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straightforward argument for simplicity and adaptability in municipal 
government. I t is a book for the general reader and student, rather 
than for the classroom, although it will prove of value and interest as 
collateral reading. 

CtiiNTON R O G E R S W O O D R U F F . 

Municipal Ownership. By LEONARD DARWIN. (New York: E. P. 
Button and Company. 1907. Pp. 149.) 

Five years ago Major Darwin gave us his volume on Municipal 
Trade, a work which remains to the present time the most comprehensive 
as well as the most scientifically-written monograph upon the subject of 
municipal ownership and operation of public utilities in British cities. 
Last winter the authorities of Harvard University secured the writer for 
a short series of lectures upon this theme and those who were privileged 
to be among his hearers will have no hesitation in commending to all 
who profess an interest in municipal problems this little volume which 
contains the four lectures delivered at Harvard. 

In general the volume contains a condensed restatement of the case 
against municipal trade which the author set forth so effectively in his 
larger work. Some new arguments have been included; the terminology 
has been Americanized; and more emphasis is placed upon the relation 
of labor to municipal politics imder a regime of direct operation. The 
writer's convictions concerning the important dangers which follow in 
the train of municipal socialism are nowhere concealed; yet there is 
always an earnest effort to be fair in criticism and conservative in posi
tive statement.. From the gross extravagances of assertion which have 
characterized much that has been written on both sides of the municipal 
ownership controversy this little volume is entirely free. Major Dar
win presents his case loyally, effectively, and lucidly; but entirely with
out resort to any devices designed to catch and hold the popular ear. 
The volume was prepared before the National Civic Federation published 
its voluminous report on public ownership in English cities; but now that 
this extensive collection of data has been made available, one may find 
no better introduction to it, from the standpoint of the individualist, 
than the general survey of the situation contained in Major Darwin's, 
book. 

WILLIAM BENNETT MUNRO. 

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED



298 THE AMERICAN POLITICAL SCIENCE REVIEW 

The Dangers of Municipal Ownership. By ROBERT P. PORTER, direc
tor of the eleventh census. (New York: , The Century Company). 

Mr. Porter has furnished the opponents of municipal ownership (using 
that phrase in a broad sense, as including municipal operation, although 
carefully speaking it does not), with a clever and vigorous handbook. 
That they have not lost sight of this fact is evident from the pains they 
are taking to give it a wide circulation through the pubhcity bureaus 
which are now at work in an endeavor to offset the growing demand for 
a correction of the evils incident to the private ownership and operation 
of municipal monopolies, 

The text of Mr. Porter's argument is to be found in the opening of 
the second chapter, where he declares that "trading with the public 
credit, whether State or municipal, must of necessity [italics mine] lead 
to stupendous financial liabilities, add to the burden of the voters, 
weaken municipal credit, bring about inequality of taxation, interfere 
with the national laws of trade, check industrial and scientific progress, 
stop invention, discourage industrial effort, destroy foreign trade, 
establish an army of officials, breed corruption, create an aristocracy of 
labor, demoralize the voter, and ultimately make socialistic communities 
of towns and cities" (pp. 26-27). 

This quotation gives a fair idea of Mr. Porter's style and his method 
of argument. The whole book reminds one of Mr. Delmas closing 
argument in the Thaw trial. I t is brilliant, perhaps, but not convincing 
argument. The fact that he cites Russia as an object lesson (chapter 
3) is a further interesting illustration of his methods and his disingen-
uousness. 

The book suffers by comparison with Senator Howe's The City: the 
Hope of Democracy, which is suffused with earnestness and sinceritj' of 
purpose. No matter how much one may differ with Mr. Howe as to a 
particular point, one never loses sight of his profound desire to be helpful; 
of his anxiety to serve the cause of human progress. Mr. Porter handles 
the usual arguments against socialism with skill; but he fails to identify 
municipal ownership and socialism, a rather serious omission. He is 
bold in statement, and vigorous in denunciation, but nowhere does it 
appear that his heart is in his.work. He has a thesis to prove, and he 
goes about it with a certain abihty and facility; but when he has finished, 
the opponent and the advocate of municipal ownership are precisely 
where they were when they started out. 

CLINTON ROGERS WOODRUFF. 
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