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As to the Gifts of Millionaires..

Some of the richest of our countrymen have made and
are making princely gifts to institutions of education, phi-
lanthropy and religion. Peter Cooper, after making a for-
tune in his glue factory, donated a large part of it to found
an institution to art and science, and no one seems to have
found fault or qucstumml the moral right of those who
received his gift to do so, or the economic fitness of the
transaction. Messrs. Carnegie, Rockefeller and others have
attempted to follow so worthy an example, and immediately
the cry is raised by English and American economists that
the principle itself is unsound and unsafe. They seem to
take it for granted that no nman can honestly become
4 multi-millionaire during: his lifetime, and that religious,
philanthropic and <durat10nal institutions _have no moral
right to receive donations from such millionaires—the
premise being, of cougse, that they have made their money
by wrong methods, and the conclusion being that the source
of wealth should determine its use.

Admitting the first and the second permises of the syllog-
ism, for the sake of argament—namely, that every millionaire
has m]uucd his wealth by dishonest means and that these
men are millionaires—the conclusion seems by no means to
follow. The question, then, would seem to resolve itself into
this : “Ought sinners to be allowed to do good " or “Because
men have dcne wrong in acquiring wealth, should they be
debarred from doing right in distributing it?” - In other
words, cught educational, philanthropic and religious in-
stitutions to refuse to receive money from those who, in
their judgment, have obtained it by unrighteous methods ?
‘The principle here involved seems to.us so evident that we
are surprised that any right-minded person should hesitate
a moment as to the correct answer. 1f the gift is uncon-
ditional, or with no condition that it he used otherwise than
to promote the educational, philanthropic or religious ob-
jects for which the institution to which it is given stands,
to refuse it would seem to be simply & reflection on the
institution itself or upon the character of its trustecs,
rather than that of the:donor. The acceptance of such a
gift means, or should mean, precisely the same as the
acceptance of any other gift, and the trustees and officers
of the institution which receives it certainly stand as firmly
pledged to use it righteously as if it came from the Angel
Gabriel himself. Matthew Vassar was a millionaire, and
he made his monev by selling beer; but it by no means
follows that Vassar College stands pledged to intemperance.
What, an institution should stand for rests with its founders
to decide, and with its trustees to faithfully carry out. The:
manner in which Mr. Vassar made his money is deplored
by many good temperance men, but all should rejoice that
this great sum was at last wrested from evil uses and
devoted to the noble cause of education.

“But,” it is asked, and by no less an-authority than the
English economist, John A. Hobson, “is it safe to take
money so gained and spend it for public purposes at the w ish
of  the millionaire?’” Certainly, if the institution itself”
is safe, and has managers who will expend this money
righteously. The implication that it is not “safe” reflects,
as we have observed, upon the character of the institution
and its trustees, and not upon the source of the gift. Be-
cause wealth has been wickedly gotten and afterward trans-
ferred to an institution, must the trustees of that institution
feel under obligations to become dishonest themselves or',
diloval to the founders of the institution? If a Moham-
medan should leave a legacy to the American Bible Society,
unconditionally, would they be-justified in refusing it, or,
if accepted, must it be used to print the Koran? Would they
not accept and expend it in printing Bibles? And yet one of

our own countrymen; the author of a political economy for
colleges, John Bascom, LI.D., asks : “How are the professors
of the Chicago University to do this?” (that is, to teach
the political economy and sociology for which the Uni-
wversity stands). “They have accepted this man’s money,
and in fairness to him'and themselves they must not tell the
young men and woriien who come to their school how their
benefactor gained his dollars. * * * The men at this
University * * * should know of the business immor-
ality which exists.” Can they be tught that at the University
of Chicago? Dr. Harper can say nothing uncomplimentary
about the manner in which Rockefeller gained his dollars.
He would cease to be a gentleman if he did.”

Will Dr. Bascom please define what in his judgement con-
stitutes a “‘gentleman,” and also by what rule of ethics
“fairness” to Mr. Rockefeller would compel the professors
to refuse to condemn dishonesty and vice? Wy must Dr.
Harper not say anything “uncomplimentary” about righteous-
ness and theft. because, forsooth, some one might apply his
denunciations of sin to Mr. Rockefeller 2. It is certainly Dr.;
Harper’s duty to condemn unnwhtcousness in every form—-
tegardless of thee vil-doer—and those whgq. suppose.that -he
may fear to do'this have mistaken the ‘man—otherwise he
would® be ‘unfit to fill the plaw \\hmh hc SO fa1thfullx and
nobly represents. 'The Chicago Univ ersm was not’ founded
for the purpose Of uﬁormuw “the \oung men and young,
women who c¢onie to their school -how thelr benefactor
gained his dollars, ""dnd we do not conceive that it is any part-
of the duty of the llll\t(‘&‘; of that or any other institaution
to attempt to trace the origin or sourse of the money which
is given to them from time to umc Even if they could
“do so, the manner in iwhich it had been originally acquired
could make no dlﬁermw as to the obhgatlon to e,\pend it
righteously. :

When' some wicked boys pretended to answer the old
lady’s “ prayer, and furnished her food, she received it
thankfully and without wgrd;d to 1ts source ;- but when, re-
minded "of its sourcc slmply rephu] “‘The, Lord- sent -it,
even if the devil did bring it. g : '

\Ve belleve that 1nwn(lmonal gma of money or help
of ‘any kmd shou]d rarely, if ever, be refused by our phil-
* “anthropic; ‘educaticnal or religious institutions, and that

“such refusal would imply a tacit admission that the insti-
~tution:was not what it augint to be, or that its trustees would
not. falthfull} perform their duty. “And here we ¢anot
qiite -‘agree with the conclusion of our able and usually

clear-headed. contemporary, the Quilook, which says. “Ii
. ‘property is offered to a board of ‘triistees which"-does not”

belong to the donor and which can be returned to its lawful
oswnergthey are not to accept it: not because it was tnlasw-
fully acquired, but because it is unlawfully retained.”

This, as it seems to us, may depend somewhat on circum-
stances. Even if it appears at the time or afterward that the
property does not belong to the would-be donor, or there
is another claimant, wiy should not the institution accept
possession of the property, and so insure its safe return to
the lawful owner in that case by returning it themselves?
It seems to us that the obligation to receive goods from a
sinner might be even stronger in some cases than from a
saint. To pass from abstract reasoning to a concrete illus-
tration, we may suppose, for example, that the editor of
Tae CHRISTIAN WORK AND EvaANGELIST was offered a
fine overcoat as a Christmas present. There would be no

.moral obligation to receive it, although he would probably
do so. But suppose the aforesaid editor knew or suspected
that this costly garment had been stolen from the editor
of the Qutlook. Does the editor of the Outlook suppose
that for fear of being accused of “receiving stolen goods”
that overcoat would be left in the hands of the thief? If
so, the Outlook does not understand the moral obligation
involved as we do. The possession. of that editorial mantle
would be instantly accepted, and our next impulse would
be to call a policeman.
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In the closing number of the Kingdoﬁ* the third article is by
Professor Charles Zueblin, of the Chicago University, and his name stands
at the head of the Associate Bditers. I think his article is the
meanest of all of them, and I desire to particularly call vour attention
to the third paragrabh, second sgntence, as follows:

"The prosecution of a great trust in the State of Ohio at
present, thought it may sti1l have the ending of so many previous at-
tempts to bring eriminals +0 justice, is another evidence of the great
force of public sentiment and the possibility of using the courts of
justice to secure justice instead of sustainingAprivate interest."

This, of course, nefers to the Standard 0il Company, and the
neriminals" referred to must e the officers of the Standard 0il Company,
at the head of which iva#.fJ hn D. Rockefeller. He is the man whe es-
tablished the Chicago Unirerqﬁty, and whose money still keeps it going,

and from whose great wealth the University expects in the future to

receive large donations.| Tt does not seem to me that Mr. Rockefeller
would enjcy being classel as a criminal by a man who is sustained on
his bounty. As Rockefdller lives in New Vork, is there not some way
of getting this paper t¢ his attention in such a way that he will take
notice of i%t.
This man Zuelin is about one of the worst socialists or
anarchists that there |5 in Chicago or vicinity, and ought no% to bhe

sonnected with a big Uliversity like the one here.

Minneapolis.
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Form No. 1.

THE WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY.

—————— INCORPORATED —— B
21,000 OFFICES IN AMERICA. CABLE SERVICF TO ALL THE WORLD.

This Company TRANSMITS and D ELIVERS messages only on conditions limiting its liability, which haye been assented to by the sender of the fqllowing message.

Errors can be guarded against only by repeating a message back to the sending station for comparison, and\the Company will not hold itself liable for errors or delays
in transmission or delivery of Unrepeated Messages, beyond the amount of tolls paid thereon. nor in any case where the claim is not presented in writing within sixty days
after tie me: e is filed with the Company for transmission. \

This isan UNREPEATED MESSAGE, and is delivered by request of the sender, under the conditions named above.

THOS. T. ECKERT, Preside

NUMBER SENT BY " REC'D BY '
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