this the answer is made
that spoken words as well as written words could then
be copyrighted ; thata man might elaim the right to pre-
vent others from copying or publishing a speech. Most
certainly. That right is enjoyed and confirmed by law
in England. A lecture or a sermon may be as dis-
tinctly protected by law as is a history or a novel.
That is the English law, and the equity is as clear in
one case as in another. Suppose I prepare, at the ex-
pense of a year’s labor, a course of lectures which I
wish to deliver at colleges and before lyceums, mak-
ing them a source of income. Will any one say that a
newspaper publisher might equitably send his stenog-
rapher to report these lectures at their first delivery,
and publish them through his columns and in pam-
phlet form, thus depriving me of livelihood, and using
my labor for his own envichment? It strikes me that
such a proceeding would be highly inequitable. How
far the law may undertake to go in securing speaters
against the appropriation of their utterances by others
may be a question. It may be said that the case is one
of such difficulty that it is not expedient to attempt
the enforcement of these rights; but the equities of
the case are clear, and the English law, as I have said,
affirms and secures them. 1 think that the American
law could well afford to do the same.

But the very form of the copyright law, it is alleged,
shows that this right is only a creation of law; for
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copyright runs only forty-two years at the longest; at
the end of this time theanthor’s control of the sale of his
book is terminated by law. “How,” it is demanded,
¢ could a natural right be thus canceled bya statute?”

This question is by some assumed to be unanswer-
able, but it is not such a poser after all. The right of
liberty is conceded to be a natural right, but we have
had plenty of statutes in the course of history which
canceled that right. Was the existence of the Fugitive
Slave Law conclusive proof that the slaves of the South
had no natural right to liberty ? Suppose we put the
question in this way: “ What right has the legisla-
ture to deprive the author of the right to control the
sale of his book alter it is forty-two years old? ”

1t is true that the Constitution of the United States
seems to regard copyright as a privilege and not as a
right; it is granted, as that instrument phrases it, “ to
promote the progress of science ”; but the Constitu-
tion of the United States is not infallible in its ethical
pronouncements. What it proclaims to be a gratuity
may, after all, be something more than a gratuity.

For one, I am strongly inclined to say that I desire
no gratuities or subventions from the Government, and
have never considered myself as in any sense the re-
cipient of alms. The small reward that has come to
me as an author, through the copyright laws, I have
supposed myself to be fully entitled to, not only legally,
but also morally. The fact is that the language of the
Constitution embodies an unsound philosophy upon
this question; it implies that authors are not produ-
cers, but paupers. Probably the phraseology of this
section has had much to do in vitiating the ideas of
our people with respect to this fundamental right. If
the Constitution had said that “in erder fo promote
the raising of wheat, farmers should be secured, for
certain months in the year, against the raiding of their
wheat-fields by freebooters,”” the notion might, per-
haps, have been conveyed to the legal mind that
farmers had no natural right to the wheat produced
by their labor ; that property in growing wheat was
only a creation of the statute.

A little study of the history of copyright in England
might be instructive to those who assume that statutes
are the source of all such property. Long before there
were any statutes on the subject, authors sued and
recovered, under the common law of England, for the
infringement of their right to control the publication
of their own books. Finally a statute regulating copy-
right was passed, during the reign of Anne; and ina
case arising under this statute it was decided by the
judges of the House of Lords, seven to four, that the
author and his heirs had, at common law, the sole
right of publication forever; but that the statute ot
Anne had deprived him of this right, limiting his con-
trol of the publication of his book to the term of
twenty-eight years. So far as English law is con-
cerned, the author's property right was not, then, cre-
ated or confirmed by statute; it has been limited and
curtailed by statute.

But it is said that if the author has the same right
to the product of his mind that any workman has to
the product of his hands,—if literary property rests on
the same basis as other property,— then the author
may bequeath this copyright to his heirs forever.
Undoubtedly. Such was the common law of England,
as we have seen; such was formerly the law of Hol-
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land and Belgium, of Denmark and Sweden. In all
these countries the right of bequest is now limited, for
reasons of public policy. The right to bequeath prop-
erty of any sort is not a natural right; no man has a
right to control his property after he is dead. For
certain public reasons, it may be expedient to grant
the privilege of bequest; for other reasons, it may be
expedient to limit this privilege. But so far as the
ethics of the case is concerned, literary property must
stand or fall before the laws of bequest with every
other kind of property.

In England, at the present day, the copyright is
vested in the author until his death, and in his heirs
for seven years after his death, unless this term of
seven years shall expire before the end of forty-two
years from the first publication of the book; in which
case it is extended to forty-two years. A book pub-
lished after the author’s death by his heirs is secured
by copyright for forty-two years. This is the shortest
period of English copyright: while if an English
author publishes a book at the age of twenty and lives.
to be eighty years old, the copyright of this book runs
for sixty-seven years. In most other civilized coun-
tries the copyright is continued for a considerable
period after the author’s death: in France and Spain,
for fifty years; in Prussia and Austria, for thirty
years; in Holland and Belgium, for twenty years.

It is said that copyright is a monopoly, and, for this
reason, ought not to be tolerated by the State. But it
is not a monopoly in the ordinary use of that word.
Certain publishing rights that were monopolies were
granted in former days in England: to one man was
given by law the exclusive privilege of printing the
Bible; to another, all law books; to another, all
music books ; to another, all almanacs. But thisis a
very different matter from permitting an aunthor to
control the publication of his own books. If I writea
history of Ohio, my copyright does not forbid any
other man to write or publish the history of Ohio:
every man in the State may write and publish such a
history if he chooses. Nor does my copyright bind
anybody to purchase my book, or guarantce any mar-
ket for my book. It simply says, “ This particular his-
tory of Ohio, which this man has written, is his prop-
erty: no man can print or publish it for a term of
forty-two years without permission from him; you
are under no obligation to use his book; butif you
do so you must make your bargain with him, or with
those whom he empowers to act for him.” It seems
to me that this is no more a monopoly than the right
of the shoe manufacturer to contract for the sale of the
shoes manufactured by him is a monopoly. It is the
right to control the sale of his own product.

1 come back, therefore, to the ground from which I
started, finding that it is well taken and strongly forti-
fied by reason and experience. The author’s property
in his book is of the same nature as that of any other
worker in his product. The protection of this property
is not a gratunity conferred on him by the State for the
promotion of literature or learning; it is a right to
which he, with every other producer, is entitled. The
author is not a mendicant or a pensioner; he wants
no favors ; all he wants is justice —to enjoy the fruit
of his own labors. That he is entitled to this as long
as he lives seems obvious; the law of nearly every
civilized country, except America, confirms this right.
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How long this property shall be extended after his
death is a question of expediency; all laws regulating
bequest are based upon expediency.

One reason why our legislators have been so slow
to grant international copyright is found in the prev-
alence of the false notion that the author has no valid
claim even upon his own government for the protec-
tion of his property; that the power to contrel the
publication of his own works is not a right secured to
him, but a privilege conferred on him.

Washington Gladden.
Corumsus, OHIO.

The Story of the First News Message ever sent by
Telegraph.

Ox the morning of May 1, 1844, the Whig conven-
tion organized in Baltimore, and working connection
was established for the first time by telegraph between
Washington and Annapolis Junction, Professor Morse
being at the former and Mr. Vail at the latter place.
Morse sat that afternoon in the room at Washing-
ton, waiting for the signal from Mr. Vail, when
suddenly there came an animated clicking at the in-
strument. He bent forward, in his eagerness almost
devouring the little strip of paper that crept only
too slowly from between the rollers of the register,
until, the message completed, he rose, and said to the
friends who were present: ¢ Gentlemen, the con-
vention has adjourned. The train for Washington
from Baltimore, bearing that information, has just left
Annapolis Junction, and Mr. Vail has telegraphed me
the ticket nominated, and it is " — he hesitated, hold-
ing in his hand the final proof of the victory of
science over space — “ it is—it is Clay and Freling-
huysen!”

“ You are quizzing us,’” was the quiet retort. “ It ’s
easy enough for you to guess that Clay is at the
head of the ticket; but Frelinghuysen — who the devil
is Frelinghuysen ?

“T only know," was the dignified answer,* that is the
name Mr. Vail has sent me from Annapolis Junction,
where he had the news five minutes ago, from the
train that is bound this way, bringing the delegates.”

In those days the twenty-two miles from the Junction
to Washington required an hour and a quarter in mak-
ing, even for the exceptionally fast trains, such as that
which was taking the delegates to Washington.

Long before the journey was over, the newspapers —
enterprising even in those days — had “ extras’’ upon
the streets, and the newshoys were lustily crying the
news the telegraph had brought flashing through fventy-
fzwo miles of space. A greaf crowd of people was at
the station. The extras, with their cabalistic heading,
# By Telegraph,” had whetted public curiosity to the
keenest edge. Out of the train came the delegates,
each one anxious to be foremost in sending abroad the
inspiriting news that fortune was with “ Harry of the
West.” Bul consternation struck them dumb when,
upon alighting, they found in type, before their eyes,
the very story they had believed exclusively their own,
but which had preceded them “ By Telegraph,” as they
read in the head-lines of the journals. They had seen
the wires stretching along the side of the track all
the way from Annapolis Junction into Washington,
and they had joked about it glibly.
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The Hon. Ralph Plumb, a member of the present
Congress from Illinois, was one of the delegates from
Ohio to that Clay convention, and was on the train
which bore the first news of the nominations, as was
supposed, to Washington, and in a communication to the
writer, under date of Washington, February 18, 1888,
he writes: “ It seems like a real romance to me to
think that a son of the then young man who was send-
ing what may fairly be said to have been the first impor-
lant message by telegraph that was ever lransmitled, is
asking of one yel alive respecting what happened on
that occasion. During these forty-four years, see
what has been accomplished, as a result of this first
successful effort! What civilized country is there now
that has not the telegraph, and how many of them are
covered by telegraph lines as by a network! »’

In referring to the journey from Baltimore to Wash-
ington of the delegates to the convention at Baltimore,
he says: “I remember the little shed at the Junction
where we stopped on our way, and I saw the man ( Mr.
Vail) in it, who was ticking away upon a little brass
machine. I saw him, and I talked with him, for I
wanted to know what strange thing he was doing; and
he answered that he was ‘telegraphing to Morse in
Washington about our convention,’— and he pointed
towards the wire overhead, running in the direction of
that city,—*over the first wire ever erected or used for
public telegraphing, and the message I have just sent
is the first news ever transmitted for the public benefit.’
In common with all the rest of the seal wise ones of the
day, I hailed the affair as a huge joke until we landed
at the station in Washington, when, sure enough,
Morse had received the news an hour or more before,
and the whole city was informed of the fact that we
had put a dark horse on the ticket with our hero,
Clay. The evidence could not be disputed, of course.
The most prejudiced of us could not presume to sug-
gest that Morse’s work was guessing; for no man alive
would have imagined that Frelinghuysen could be
made the nominee for Vice-President.”

Mr, Vail preserved with much care the recording-
register used by him at Washington and Annapolis
Junction, and later at Baltimore, as a priceless me-
mento of the days of which we have written, and at
his death bequeathed it to his eldest son, Stephen Vail,
by whom it was loaned, some years since, to the National
Museum at Washington, where it has attracted much at-
tention. Professor Morse, some years before his death,
certified to its identity, and to the fact that the similar
one used by him at his end of the line had not been
preserved, and that he did not know what had become
ofit.

S
The Postal Service,

THE postal service presents two distinct prob-
lems to the civil-service reformer: one as to the
large post-offices in the cities, and quite another as
to the fifty thousand small offices scattered through
the country.

As to the first class, the beginnings of a solution
havebeen made. The system of competitive examina-
tion is being applied with success to the selection of
clerks and subordinate employees. We have made
less progress in the selection of the postmasters them-
selves, the heads of the large offices; yet there has
been an advance, and there is the prospect of a further
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at the best, are the rewards of the architectural profes-
sion. Tt has recently been affirmed in the editorial
columns of our chiel architectural journal that prob-
ably not five architects in any one of our great cities
earn, on the average, five thousand dollars a year, and
that the chances of attaining to such an income are so
small that Government positions assuring twenty-five
hundred or even fifteen hundred dollars a year are
tempting even tomen well established in the profession.
The statement seems astounding when we remember
what success means in medicine or the law. But there
is little reason to doubt its truth, and those who know
the expenses which attend a large architectural prac-
tice will hardly find it difficult of belief.

A doctor may manage a very large practice with a
“plant” consisting of a small office, a brougham, a
single assistant, and a boy to open his door. A lawyer’s
outlay need not be much greater. But what are an
architect’s needs? It may seem very simple work to
the public “ merely " to design a building on paper
and “ merely " to supervise its erection by contractors
who “ do all the real work."” But todesign a building
means to prepare, not only the little sketches and plans
a client sees, but very many large scale drawings requir-
ing much time for their elaboration, and not only artis-
tic reflection, but long and complicated mathematical
and pecuniary caleulations too. And to supervise con-
struction means frequent and extended visits from the
architect or some competent assistant. All this implies
very large and well-lighted and therefore very expen-
sive offices, a numerous corps of assislants, some
of whom must be men of great skill and long experi-
ence, and constant journeys often to very distant spots.
Ivery one knows the immense commissions which Mr.
Richardson received ; but who remembers that he had
more than a score of artists in his employ and took
monthly journeys to Washington and Chicago? All
architects must bear such burdens, but they fall much
more heavily upon the American than upon the foreign
practitioner. Rents are enormously high with us; the
intense competition of Europe sends an established
architect pupils who are willing to pay large premiums,
while here salaries must be given from the start and
must rapidly increase if good men are to be retained;
and there is of course no comparison between the cost
of journeys in France or England and those in our
widespread territory. There are other facts which make
an artist’s task much harder here than in Europe and
which tend to perpetuate the public feeling of distrust,
but we merely wish at this moment to lay stress upon
the fact that even the largest commissions on the most
expensive class of buildings bring him a reward so
disproportionate to that secured by an equal amount
and quality of labor in other professions, that he may
rank himself with the clergyman as among the least
well paid of our professional men.

A Crisis in the Copyright Agitation.

FEw of the many friends of the International Copy-
right movement are aware of the critical condition of
that reform. After a series of unsuccessful attempts to
reach a settlement on the basis of abstract right, as
embodied in the Dorsheimer and Hawley bills, the
American Copyright League, representing the body of
the authors of this country, last year felt it to be its
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duty to give the weight of its influence to any move-
ment that promised to establish in American law a
[uller security of literary property. To this end, on an
intimation from prominent publishers that such an
overture would be welcome, aninvitation to codperative
action was given by the authors to the publishing
fraternity. Through a joint committee this codperation
was further extended to the printing and bookbinding
interests, and after laborious negotiations a practical
basis of union was arranged, which tock form in the bill
introduced into the Senate by Mr. Chace, and in the
House of Representatives by Mr. W. C. P. Breckin-
ridge. It is idle to assume that this bill is altogether
satisfactory to many of its advocates; but this is an
inherent defect of compromise measures, which are
usually only resorted to at all as a means of escape
from an unbearable situation. Among the warmest
supporters of the bill as the wisest attainable meas-
ure are many authors and publishers who regret that
the question cannot be settled upon a higher plane. By
their efforts in great part has been achieved the pres-
ent measure of success with the bill, which on the gth of
May was passed by the Senate by a vote of 34 to 10,
and is now upon the calendar of the House of Repre-
sentatives. To obtain special attention for it at the
winter session, the copyright organizations earnestly
invoke the assistance of the public.

To judge a moral question narrowly is to judge it
wrongly; and the question of the security of literary
property has wider relations than merely with the pro-
ducers of books. The colleges of the country are alive
to this, and through their faculties have warmly sup-
ported the reform. The monthly, weekly, and daily
press have also borne an honorable part in urging it.
Is it nothing to the clergy that numerous and honor-
able classes of professional men have for fifty years
pleaded with unanimity against our unjust and degrad-
ing national position in this matter, with, until recently,
but little help from the pulpit? Is it nothing to the
layvyers, the publicists, the capitalists of America that
one year after the execution of the Chicago anarchists
our Government continues to deny the principle of
property in its highest form ? Is it nothing to American
citizens that, in the opinion of the best judges, the pros-
perity of our literature — and through it the advance-
ment af American ideals —is bound up in the success
of this reform? Is it nothing to the reading classes
that our people are more cheaply supplied with foreign
literature than with their own? to the advocate of
“ American markets for Americans " that our authors
must contend with stolen wares? to the advocates
of the extension of our markets that we withhold the
word which would enable our authors to secure pos-
session of ready-made foreign markets for our intellect-
ual goods ? In the presence of such an object-lesson as
is afforded by the movers of the bill,— Mr. Chace being
a radical protectionist, Mr. Breckinridge a pronounced
revenue reformer,— it is idle to repeat that the bill is
not properly related to the tarifi question; and at the
close of a campaign in which each party has striven
to commend itself and its revenue policy to its coun-
trymen as being the more in their interest, it would be
strange if they were not both moved by an appeal to
consider the prosperity among us of a profession which
has ever been held in the highest honor as the crown-
ing glory of a great nation. To-day the profession of
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letters asks no unusual privilege; but to be relieved
from a disability which obtains against no other form
of industry.

It is in the power of every reader of these words to
aid in putting an end to the disgraceful inaction of our
country, by urging upon his representative in the pres-
ent Congress that he support Mr. Breckinridge’s ef-
forts to obtain consideration for the bill. Should it fail

OPEN

More about ** Lawyers' Morals' — The Responsibility
of Laymen.

HIS is a maiter that is much more seriously con-

sidered. by reputable members of the profession
than is generally supposed. It is a question of grave
importance, not only to lawyers, but to the public at
large. The standard of a lawyer’s morals so far as
his professional duties are concerned is, in part at least,
established by legislation in most if not all of the
States. In California, for example, the Code of Civil
Procedure provides :

SECT. 282. Itis the duty of an attorney and counselor:

1. To support the Constitution and laws of the United
States and of this State ;

2. To maintain the respect due to the courts of justice
and judicial officers;

3. To counsel or maintain such actions, proceedings,
or defenses only as appear to him legal or just, except
the defense of a person charged with a public offense;

4. Toemploy, for the purpose of maintaining the causes
confided to him, such means only as are consistent with
truth, and never seek to mislead the judge or any judicial
officer by any artifice or false statement of fact or law;

5. To maintain inviolate the confidence and at every
peril to himsell to preserve the secrets of his client;

6. To abstain from all offensive personality, and to ad-
vance no fact prejudicial to the honor or reputation of a
party or witness, unless required by the justiceof the cause
with which he is charged ;

7. Not to encourage either the commencement or the
continuance of an action or proceeding from any corrupt
motive of passion or interest;

8. Never to reject, for any consideration personal to
himself, the cause of the defenseless or the oppressed.

This section of the code fixes a standard of moral and
legal duty which if lived up to in practice should place
the profession above just reproach. It is simply the
embodiment, in legal form, of what is the lawyers’ code
of morals without legislation.

In anarticlein THE CENTURY 1 it is said that it is
apparently the popular opinion that lawyers’ morals
are of a different type from those of ordinary human
beings.” A great deal of the trouble lics in the very
fact that popular opinion, and not the opinion of the
profession, rates the standard of lawyers’ morals be-
low what it should be and below what it really is. It
is believed that not only popular opinion, but the con-
duct of the publicin its treatment of the profession, has
tended more than all other causes to reduce the standing
ofindividual members below the standard recognized by
the profession. Nolawyer of any standing believes that
the moral standard of his profession should be below
that of any other, or of any business or calling in life.
But popular opinion has apparently established a lower

I November, 1884.
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through indifference or opposition to pass the present
House,—and its secret enemies are working actively to
that end,— it will again have to be pushed through the
Senate, and the ground hitherto gained will be wholly
lost.  The committees, who have borne the brunt of the
agitation at great expense of time and labor, have a
right to expect the cordial assistance of all who have
at heart the prosperity and honor of the country.
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standard of morals, and is constantly tending to drag
the profession down to that level. It is undoubtedly
irue that many lawyers fall below the standard recog-
nized by the profession at large; but this may be said
of any class of business men, and to a very great ex-
tent they are educated by public opinion, which looks
more fo a lawyer’s success than to his professional
honesty. It is not at all * presumptuous for laymen to
judge their conduct™; but it should not be overlooked
by the layman who treats of the ethical rules which
should govern lawyers, that his standard of the morals
of the profession may be far below that of the great
majority of lawyers, and that he may be contributing
his mite towards the decbasement of its individual
members, who would much rather elevate it still
higher.

Certainly no one will deny that it is wrong for a
lawyer to accept and attempt to win a cause which as
a matter of law should be decided against his client,
if he has knowledge of all the facts. The California
code, it will be seen, expressly forbids this except in
the defense of persons charged with crime; and so it
is with the codes of other States. But it must be borne
in mind that a lawyer, before trial, knows but one side
of the case, while the layman who judges of his con-
duct has heard both sides. Not only so, but the client
frequently misleads, and sometimes purposely de-
ceives, his own attorney by concealing or actually mis-
representing the facts. No doubt an attorney would
be justified in abandoning the case upon the discovery
of the deception that has been practiced upon him;
but almost invariably when the client has misstated
the facts to his attorney he will do the same to the
court under oath, and it is an exceedingly delicate
matter for the lawyer to assume that his client is com-
mitting perjury and that the other party is in the right.
This he has noright to do. Tt is his plain duty to pre-
sent the case fairly to the court, whose duty it is to
determine which of the parties is right. If, however,
the lawyer Znews his cause to be wrong, he violates
his duty as an attorney, the law, and his oath by ac-
cepting a fee. Me should unhesitatingly refuse to act
further the moment he makes the discovery, if the
knowledge comes to him after entering upon the case.
But the distinction between kga/ and moral right
should not be overlooked. The lawyer has a perfect
right, and it is his duty, to interpose for his client any
legal defense, although a layman might justly say
that as a matter of moral right the client has no de-
fense. For example, a debt may be barred by the
statute of limitations. The defendant who is sued is in
a moral sense still liable, as the debt is unpaid; but
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American Game Laws.

IN so extensive and various a country as this it
would be impossible to fix a date even so general as
the English Twelflth of August, and the “opening of
the season ” has varied hopelessly for different regions
and different types of game. There has been, never-
theless, an apparent disposition to make the event cen-
ter somewhere about September, and it seems Lo be
increasing in strength with the growing tendency to
make the opening of a season compulsory, rather than
conventional or traditional.

For years, probably rather for centuries, the general
American feeling with regard to the edible portion of
the wilder animals was one of indifference; the supply
was abundant, and it was not the business of any one
in particular to impose any restraints on the desire to
use the supply either for pleasure or for profit. The
unhappy results of this indifference are familiar. Every
one was at liberty to kill at discretion ; men shot, and
snared, and seined as they saw fit. The contest was
increasingly unequal. The swiftest and most acute of
the game animals found it continually more difficult to
gain places of security against the improved weapons
and transportation of their pursuers; and even the
fittest for survival had an increasingly precarious
tenure of existence. Fools or selfish men, if they were
able to buy a ticket on a far Western railway, were
thereby enabled to appropriate to themselves that Lo
which they really had no title, except in common with
the millions who were not in position to assert their
claims. “Sport” became a veneering for senseless
and heartless massacre, which had almost done its
work before any general notice was taken of it. Itis
a national disgrace that one of our few characteristic
animals, the bison, has practically ceascd to exist. But
only those far-sighted men who have invoked the
shield of law against the further course of this
destruction can tell us how narrowly the caribou, the
prairie-chicken, and the different varieties of game fish
have escaped the fate of the bison.

As such results have opened the eyes of the people,
the reign of unlicensed selfishness has come to an end,
and we are entering upon the era of systematic pro-
tection for game. Stateafter State is coming to recog-
nize the fact that the game animals eat little that could
be required for man, while they may become, under
protection, animportant part of the national larder ; and
the States are becoming as willing to grant such pro-
tection as they would to the fields or factories against
similar acts of folly or ill-will. Parts of the year are
marked off by statute, and during these periods the
game animals are not to be injured, but are to enjoy a
season for race recuperation. Tt is none the easier for
them to find holes or corners of security against mod-
ern invention; but the law comes in to give them a
time limit, within which the most active or most self-
ish of their pursuers must let them alone. The whole
change of view has been a complele one. A little more
than a century ago it seemed to Franklin the most
natural thing possible to declare that, rather than sub-
mit to Parliamentary exaction, he would retire with
his family “into the boundless woods of America,
which are sure to afford freedom and subsistence to
any one who can baita hook or pull a trigger.” Already
there are not many places, at least between the Atlantic
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and the Mississippi, where the patriot who should seek
an indiscriminate subsistence in that way would be safe
from arrest and punishment as a poacher.

The American “poacher,” however, will always be
a very different offender from his English prototype.
All that the American law will require will be a due
respect for the rights of the people. Game is not tobe
preserved for particular persons, but for all ; and dur-
ing the proper time limit all men may become “ poach-
ers” so far as the American game laws will concern
themselves with him. All this may seem to many quite
incompatible with the fact that, even within proper time
limils, no one may pursue game upon the land of an-
other without express or tacit permission, and they
may conclude that there is not to be any essential dif-
ference between English and American game preser-
vation after all. Such a belief confuses two different
things, land ownership and game protection. 1f we are
to have land ownership, the owner must be owner al-
together, and his ownership must cover the live stock
on the estate, be it wild or tame. But this is just asit
always has been. It is true that there is an increasing
unwillingness to grant permission for the intrusion of
others in pursuit of game ; but the permission has al-
ways been legally necessary, as a part of land owner-
ship, and should not be attributed to the new system
of game protection. The change is merely a corollary
of the country’s’development; the permission to hunt
or fish, which was once valueless and was given with
corresponding liberality, is now valuable and must be
paid for.

It would not be fair, however, to leave even an im-
plication that the change, legal as it may be, is withal
an injury to the people. When one tract of wild land
after another is taken out of the market and reserved
as a hunting or fishing park, when the people of suc-
cessive neighborhoods find that the lakes, brooks, and
forests over which they and their fathers have fished
and shot from time immemorial are now closed to
them, it is easy to suggest to them that they have been
injured in some way. One must take the development
as awhole, not in parts. The case is not one in which
powerful barons have entered by force and ousted the
people from their natural privileges. 1tis merely thatthe
lake, the trout-brook, or the shooting-ground has ac-
quired a new value from a general development which,
in another part of it, has enriched our tables with fish
and game from the most distant parts of our own
country and with food preducts from all over the world.
The parts must go together. He who wishes to turn
back the years, and fish and shoot as freely as his
grandfather did, cannot surely expect to enjoy the North-
western salmon, the Southern berries, the Florida
oranges, the California figs, the Western beef, the tinned
or glass goods from all over the world, for which his
grandfather possibly would have been glad to barterall
his meager privileges of the chase. Such details of
development are enough to show that, while there is
always a scale of popular loss, it is altogether out-
weighed by the scale which represents the popular gain.

THE TiIME,

Progress in the Copyright Reform.

WE commend to our readers the perusal of Mr.
Hayes’s Open Letter in the present number of THE
CENTURY, recalling the confidence of the literary men
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of 1837 in the speedy passage of a bill to prevent the
theft of literary property, and suggesting whether a
similar confidence felt by the literary men to-day may
not be misplaced. But the reader must be careful not
to miss the significance of the record. The very con-
sideration which seems to imply the hopelessness of
the cause is indeed the fortress of its strength. Fifty
years of steadfast adherence tothe demand of their pred-
ecessors is a star of the first magnitude in the crown
of American men of letters. Their hands, surely, are
clean: the robbery of their fellow-writers of other coun-
tries is not of their procuring; the incidental robbery
of themselves is not by their consent. They have
never been remiss in protest against both, but with
singular unanimity have borne their testimony for the
national honor even against its official custodians, and
still the protest goes on. Were this sense of ountrage
dulled by years, were the voice of the protestant less
clear or constant, there would indeed be reason to
despair of the result. As it is,
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Time but the impression stronger makes,
As streams their channels deeper wear.

Besides the solidarity and the wide-spreading in-
fluence of American authors, there are other reasons for
thinking that we are not’far from a settlement of the
question. Within five years, through the agitation of
official organizations, the movement for a just law
has acquired a momentum which has carried a copy-
right bill through one house of Congress and pasta
committee of the other. That it did not wholly succeed
was due, not to the will of the House of Representa-
tives, but to an extraordinary abuse of the rules of the
House, an event not to be foreseen, nor, if foreseen,
prevented. On the eve of the renewal of the straggle,
it is well to rehearse briefly the story of the past year—
the most eventful and successful in the course of the
agitation.

On more than one occasion when copyright legisla-
tion was sought at the hands of Congress, senators
replied to the entreaties of the supporters of different
bills : #This is a subject remote from our experience.
Go home and agree among yourselves upon a copy-
right law and we will support it.” After repeated at-
tempts to make progress along separate lines, this is
exactly what the reformers, by weeks of negotiation
in committees, succeeded in doing. The result was of
course a compromise measure, not wholly acceptable
to most but cordially supported by all, the greatest sac-
rifices being made by the authors, most of whom would
prefer a pure and simple copyright, free from condi-
tions. This bill Mr. Jonathan Chace had the honor to
introduce in the Senate, Mr. W. C. P. Breckinridgeinthe
House of Representatives. To the support of the meas-
ure the joint committees of the American [ Authors’]
Copyright Leagueand the American Publishers’ Copy-
right League gave unremitting and exhausting efforts,
assisted Dby official representatives of the printers’
unions. The bill was successfully urged before com-
mittees of each house, and the personal solicitation of
members was patient and thorough. Realizing that
the chief point was to secure the attention of legislators,
a series of readings by prominent American authors
was given at Washington in April last, being the third
series organized by the Authors’ League in aid of the
cause. On the gth of May, after a considerable debate,
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Mr. Chace succeeded in obfaining in the Senate a vote
on the bill, which was as follows: yeas 34, nays 10.

Much has been said, and justly, about the supine-
ness of our lawmakers on this subject, but it must be
remembered that no copyright bill has ever been re-
jected by them —in fact, if we mistake not, this was 7/
Sirst divect vote upon the merits of an international copy-
right bill ever taken in the American Congress. The
names of the senators voting in favor of the bill deserve
to be recorded. They were:

Allison, Edmunds, Morgan,

Bate, Evarts, Paddock,
Blair, Farwell, Pasco,
Dlodgett, Faulkner, Payne,

Bowen, Frye, Quay,

Brown, Hampton, Sawyer,
Butler, Hawley, Spooner,
Chace, Hiscock, Stockbridge,
Chandler, Hoar, Turpie,
Cullom, Ingalls, Wilson of Towa,
Davis, Mitchell, Wilson of Md.
Dolph,

Senators recorded as paired who would have voted
for the bill were:

Blackburn, Hale, Platt,
Colguitt, Manderson, Plumb,
Dawes, Morrill, Sabin,
Gray,

Senator Vest made an able speech in favor of the
principle of copyright pure and simple, but felt obliged
to vote against the bill on account of the “manufactur-
ing clauses.”

Twelve absent senators were not paired, including,
however, several who were known to favor the bill.
But omitting these 12 the record shows 44 votes for
and 20 votes against the bill.

The preponderance of the affirmative vote greatly in-
spirited the friends of the measure and their efforts were
redoubled among the Representatives. Manymeasures
— chiefly the Mills tarifi’ bill— combined to postpone
the consideration of the bill, and it was not till the
6th of February that an opportunity offered to call
it up. It was agreed that on this day a vote should
be taken on the motion to suspend the rules and
fix a day for its final consideration. Tt was feared
by the apponents of the bill (whom a careful canvass
of the House showed to be largely in the minority) that
an effort would be made to suspend the rules and pass
the bill without debate. This programme, however, was
never entertained by the friends of the bill ; and assur-
ance to that effect being given, a number of its oppo-
nents agreed to vote for its consideration. It was now
thonght beyond question that the motion would prevail
by the required two-thirds, and that with the advantage
of the open debate the bill could be passed a few days
later by a majority vote. But a new kind of opposition
now presented itself—the opposition of the filibuster.
This weapon, heretofore employed only to protest
against the political oppression of majorities, was now
used to postpone the redress of a form of oppression the
most indefensible. Against the will of the House, which
was at the mercy of one member, Mr. Lewis E. Pay-
son of Illinois, the bill could not be reached, and thus
died without a vote. Tt has been urged in defense of the
action of Judge Payson, that his opposition was directed
against other measures, which itwas feared might be con-
sidered on that day. Itisto be hoped that this is the fact.
If so, there will be abundant opportunity to demonstrate
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itat the coming session. For, that the contest will be
continued on the part of those who advocate a just and
honorable national policy is a matter of course. The
traditions of the Senate may be depended upon for the
passage of the bill by that body ; and sointelligent have
Representatives become, that, in our opinion, nothing
but filibustering can defeat the billin the next Congress,
as certainly nothing else could have defeated it in the
last. It is only a question of time when the judgment
of legislators will be convinced to the point of making
odious any attempt to defeat the will of Congress by
that unfair and un-American device.

What a series of paradoxes does the copyright ques-
tion reveal! Intensely * American” couniry papers
countenancing the defeat of the will of the majority of the

157

House for the privilege of spreading without compensa-
tion English sentiments and opinions! A government
based on the equality of all men before the law invoked
to defend the robbery of foreigners! Members of Con-
gress, sworn to defend the Constitution, virtually nul-
lifying the clause providing for the encouragement of
Jiterature and the finearts ! And, chief of all, the works
of foreign authors considered so valuable to the country,
not that they must be paid for, but —that they must be
stolen !

The history of the American agitation for inter-
national copyright is, in the words of Aineas to Dido,
“q long and intricate tale of wrong,” and the next
Congress owes it to itself and the country to bring the
disgraceful record to an honorable conclusion,
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International Copyright: a Literary Montezuma,

F.—\R away in the barren and sunlit land of New
Mexico, and on that ancient and wonderful road
the Santa Fe trail, stands the old Pecos church. Every
morning, just as the king of day sends forth the rays
which announce his coming, the poor, patient priest
leaves his half-ruined quarters and, with a pathetic
faith, undaunted even by protracted and crushing dis-
appointment, looks to the east, as have his predeces-
sors for ages, for the coming of Montezuma, the Great
Deliverer, the beneficent father of his people. Just so
in these times of what Mr. Lowell calls “reckless and
swaggering prosperity ” do certain sanguine and op-
timistic souls watch for the dole of a small measure
of justice to the literary brotherhood. Does any one
suppose that this earnest desire, this eager anticipation,
are recent things? On the contrary, I read on the
stained and faded editorial page, now before me, of the
« Knickerbocker Magazine ' for February, 1837,—more
than fifty-fwo years ago,—as follows:

INTERNATIONAL CopPYRIGHT.—The advocates of
this measure, we are glad to see, have begun to bestir
themselves, not only with the political laity, but with the
delegated priesthood of Congress. This is well. We
look now to behold the steady advancement and profit-
able discussion of the matter.” There are stores of argu-
ment in reserve that can be produced with wonderful
effect in disquisitions on the question.

Fifty-two years of disappointment! In that half-
century every material interest in this country has
been mightily fostered and developed; a greal war
has been fought; the threatened disruption of the
Union has been averted; slavery is dead— and inter-
national copyright, the literary Montezuma, still com-
eth not. The poor watchers were hopeful in 1837;
they are hopeful in 1889; how will it be in 19377

A. 4. Hayes.
Free Kindergartens in New York.

ONE of the peculiarities of the philanthropy of the
present time is the emphasis it gives to the value of
preventive work. Never before has so much attention
been given to childhood or so much importance been
attached to the formative period of life.
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Statistics show that the country is producing more
criminals in proportion to the population, and younger
ones, than it produced twenty-five years ago, and the
cause of this alarming state of things is found to be in
the neglect of childhood. Itis seen that the tendencies
of infancy, whether for good or for evil, crystallize into
the character of maturity, and the philanthropist, weary
of fruitless efforts at reforming, is seeking for means
of forming wisely and well.

The home is the proper place for beginning, but in
many cases there are practical difficulties in the way,
and thoughtful people are turning with hope to the
mission kindergarten, which, whether regarded from
the standpoint of the educator, the social reformer, or
the Christian teacher, contains possibilities of preven-
tion and upbuilding not to be found in any other avail-
able agency.

It is adapted to children of three years of age, thus
meeting the demand that in some way the years below
school age shall be utilized for the highest educational
purposes. The training of the kindergarten includes
the whole child. For his hands thereis delightful oc-
cupation, through which he learns to love work and to
respect himself as a producer of that which is useful
and beautiful ; there is well-directed activity for the
busy brain; and, above all, the higher faculties of love,
joy, sympathy, and reverence are brought into con-
stant and healthy exercise,

During the last decade interest in the mission kin-
dergarten has been growing, until there is now in the
country scarcely a city that has not one or more such
institutions. More than ten years ago Mrs. Quincy
Shaw began the work in Boston by establishing in
the worst quarters of the city about twenty kindergar-
tens, into which the children of thelowest classes were
gathered. Well-trained teachers were employed, and
the whole enterprise was under the wise and efficient
superintendence of two kindergartners. It is the
testimony of the police that the moral aspect of whole
neighborhoods has been improved by these institutions.
That the system is believed to have a high educational
value is proved by the fact that after so thorough a
trial it was last year adopted as a part of the public-
school system of that city.
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In Philadelphia, a few years since, a similar move-
ment was started as a result of the thorough work of
the Society for the Organization of Charity. It was
found that, in the homes and haunts of the pauper and
criminal classes, children were growing up in appall-
ing conditions of ignorance, idleness, and vice. As it
was felt that the only radical remedy for existing evils
and the only hope for the future lay in vigorous pre-
ventive work, kindergartens were established in every
ward of the city, and the satisfaction they gave led to
their adoption as a sub-primary department of the
public schools.

In San Francisco, mission kindergartens, estab-
lished as an offset to the hoodlumism which threatened
the safety of society, are now the most popular of all
the philanthropies. In Chicago, St. Paul, Cincinnati,
and Brooklyn there are efficient associations of this
kind, and in St. Louis the kindergarten has for several
years been a part of the school system.

New York has many of these missions; but with a
tenement-house population of 1,100,000, of whom more
than 142,000 are under five years of age, and with a
constant influx of the lowest class of foreigners, it is
felt that this is a time of emergency to meet which ex-
traordinary efforts are necessary, and a movement has
been started looking to the establishment of kinder-
gartens throughout the city.

Angeline Brooks.

“ The Use of Oil to Still the Waves."

READERS of the article under the above title in this
magazine for March, and of the Open Letter on the same
subject in the August number, will be interested in the
following extract from the log of the steamship Clatta-
hoochee, from Savannah to New York, April 7, 188g:

At 5 A. M. gale (from northeast) burst upon us with
velocity of eighty miles per hour —the sea and wind
something terrible ; at six a sea came over the bows, end
on, doing considerable damage, knocking in pilot-house
windows and flooding same ; ten to twelve began to board
us on port-quarter, knocking in saloon and flooding same;
at eleven I had oil bags put in port and starboard water-
closets forward, and port one aft. When they were in
working order I reluctantly stopped the engines, and, to
my heartfelt desire, the ship fell off to southeast by south
and took a position of her own, and was as comfortable
as could be reasonably expected, shipping little or no
water to speak of, so that the crew could work with the
utmost safety in repairing damages.

This all done in the middle of one of the worst gales T
ever encountered in thirty-three years' experience at sea.
Every ship should have oil for an emergency. It is all it
is recommended to be. The action of oil upon the water
is upon the crest of the wave: the oil forming a slick
upon the surface breaks the crest, in which is all the
danger. It hasno effect upon the great undulating motion
of the ocean during a gale.

The quantity used in this case was about forty-five
gallons in eleven hours; it took about five gallons to
start each bag, and about eight quarts per hour to feed
the three bags.

From 5 A. M. to noon ship drifted about three miles per
hour to the southeast; from noon to 11 P. M. three per
hour to south.

Ship's position at noon, by d. reckoning, latitude 360
38, longitude 74° 41'.

At 8 P, M. gale began to moderate.

At 11 P. M, started ahead.

Oil used, five gallons raw linseed oil, ten gallons lard,
thirty gallons cotton-seed. Used separately—no mixture.

[A similar instance is recorded in the case of the
Norwegian bark A/lgy/wia, from Perth Amboy, Sep-

OPEN LETTERS.

tember 3, 1889, with a cargo of 5300 barrels of paraf-
fine oil for Copenhagen, which encountered a hurricane
in latitude 70%, longitude 38°. The account of her
rescue by the Clyde steamer Vemassee off the Delaware
Breakwater, given in the “ New York Times " of Sep-
tember 14, contains this statement, attributed to Cap-
tain McKee of the latter vessel:

The Vemassee sped to the assistance of the Alsylvia,
and then lay to within about one hundred feet of her.
Every time the bark made a plunge several barrels of
oil were shot out of her hatchways. Oil was cozing all
over the vessel, and had covered the surface of the water
for quite a distance around. This waste of oil had proved
the salvation of the bark's captain and crew. The water
if not quiet around was free from breakers, and the boats
rode the waves with ease. Had it not been for the oil,
ship and boats would have been smashed long before
help arrived. Asitwas, the bulwarks were breaking up.—
EDITOR.]

A Speech of Lincoln's.

THE closing paragraphs of the biography of Abra-
ham Lincoln in the August number of THE CENTURY
MAGAZINE recall a memorable scene at the White
House, which is now given to the public and makes a
suitable appendix to the record of “Lincoln and the
Churches.” It occurred after an anniversary of the
United States Christian Commission, which was held
at the Capitol in the hall of the House of Representa-
tives, some time in the winter of 1863, in the presence
of a great assembly, in which the President was a silent
and deeply interested auditor. With characteristic
modesty he declined a seat upon the platform, and the
only public demonstration that he made during the
evening was by a request, penciled on a slip of paper
and handed to the presiding officer, that Mr. Philip
Phillips, who was one of the sweet singers of the war-
time, would sing the hymn entitled “ Your Mission,”
which was a favorite of the President. This request
was announced and the piece was sung with wonderful
effect.

After the anniversary, arrangements were made for
a private reception of the delegates by Mr. Lincoln
at the White House the next morning, with the dis-
tinct understanding that nothing that took place should
be made public. This put all persons at their ease and
the promise of privacy was well kept. It was a time
of great anxiety and of long suspense; one of those
critical periods when decisive battles were expected,
and when news from the front was scanty, and slow in
coming.

At the appointed hour the delegates were ushered
into the President’s office. Soon afterwards Mr. Lin-
coln came in slowly and looking careworn, sad, and
anxious. In brief remarks by men representing the
various work of the Christian Commission, he was told
that we had no requests to make, no favors to ask, no
offices to seek; that we were there only to assure him
of our profoundest respect, sympathy, and loyalty to
the Government and to himself as its head, and of our
intention to carry on the philanthropic and spiritual
ministrations of the Commission in the army and navy,
with the continued sanction and help of himself and of
the military and naval authorities. Tt was also said
that “behind all the political and patriotic forces of
the Union there was a vast Christian constituency in
the homes and churches of loyal States which would
never fail him with their prayers and consecration to
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An Object Lesson in Municipal Government.

HERE is much to interest thoughtful Americans

in the article upon the city of Glasgow and its
government which we publish in this number of THE
CENTURY. A graphic picture is given therein of amodel
municipality, ruled and guided by its highestintelligence
and morality for the healthand benefit of allits members.
1t is scarcely necessary to say that this method of gov-
ernment is diametrically opposite to that which prevails
in the large cities of America. Municipal misrule in
the United States is a byword the world over, chiefly
because intelligence and morality as guiding forces give
place to political chicanery, cupidity, and ignorance.
Our cities are not ruled wisely and economically for
the benefit of all their inhabitants, but unwisely and
extravagantly for the benefit of the politicians and po-
litical organizations. We can hope for no municipal
reform which shall be radical and lasting till we change
our leadership to the European models.

Mr. Shaw gives the explanation of all the benefits
which Glasgow has reaped from her many years
of Town Council rule when he says early in his paper
that the *“councilors come chiefly from the ranks of
men of business, and are upright, respected, and suc-
cessful citizens ' ; that * party lines are seldom very
sharply drawn in municipal elections” ; and that *an
efficient councilor may, in general, expect reélection
for several terms if heis willing to serve.” What Amer-
ican city would fail to prosper under the rule of a body
of fifty of its citizens of like character? The Glasgow
council of fifty have absolute control of all branches of
the city government, the streets, water-supply, sanitary
arrangements, police, fire department, markets, gas-
supply, street railways — everything. They manage all
upon strict business principles, with precisely the same
results which competent business men everywhere se-
cure in the management of their private concerns.
The streets are cleaned every night, and the private
courts of the thickly settled quarters are cleaned once
and sometimes three times a day. The care and paving
of the streets, the construction and regulation of sew-
ers, and public construction of all kinds have been
for forty years in charge of one of the most distin-
guished of British architects and civil engineers. The
health department has for nearly or quite as longa
period been in charge of an equally distinguished
member of the medical profession. The clerk of the
town, who occupies much the same position as city
attorney or corporation counsel in an American city,
has held the office for many years, and is a high author-
ity upon all questions of municipal history and law.
So itrunsall through the municipal organization. From
top to bottom there is intelligence and character in
every party. The result is the model city which Mr.
Shaw describes.

The primary results set forth by him are similar to
those attained in other British cities, like Manchester
and Birmingham, in which rule by Town Council has
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proved so benefftial, and in Berlin, whose affairs are
managed by a municipal assembly of 126 of its most
eminent statesmen, scholars, and merchants. In each
case the rights and welfare of the citizen are protected
and advanced in every possible way. He has clean
and well-paved streets, cheap gas, excellent public
schools for his children, every precantion taken to
preserve his health and that of his family, public li-
braries and picture galleries for his education and de-
light, perfect police protection at all hours of the day
and night —all secured for him at the lowest possible
cost. In fact, the poorest citizen of Glasgow, or Bir-
mingham, or Manchester, or Berlin is as well guarded
and his interests are as well protected as if the city were
his club whose officers and servants had no other duty
than to minister to his best welfare and comfort. His
expenses are reduced in every direction; his burdens
from taxation are put at the minimum point ; his house-
rent is not only thus reduced, but the character of his
dwelling is improved at the public expense; and the
streets are straightened and widened, also at the public
expense, to give him better air and light.

The contrast is striking between this situation and
that of the average inhabitant of an American city.
The latter, instead of having all his rights protected,
comes in most cases very near to being in the position
of having no rights which the municipal authorities
are willing to respect. He is ruled by ignorance and
cupidity,and he pays heavily for this rule. There canbe
no relief till the character of the rulers can be changed,
and how to secure that change has been a problem for
discussion for many years and will continue to be for
many more. Our greatest obstacle is the enormous
influx of European immigration, which puts our pro-
portion of ignorant voters immeasurably beyond that
ofany of the European cities whose model governments
we have been considering. Next toit is the pernicious
habit of intermingling State and national politics with
municipal affairs, thus dividing the intelligent portion
of the voters into two nearly equal parts and giving
the balance of power to the ignorant elements. There
is no city in the United States in which the intelligent
and upright voters do not outnumber the others, and
in which they could not by uniting secure and main-
tain complete control of the municipal government.
Sooner or later such union will be effected, for the in-
stinct of self-preservation, aroused finally by constantly
increasing public scandals, by insufficiently punished
crime, and by the accumulation of municipal indebted-
ness, will compel it.

OQur Sins against France.

A7 the breakfast given in New York by American
authors, artists, and publishers to the Count de Kératry,
as a representative of the sentiment of French liter-
ary and artistic societies in favor of international copy-
right, and at which Bishop Potter presided, Dr.
Ldward Eggleston, after some preliminary remarks,
spoke as follows, referring to the address of the Count:
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« A more admirable and dignified presentment of the
right of the author to the product of his own labor is
hardly to be imagined. A nation engaged in whole-
sale highway robbery was never before rebuked for
its sins with so much politeness. The address of our
guest was couched in terms so courteous as almost to
reconcile one to the fate of being an American; for an
American may well blush to confess his nationality
when he considers that ours is the only nation of the
civilized world that permits the foreign man of letters
to be plundered with the sanction of its laws.

«We are here presented with a novel phase of the
copyright question. We have been so intent hereto-
fore on the evils of our copyright legislation with ref-
erence to English literature that it is with a shock of
surprise that we hear ourselves charged with robbing
our ancient ally, France. The Count de Kératry has
reminded us of the fact that the French language
resounded on the battlefields of our Revolution.
But our debt to France goes back of that. The
very seeds of our democratic institutions were
sown by French thinkers in the eighteenth century.
If our first great group of statesmen had not been
readers of French literature our institutions would not
have been what they are. And now comes French
literature to remind us that we have repaid all our ob-
ligations by a legalized pillage of French authors. The
French nation, to whom we owe so much,— the nation
which in civilization, refinement, and artistic power
leads the world,— reproaches us for our long-contin-
ued injustice. We have praised France without stint.
But I am reminded of a scene in a comedy of Racine.
It is more than thirty years since I read it, but if I mis-
quote it, I shall hope that you, gentlemen, do not re-
member your Racine any better than I do. In this
comedy there is a little Jad employed to carry the docu-
ment-bag of a great advocate. As he enters the court-
room at the heels of the lawyer, he laments the fact
that his wages are not paid. ¢ Nevertheless,’ he reflects,
¢ ] have the honor of carrying papers for a famous ad-
vocate.” But he quickly adds, ¢ Mais, I'honneur sans
argent, c’est une bagatelle.” T ought to translate that,
not for the benefit of the Americans present, who all
know French, doubtless, but I fear that some natives
of France who are here may not understand French as
spoken in America, I willrender it not into English,
but into American. For I fancy that what France says
to us to-day is what the lawyer’s errand-boy says in
¢ Les Plaideurs,’ which, in modern American, is about
as follows : ¢ A little less taffy and a little more honest
pay, if you please!’”

Beneath the pleasantry of the speaker in these words
there resounds a profound sense of national shame and
degradation in the wretched state of the copyright laws
which has permitted the appropriation, without compen-
sation, of the results of the labors of foreign men of
Jetters. And though Dr. Eggleston proceeded to
show why we had lagged behind other nations, and
to break the force of our national reproach, as far as
possible, the United States stands to-day the last of
all civilized nations to refuse justice to brain-workers.

It is all very well for American authors to spend
their days in trying to remove this reproach. But it
is really the affair of the whole people. Every man
and woman interested in literature to any degree
ought to write a letter to his or her congressman, beg-
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ging him to exert himself to correct this great wrong
by the passage of a law in keeping with the intelli-
gence and honesty of our people. For Americans, as
a mass, are not in love with dishonesty, and are not in-
sensible to national dishonor. We protest against the
leaving of this whole movement to the people inter-
ested inbook-making. Every Americanshares in this
disgrace, and we are glad that the movement for its
abolition has come more and more to be a movement
of the intelligent people of the whole country.

University Extension.

« A rErUBLIC has noneed of savants,” said the French
terrorist Fouquier-Tinville; and agreeably to this theory
the revolutionary government abolished the Sorbonne,
and degraded the Collége de France into a mere high
school—and a poor high school at that. Much as this
declaration has been decried, it was dictated by a sound
instinct. The ancient universities were hostile to the
spirit of democracy. In Germany,as in England and
France, the predilection for feudal institutions and the
half-sentimental bias in favor of the medieval spirit of
caste have always found their ablest spokesmen at the
universities. The great institutions of learning, glorying
in their scholarly seclusion, have been wont to gather
up their garments carefully, for fear of being contami-
nated by contact with the unlearned herd — the zgnobile
vaelgiss.

No one who is familiar with the history of such in-
stitutions as Oxford and Cambridge will deny that this
has until recently been the dominant spirit. But the
leaven of democracy, which is causing a mighty ferment
in all strata of English society, has now actually reached
these venerable seats of learning. About five years ago
a movement was started, known by the name of Uni-
versity Iixtension, the object of which was to extend
the usefulness of the universities— to utilize for the
benefit of the people at large the vast intellectual capi-
tal which was then lying idle. The fellowships at Ox-
ford and Cambridge, or at least the great majority of
them, had until then been virtual sinecures. The fellows
drew a certain sum of money annually, with the un-
derstanding that they were to devote themselves to
scholarly pursuits and keep the lamp of learning brightly
burning. But most of them rendered no actual service
in return for their stipends. When the idea had once
found lodgment that it was a desirable thing to “ make
learning common *’'— to arouse the interest of the pub-
lic at large in the work of the faculties — the great body
of fellows was at once found to be available for this
mission of the democratization of the higher knowledge.
The governing bodies of the various colleges put them-
selves in communication with committees of responsi-
ble citizens in the different cities who were willing to
guarantee the expenses of the lecturer and a modest
compensation for his labors, A representafive of the
college, usually a fellow of distinguished ability, was
then sent to Birmingham, Manchester, Leeds, or Liver-
pool, or wherever his services were demanded ; andin
almost every instance the interest aroused and the
financial success of the lectures exceeded the expecta-
tions of the commiltee. University Extension is now
fairly well established in England, and the results of
the work so far are conceded to have been beneficial.

This ought not to surprise any one. In the first
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International Copyright Accomplished.

N every compromise there are two points to be con-
sidered : its propriety, and its wisdom or neces-
sity— first, Is the concession to be made in the interest
of a higher good ? and, secondly, Will the concession,
as a matter of probability, be likely to effect that good ?
The passage of the Copyright Bill, accomplished as it
has been by concessions at one time or another on the
part of nearly all concerned,—last of all, by the repre-
sentatives of the Typographical Unions,—is a full justi-
fication of the Authors’ League in uniting, four years
ago, for the advocacy of what was substantially the
present law. Had the measure failed, the authors
would still have been conscious of their own devotion
to the principle of the bill; as it has succeeded, they
have the additional satisfaction, in having made a sacri-
fice of their preference, of having redeemed the liter-
ary fraternity from the charge of being “dreamers”
and “ impracticables.”
Mr. Lowell, the President of the League, writing
under date of February 19, 1891, accurately stated the
position of American authors in general in saying:

I still remain of the opinion that it is wise politics to ac-
cept the good that is possible under the circumstances,
secure that the mission-work of its practical application
will give us something nearer to our ideal. The great
thing is to get the principle admitted in our national
legislation.

Both before and after the passage of the bill the dif-
ficulty has been to get attention to what the bill will
accomplish rather than to what it will not. Tll-advised
editorial utterances in England have already denounced
the new lawasa “fraud ” anda “sham,” as a measure
wholly in the interest of American manufacturers, and
of little benefit to English authors. Let us see.

First. The bill extends unconditional copyright to
the producer of any map, chart, dramatic or musical
composition, engraving, cut, print, painting, drawing,
statue, statuary, or model or design intended to be
perfected as a work of the fine arts. It is easy to for-
get that artistic property is not less important or sacred
than that of the author. For a time during the cam-
paign it was feared that adherence to a false analogy
might lead the Senate to persist in its first thoughtless
denial of copyright in artistic property, and it is not a
small matter for congratulation that this calamity has
been avoided. After July 1, Sir Arthur Sullivan, Mr.
Burne-Jones, M. Saint-Saéns, and M. Géréme will be
as completely protected by our law as Mr. Dudley
Buck, Mr. St. Gaudens, and Mr. Shirlaw.

Again, copyright is also granted to all producers of
foreign literary property, upon a condition which,
though it must be confessed to be a limitation upon
the ideal right of property, is practically not an oner-
ous condition upon the foreign author. The unsolved
doubt in the English law as to whether the American
author must be on English soil at the time of the pub-
lication of his book, and the requirement that the pub-
lication of the book in England must precede its appear-
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ance in any other country — these conditions are also
limitations on the ideal right of property; and so, for
that matter, is the term-clause in nearly all copyright
law. In the “evolution of copyright ”’— to quote Mr.
Brander Matthews’s suggestive phrase — it is difficult
to determine where the principle of security to lite-
rary property merges into a question of public policy.
But the main fact to be borne in mind is, that by the
new law, if the English author choose, he can prevent
the piracy of his book in the United States. Owr lazw
no longer tolevates the literary “ pirate.” This is the
heart of the whole matter, and it would be sheer
hypocrisy to pretend that because the American market
for foreign books here copyrighted is in the main
reserved for American workmen, there will not be sub-
stantial security to the literary property of foreigners.
A little more of that most serviceable attribute of the
mind, the sense of proportion, would have saved our
English critics from this headlong error.

The gain to American letters and American prestige
is incalculable. By doing justice to the foreign author
the American spirit in literature will be reinforced, and
before long a better day may be expected both for the
author and for the reader. The main value of the law
is that it raises a barrier against materialism by the en-
couragement it offers and the dignity it adds to the pro-
duction of things of the mind. Art, music, and litera-
ture are no longer outlawed of our statutes, and may
have a freer range of activity among us, with a fuller
promise of admirable native products. Where before
all seemed neglect or indifference, now

The astonished Muse finds thousands at her side.

The accomplishment of the reform, as Mr. Maurice
Thompson has well said, “draws the nation into the
atmosphere of honor in literary affairs.” It arrests a
widespread moral deterioration in the direction of a
dishonest communism which had begun to affect many
well-meaning people. It stimulates American patriot-
ism by removing a just grievance which American
authors have always felt against their country, and
makes it unnecessary longer to apologize for our excep-
tional position as a nation. The friends of the reform
may be felicitated npon its success, while its opponents
may sincerely and without irony be congratulated on
their failure to defeat a measure which is in the interest
of the whole country and of a higher civilization.

Lobby Evils and Remedies.

THE most thoughtful students of the lobby evils as
they exist in our national and State legislative bodies
are convinced that effective remedial legislation must
be of two kinds — first, in the direction of general laws
for the control of special legislation, and, secondly, in the
direction of enforced publicity of the acts of the lobby
agents and their employers. The experience of Eng-
land in this, as in many other political reforms, is of
great interest and value. Fifty years ago the lobby,
as we understand the term, was as pernicious an influ-
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No one can study this subject and not reach the
conviction that, instead of declining, the use of the bi-
cycle is destined to increase. Fifteen years ago the
total sale of bicycles in this country in twelve months
was only ninety-two. It wasnot till 1886, when the per-
fected modern “safety” made its appearance abroad
(it appeared in this country a year later), that the mar-
velous modern development of the passion began. It
grew slowly for a few years; but within the Jast three
years its progress has carried all before it, till now the
man who does not ride is an exception whose life is a
burden under the weight of advice which the devotees
of the sport pour upon him. That the effect upon us
as a people of such healthful exercise in the open air
will be most beneficial cannot be questioned, and from
that point of view alone the practice should be en-
couraged. Many a boy will start in life with a more
vigorous constitution because of his bicycle, and many
a man who was growing old too fast by neglect of ac-
tive exercise will find himself rejuvenated by the same
agency.

A direct and salutary effect of the great popularity
of bicycle-riding will be to spread abroad the gospel
of good roads. Every bicycle-rider is a natural and
eloquent missionary of scientific road construction, and
every cyclist club is perforce a good-road club as well.
There is thus growing up, in all parts of the land, an
organized body of road reformers who will, before many
years have passed, be powerful enough to make their
wishes law in many States.

Mo Backward Step in Copyright!

I'r was not to be expected that the International Copy-
right Bill of March 3, 1891, would be entirely satisfac-
tory to all of its friends—much less to its enemies.
When it is remembered that in the conferences between
the House of Representatives and the Senate in the
last hours of an exciting session it was virtually pulled
to pieces and put together again, it would be astonish-
ing if its language did not present ambiguities, or if its
workings should be altogether smooth. These are ob-
jections, however, which concern all legislation, and it
is remarkable how little actual friction has character-
ized the operation of this law; it is indicative, also, of
the growth among us of the sense of justice toward
literary property that nearly all the criticism of the act
has been on the ground that it does not go far enough
in the protection of authors’ rights.

The first tangible evidence of organized hostility was
the introduction in'Congress by Mr. Hicks of Penn-
sylvania, in the closing days of the last session, of a
bill to limit copyright in etchings and engravings to
such as are manufactured in this country, and in fact
to remove from the security of the law all such articles
so far as their publication in a daily or weekly news-
paper is concerned, The absurdity of the first pro-
vision is as transparent as the effort to obtain by the
second provision the support of the daily and weekly
press.

This bill is not rightly named. Tt should be called
« An Act for the Forcible Importation of Foreign Ar-
tists.” Not only is the deprivation of existing prop-
erty rights to extend to foreign etchers and engravers,
— to great artists such as Gravesende, Hamerton, or
Flameng,—but to any American artist working abroad.
If these gentlemen wish to have their property secured
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in this country, they can easily do so by taking up their
residence in the land of the free! If Mr. Whistler
wishes to etch a view of the Grand Canal, by all means
let him come to the United States to do it! If Mr.
Pennell wishes to make etchings of French cathedrals,
what better point of view than, let us say, the suburbs
of Philadelphia! If Mr. Cole wishes to continue his
matchless series of engravings from the old masters,
what more convenient spot for his work than the moun-
tain region of middle Pennsylvania! It is too absurd
for serious consideration. 7o offer copyright fo an
artist on impossible tevms is to offer fine no copyright at
al/l. This whole question was fought out in the Sen-
ate in 1891, and Mr. Hicks’s bill is not more likely
to find favor in a Congress which has lately honored
itself by removing the barbarous duty on paintings
and sculpture.

Another obstacle to the withdrawal of the security
given by the United States law, is that such action
would be in the nature of a breach of existing under-
standing with other countries. The present law is the
basis of reciprocal arrangements with Great Britain,
France, Germany, Belgium, Denmark, Switzerland,
Italy, and Portugal, according to which our engravers
and etchers are among those whose rights are secure
in those countries. Is the American artist to be pre-
vented from accepting the remuneration which for-
eigners offer for his work, because somebody in the
United States does not wish to pay for the use of for-
eign art? Certainly the art-producing countries of
Europe are not likely to sit idly by while we recant
any part of the honorable professions of the Copyright
Bill.

Nor is this new form of piracy likely to obtain sup-
port from the American press, which won such credit
by its advocacy of justice to intellectual property, and
made possible the passage of the present law. Even
the piratical classes soon discovered that the bill con-
ferred benefits upon them by giving them security in
purchased rights, when before they had only the insta-
bility of a general scramble. Honest journals do not
need to be convinced of the wisdom of the policy of
paying for what they print, and there is no reason
whatever why a monthly magazine, a weekly illustrated
journal, or a daily newspaper, should be exempted from
the obligation of paying for the use of illustrative ma-
terial. To do them justice, we know of none that advo-
cates the exemption. Such a policy would be bad
enough, but if; in addition, weeklies and dailies are not
to be permitted to acquire property rights for which
they are eager to pay, then is chaos come again, and the
reversion to the old days of piracy but a question of
time.

It is incredible that Congress can be induced to pass
a measure so objectionable from the points of view of
morality and the public interest, and so injurious to
literature and art.

THE TIME.

The Growth of Civil-Service Reform.

Ix a large sense all progress toward good govern-
ment by the selection of able and honest men is a tri-
umph of the principles of civil-service reform ; but the
past year has been productive of other and striking
evidences that the people realize the value of the merit
system as an indispensable means to good govern-
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expression that seem to imply a peculiar responsibility
on the part of democracy for the corruptness of some
of its officials, for the desire of some of its citizens to
make other citizens pay disproportionate taxes, and for
the tendency of many citizens to regulate other men’s
business instead of minding their own. Both critics
seem at times to forget that these weaknesses are not
peculiar to any single age or form of government. Frary
is more discriminating. He maintains that the modern
demagogue, who wins by flattery the favor of the
sovereign people and abuses their confidence for his
selfish ends, is simply the seventeenth-century courtier
in nineteenth-century costume; and while he recognizes
the inclination of French democracy to state socialism,
he rightly attributes it to a faith in «I'état providence»
inherited from the Bourbon régime.

Mr. Lecky, like most conservative Englishmen of the
present time, has a great admiration for our written
constitutions, and especially for the protection they
afford to personal liberty and to property. But neither
he nor any other Englishman, unless it be Mr. Bryce,
has fully grasped the peculiarity which chiefly distin-
guishes our system of government from that of Europe
—{from that of republican France as well as from that
of monarchic Prussia. The difference lies in the extent
to which we are accustomed to look to private initiative
and private association for work that in Europe is com-
monly done by government. Society attains its ends in
all countries partly by government and partly through
liberty, but in no other country is the field of govern-
mental action so closely circumseribed and the field of
liberty so little limited as in the United States. This is
still true in spite of the tendency of some of our latter-
day legislators to exalt their office, and in spite of the
tendency of our courts to give undue extension to the
conception of «the police power.n It behooves us to see
that it remains true. Democracy does not entail, as some
of ourforeign critics seem to think, a special risk of over-
government; but we must not delude ourselves into think-
ing that demoecracy alone gives any safeguard against it.

The Attempt to Revive Intellectual Piracy.

OxE would have thought that any prudent man, with the
slightest regard for his reputation, might have detected
in the long agitation for international copyright which
culminated in the act of 1891, the existence, among the
classes that direct American public opinion, of a wide-
spread impatience with the form of robbery known as
intellectual piracy. Whatever extenuation there may
have been for such offenses, the offenders as a body are
doubtless ashamed of the old record. But there seem to
be a few persons, chiefly among the publishers of music
and of engravings, who betray a rash willingness to
stand once more in the public pillory. This willingness
is likely to be gratified, for we much mistake the temper
of the cultivated people of the country if, five years
affer a new and honorable record has been made on this
subject, they will be content to go back in any detail to
the old disgraceful state of affairs. Indeed, the pas-
sage of the Treloar bill would be a greater disgrace,
since it would involve actually taking away property
rights that exist, instead of refusing to confer those
which ought to exist.
Vor. LIL.—60.
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The main proposition of the copyright bill of Mr.
Treloar, a representative from Missouri, and himself
recently, if not still, a publisher of musie, is to rewrite
the law of 1891, so that the condition of manufacture in
the United States, which, in order to obtain from Con-
gress any copyright reform whatever, was made to apply
to books, chromos, lithographs, and photographs, shall
now, when no such emergency exists, be extended to
musie, engravings, cuts, prints, etc. This is advocated
ostensibly in the interest of the American workman,
who, in all the years of agitation before 1891, did not
raise a voice to demand it, and who in this matter is so
nearly non-existent as to be, even in the matter of votes,
a negligible quantity. It is really advocated in the in-
terest of publishers of music and engravings, who hope,
by making an impossible or onerous condition, to pre-
vent composers, both American and foreign, from taking
out copyrights, and thus to throw into the «public
domain,» which now contains every note of music pub-
lished before July 1, 1891, the further reinforcement of
a large body of contemporary work. The obvious result
would be the enrichment of such publishers, some of
whom have already made fortunes on the unremunerated
product of other men’s brains. These, and these alone,
are to be the beneficiaries of the proposed class legis-
lation.

Now at whose expense is this bounty to be bestowed?
First, of all foreign composers and artists; secondly, of
all American composers and artists; thirdly, of the
American public; and fourthly, of the entire system of
international copyright, which under the present act has
been laboriously built up with nine countries of Europe,
to wit: Great Britain and her colonies, France, Germany,
Switzerland, Belgium, Denmark, Italy, Spain, and Por-
tugal. Against the proposal protests have been sent to
Congress by the Manuscript Society of New York, repre-
senting the musical profession, and by over two hundred
individual composers and musicians; by the Fine Arts
Federation, representing ten societies of artists, of
which six are of a National character in distribution of
membership, and by the American Copyright League,
representing the writers of the country. Why are not
these protests conclusive? If any American industry is
to be built up, why not that of producing music and art,
instead of that of distributing them? Are not these
civilizing influences more valuable to the country than
the building up of a few colossal fortunes? The pro-
ducers, moreover, are not asking special privileges;
only the continued freedom of the present law to get
the return which they may for their work.

But suppose that Congress, for a false idea of con-
sistency, were willing to sacrifice the producer to the
distributor, will it also sacrifice the privileges which the
present law gives to Americans in the nine countries of
Europe above enumerated ? Or is anybody so foolish as
to suppose that the passage of the Treloar Bill would not
cause prompt reprisals by foreign countries? Will they
be shrewd about pork and wool, and not about art and
music? Are they not already restive under the inequal-
ity of what they give as compared with what they get
through our present law? Excellent as it is in most re-
spects, it is in some undeniably a source of hardship,
and in the case of countries of a different tongue it is
chiefly useful to their citizens by reason of the ideal
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security which it affords to music and art. Shall all
that has thus been gained for an honorable understand-
ing with the world be thrown away by subjecting these
two items fo restrictions which will well-nigh nullify its
benefits? Todo all this would be to turn back the wheels
of progress; and to do it for the sordid reasons which
support it would be a most ridiculous and unpatriotic
form of that materialism which is being continually
nourished in Congress, and against which all the forces
of our civilization have perpetually to contend.

At the notable conference in favor of international
arbitration, held in Washington in April, our copyright
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relations with other countries were cited by one of the
speakers as being the most successful approach that we
have yet made to a practicable international institution,
forming as they do a system of agreement on the part
of widely divided countries mutually to do justice. In
the face of the great demonstration of human friend-
liness and respect for law which that conference repre-
sented, it would seem to be a bad year to interrupt the
continuity of a system of reciprocal fair-dealing which,
whatever its defects, has brought us, as a nation, so
far as this question is concerned, from barbarism into
civilization.

American Musical Authorities against the
Treloar Bill.

HE contributions which follow, from the professors of
music in Harvard, Yale, and Columbia Universities,
who, moreover, stand in the front rank of American
composers, were written in response to the following
questions, which accurately set forth certain provisions
of the Treloar Copyright Bill, now pending in Congress:

1. Are you in favor of amending our present inter-
national copyright law by providing thaf copies of the
musical compositions of American composers can be
copgrigh‘sad only when the type is set up, or the plates
made,or the copies manufactured, in the United States,
and prohibiting the owner of the copyright from hav-
ing the composition printed in England, Germany, or
elsewhere and importing the copies for sale in the
United States upon payment of duties?

2. Are you in favor of a copyright law whieh will
compel the foreign composer to have his works printed
in the United States in order to obtain copyright here:
although the country of such foreign composer per-
mits eopyright there, without any such restrictions, of
the composition of an American.

Are you in favor of a copyright law which will
compel a foreign publisher, who arranges with an
American composer to publish the latter’s work, to
print the work in the United States and sell here only
sueh eopies as arve printed here ?

4. In your opinion will it promote the progress of
the art of musie, will it promote the quality of musie,
and the use and enjoyment of musie by the publie, to
require, as a condition of copyright in the United
States, that the copies must be printed and manufac-
tured in the United States?

5. Is such a requirement, in your opinion, beneficial
or injurious to the interests of the composer?

IFrom the Professor of Music in Harvard Universiiy.

I A utterly opposed to any attempt to make the copy-
right of musical compositions conditional on their being
printed in the United States. I believe that such a law
would defeat its own object, for eventually it would re-
striet both the musical market and production of musical
compositions; it would work injustice to our composers,
publishers, printers, and the public alike.

The requirement that the works of foreign composers
must be printed in the United States in order to be copy-
righted is lacking in the reciprocal element which should
be prominent in an international copyright law. Neither
Bngland, nor Germany, nor any other country so far as I
am'aware, requires as a condition of the copyright of the
work of an American author or composer that such work
be printed in England or Germany, etc. In European
countries there is international copyright without refer-
ence to place or manner of printing. Iam informed that,
wherever there is free trade, copyright publications, with
the consent of the owner of the copyright, may be im-
ported free of duty. Where there is protection, copy-
right composition, with consent of the owner of the
copyright, may be imported on payment of dufies. Re-
ciprocity requires similar provisions in the United States
international copyright laws. Anything less would tend
to develop, sooner or later, retaliation against Ameri-
cans, and would be inimical to the growth of the art of
music in America.

The proposed amendment would work grave injury to
our rising American composers, who are beginning to
find European recognition a very important factor in the
development of native music in a young country. OQur
general public is not yet sufficiently advanced in musi-
cal taste and intelligence to appreciate independently
the native talent now struggling to attain a higher
ideal. The passage of the proposed amendment would
retard half a century the time when America can take
rank with European nations in creative music,

Within the last few years certain American composers
have had orchestral scores and parts printed in Germany
and England, either under the auspices of an American
or a foreign publisher. Such publication has led to per-
formances of these works abroad, where they have found
recognition. This wide extension of the American com-
poser’s field of appreciation from local to international
reacts favorably on the American public by procuring
here readier performance and higher estimation. It
should be understood that Germany, and particularly
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Leipsic, is the center of the musieal world so far as
regards the publication of works involving orchestral
scores. Such works issued at Leipsic have a far better
chance of becoming known throughout the musical
world than if published only in the United States. In
fact, so far as my knowledge goes, not a single orchestral
score of an American composer has yet been engraved
in the United States. The only published orchestral
scores and parts of native composers have been engraved
and printed in Germany. To engrave a double set of
plates for such scores and parts would be quite out of
the question. Orchestral scores and parts have a lim-
ited sale, but without their publication somewhere the
works cannot be made known to the musical world. If
this law were passed, the future orchestral works of Am-
erican composers would probably remain in manuscript,
and have a most limited performance and appreciation.

In the case of short compositions of foreign composers,
it is generally understood, I believe, that the necessity
for printing them over again in the United States would
prevent a great majority of such compositions from be-
ing copyrighted in the United States. Whenever any
such composition becomes popular it will be printed,
reprinted, and sold in the United States as a matter of
course, and neither the foreign publisher nor the foreign
composer will obtain the fruits of the composition. This
is an obvious injustice arising from a lack of proper re-
ciprocity in an international copyright act. Even if the
foreign composer is not to be considered, the effect on
the American composer is equally unjust and injurious;
for such piracy of uncopyrighted foreign musical com-
positions produces an unfair competition with the works
of the American composers, especially when the Euro-
pean composers have already established world-wide
reputations. The rising talent here has great difficulty
in getting a hearing or market on account of these
unfavorable conditions.

It is obvious that music cannot justly be classed under
literature. In the development of the refinements of
civilization it should be recognized as a distinct and
separate art, and should be encouraged in this country
by a reciprocal international copyright, free from me-
chanical restrictions which would legalize injustice to
both the American and foreign composer, and retard or
destroy the international recognition of American com-
positions. Music is more international than literature,
for the latter has natural circumsecribed territorial
limits. There is as yet no universal spoken language.
Literature is English, French, German, Italian, Russian,
ete., according to the country in the language of which
such literature is written. Music has no territorial
limits. The musical composition of an American com-
poser may be performed and understood alike by Ger-
man, French, Italian, or Russian musicians without
translation; for its symbols are not words addressed to
the verbal reason, but tones addressed to the esthetic
sense of beauty and to the emotions.

If eopyrighted musical compositions are accorded by
Congress the same international freedom which exists in
respect to patented mechanical inventions, it may well be
thatin another century America mayacquirearankin the
musical world as high as she has attained in the mechan-

ical world under our patent laws.
John K. Paine.

475
From the Professor of ‘Music in Yale University.

I BEG to answer, « No,» to the first three of your ques-
tions.

As to the fourth: I think the proposed requirement
will act distinctly against the progress of musical art
in this country, by doubling the expense necessary to
protect expensive, and therefore important, works.

It will also encourage the stealing of short works
from European publishers, which practice has already
done great harm to composers here and elsewhere.

I call it stealing, since it is taking that which belongs
to some one else. That the law does not protect the
composer’s or the publisher’s property does not change
the character of the act of acquisition morally.

The above remarks apply also to question 5. I think
the simplest possible legislation, securing to every com-
poser, of whatever nationality, the fruits of his labor,
will be that most beneficial to the entire country, com-
posers and others. If we are at liberty to steal other
nations' property, they can hardly be expected to frame
laws to protect ours. If the question is, «Who has
the most stealable property?» I admit we have less
than most European nations, and a consequent slight
advantage.

There is no doubt in my mind that the highest possi-
ble standard of international honesty in copyright mat-
ters will be our best policy.

Nor do I see how, in a question of copyright pure and
simple, the interests of laborers or mechanics can in
honesty be considered at all.

Horatio W. Parker.

From the Professor of Musie in Columbia University.

IN my opinion, any legislation compelling publishers and
writers of music to have their works printed in the
United States, under penalty of forfeiting their copy-
right, would be a very serious blow to the advancement
of music in this country. Such legislation would increase
the expenses of publication (owing to the necessity for
several editions), and narrow the market, besides being
both unjust and eminently un-American. Why should
an American’s work belong to him only when he prints
it in America? Why should a law be passed to protect
his property only when it is manufactured in the United
States? If an idea, musical or otherwise, is nof palpable
property, then the Patent Office is an absurdity. If en-
gravers and printers are to be given such a monopoly,
why should not other trades—say, for instance, watch-
makers—demand that the theft of any wateh not made
in the United States be unpunishable in law. I under-
stand that most of the music engravers in the United
States are foreigners. If the proposed amendment to the
copyright law of 1891 be seriously considered, I would
propose that none but either American-horn eitizens, or
at least citizens of, say, twenty years’ standing, be al-
lowed to engage in the printing of musie in the United
States. Also that all tools used in printing be made in
America from metal mined or material produced here.
If there is to be a monopoly in the engraving of music,
let it be given to Americans working with American
tools made of American materials.

The tools of the writer of music are his compositions.
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If he is to be compelled to have these manufactured in
the United States, let the rule hold good for other pro-
fessions also. Inmstead of pufting a duty on foreign
manufactures, let us prohibit them altogether by with-
drawing from such property all protection of the law.
To your list of questions I say emphatically, «No»
to 1, 2, 3, 4; to No. 5 I have answered at length above.

E. A. MeDowell.

The Failure of the Hampton Conference.

WITH UNPUBLISHED LETTERS FROM JEFFERSON DAVIS AND
R. M. T. HUNTER.

O~ the third of February, 1865, upon the waves of
Hampton Roads, near Fort Monroe, Virginia, Abraham
Lincoln, President of the United States; William H.
Seward of New York, his secretary of state; Alexander
Hamilton Stephens of Georgia; R. M. T. Hunter of Vir-
ginia; and Judge J. A. Campbell, then of Alabama, met
for informal conference on the United States transport
steamer River Queen in a conference looking toward a
cessation of hostilities in the ecivil war.

They were not « warriors old, with ordered spear and
shield,» but men from whose faces the war-paint had
been temporarily washed, and whose war-clubs had been
temporarily buried. Their objective point was peace, but
by predetermined paths, which could not, like «moun-
tains, converge in a single ridge.» For four hours these
great men debated great questions. Messrs. Lincoln and
Seward supported one side, the remaining three gentle-
men pleaded for the other. The actors in this important
drama of the war are dead. It was agreed that their.
conversations should be confidential, and many of their
utterances have been closely guarded.

Six months prior to this council of peace, Horace
Greeley induced Mr. Lincoln to write a letter stating
the terms upon which his soldiers would lay down
their arms. In a communicafion dated July 18, 1864,
addressed « To whom it may concern,» President Lincoln
proclaimed that the «integrity of the whole Union, and
the abandonment of slavery,» were the corner-stones
upon which to construct the temple of peace; that lib-
eral terms would be granted on collateral points; and
that any person who was armed with authority to talk
on such a basis should have safe conduct inside his
lines «hoth ways» The South was not fighting for
slavery, but to make two republics grow in this country
where only one grew before. «The integrity of the
whole Union,» and not « the abandonment of slavery»
was the condition which prevented a response to that
communication.

Lincoln was preéminently in disposition and character
kind-hearted and benevolent. War disturbed him. He
recognized that though the progress of milifary events
was slow, that of his armies was steady, and that the
chances at that time of a restoration of peace upon his
terms were favorable. He deeply desired what he
prayed when about to take the oath of office for his
second Presidential term, « that this mighty scourge of
war may speedily pass away.» i

Horace Greeley's failure to bring about negotiations
between the belligerents did not deter another eminent
citizen from making a similar attempt. Mr. Franeis
Preston Blair conceived the idea that possibly commis-
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sioners might meet representing their respective sides,
and the armies ad interim stack arms; that the peace
feeling would then spread, and terms of settlement be
reached. Greeley had tried Mr. Lincoln; Blair sought
Mr. Davis. In February, 1865, Seward wrote to Mr.
Adams, minister to England: « A few days ago Francis
P. Blair, Esq., of Maryland, obtained from the President
a simple leave to pass through our military lines with-
out definite views known to the Government.» However
that may be, Mr. Blair made his appearance in Rich-
mond, and persuaded Mr. Davis to write him a letter
which he could show to Mr. Lincoln, in which he should
state that he was willing to send commissioners to con-
fer with the Union President, if he could be assured they
would be received; or, he would receive any that might
be sent to him. With this letter Blair retraced his steps
to Washington, showed Lincoln Davis's note, and in-
duced the former to write him a letter which in turn he
could show Davis, in which he should say that he had
read Davis's note to Blair, and that he would receive
any commissioners Mr. Davis might send to confer in-
formally with him, «with a view to the restoration of
peace to the people of our one common country.»

Again Blair went to Richmond and showed Davis what
Lincoln had written, whereupon Messrs. Stephens, Hun-
ter, and Campbell were appointed the commissioners on
the part of the South. Observe the diplomacy exercised.
Lincoln would not write to Davis, or Davis to Lincoln,
but both wrote letters to Blair, each to read that of the
other. So far everything was progressing favorably.
Blair was doubtless delighted, while many others had an
indefinite idea that those accomplished Northern and
Southern statesmen would find some means to stop a
war between people who «read the same Bible and
prayed to the same God.n

Lincoln’s companion and colleague in the Peace Con-
ference was an enthusiast on the slavery question. A
quarter of a century hbefore, when governor of New
York, Seward had proposed to extend suffrage to the
negroes of that State, and had appealed to a «higher
laws He was balanced between the integrity of the
Union and the abolition of slavery, but would not
have objected if the scales had tipped toward the lat-
ter. At one time, as a Whig, he was a great friend of
President Taylor; afterward he became a Republican
and supported Frémonf. He named the coming war « an
irrepressible conflict,y and was willing to let it rage if
its results were the abolition of slavery. He served
eleven years in the United States Senate and became the
logical candidate for secretary of state, because he was
Mr. Lincoln’s strongest opponent for the nomination for
President in 1860, securing more votes on the first ballot.
Seward was in advance of hig party, in 1861, in the
effort to secure a peaceful solution of the questions at
issue, and for policy’s sake advocated the evacuation of
Fort Sumter. His great knowledge of public affairs, and
his commanding intellectual ability, made him a capable
adviger to his President.

Mr. Davis’s selection of commissioners was probably
ag good as could be made under the circumstances. Not
one of the three was a «die-in-the-last-ditch » man; all
had great public experience, and required no introduc-
tion to the Union secretary of state or to his President.
Stephens was born, and was buried, in Georgia. He
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