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If it serves any purpose in poli-
tics to put the enemy into a hole.
Bourke Cockran has achieved a
gignal triomph; for he has cer-
tainly put the Republican party
into a hole very snugly. He has
convicted them of shrinking with
fear from an investigation into
the corrupt methods by .which
Hanna elected McKinley in 1896,
Incidentally Mr. Cockran has
landed President Cleveland’s lit-
tle side-party of 1896, the Palmer-
Buckner diversion, into a some-
what similar hole with the Repub-
licans. Their campaign appears
to have been carried on at the ex-
pense of the Republican corrup-
tion fund. A mice lot of boodle-
mongers were those “honest mon-
ey moralists of both parties who
“yaved the country™ from “Bryan-
ism” in 1896!

The full and frank statement of
his relations to the Bennett will
case, which Mr. Bryan makes in
the Commoner of April 22d, in re-
pi¥ to editorial strictures of the
(hicago Record-Herald, is not only
a complete refutation of the dia-
tribes of his political enemies with
reference to that case. It further
furnishes testimony unconscious-
Iy to the generously candid spirit
of the man. That such a spirit in
4 public character should lack ap-
preciation among the worshipers
of financial success, is not strange,
—being so rare; but the spectacle
of men who, thinking they admire
that kind -of spirit, find satisfac-
tion in echoing the malicious sen-
timents regarding Bryan of the
¢¥nics to whom that spirit is
Profitless and therefore foolish, is
worth remarking.

One of the conservative Demo-
cratic papers of the South—the El
Paso Times—was guilty of the in-
discretion in its issue of the 10th,
prior to the DDemocratic conven-
tion of New York which instructed
for Judge Parker, of venturing
this prediction:

We have an idea that when the
Democracy of his own State declares
in favor of Parker for President, then
Judge Parker will break his silence
and let the country know where he
stands on all public questions. We be-
lieve the Judge is waliting to hear the
volce of his own State calling on him
to speak. But if he persists in remain-
ing silent then, there is not much
chance of his nomination. ’
The silence persists.

—

Judge Parker’s silence gseems to
be the only indication of his politi-
cal existenece, It recalls a story of
Ewory A. Storrs, the one-time
noted lawyer of Chicago. Mr.
Storrs left a committee-room to
look for a member supposed to be
somewhere in the corridor of the
building, a member distinguished
for his habit of silence. TUpon re-
turning, 8torrs reported: “It was
80 dark in the corridor that 1
couldn’t find him; but I know he's
there, because its so thundering

till!” .

Four men have been hanged in
Chicago within a few days. One
had killed a fellow being while
brutally under the influence of liq-
nor. The other three were young
men, scarcely out of their teens,
who are described as bandits be-
cause of the strenuous life ther
led. These boys were no worse
than the average boy. Had they
lived in favorable surroundings
they would have found an outlet
for their adventurous inclina-
tions by hunting wild game, strug-
gling with the elements in yachts,
or by participating in some of the
great sports, from college foothall
to military activity, whereby well-
to-do youth tame the spirit of boy-

hood as they grow into manhood.
But these boys were not so favor-
ably situated, and the spirit of ad-
venture and mastery led them
into illegal forms of robbing and
unlicensed méthods of murder.
They were accordingly hanged.
By the goody-goody their fate
is attributed to the influence of
dime novels. But these boys were
not readers of dime novels.
Even if dime novels were de-
structive of the moral character
of youth, they would not be as
much so as the newspaper stories
of the execution of these victims
of our disordered social system.
The newspaperd of Chicago—not
merely the yellow ,ones, but the
truly good newspapers also—did
more to stimulate murderous pos-
sibilities when they reported
those hangings than could be
done by all the dime novels ever
printed. Think of the strenuous
young men of narrow horizon who
read those reports and admired
the culprits.” Think of the chil-
dren who read them! Think of the
revengeful who darken their own
characters by gloating over the
doom of those young men. Above
all, think of the mothers about-to-
be, whose reading of those stories,
whose mere glance at the homi-
cidal headlines, may have made
prenatal impressions that will fur-
nish material for future hangmen!

But for all this it is not 8o much
the newspapers as the people that
are to blame. The papers only re-
port facts about executions, and
this is part of their business. An
facts, executions must be report-
ed. It would be extremely dan-
gerous to free society to pro-
hibit it. But the people them-
selves cause the facts. They do
so by retaining the murderous, the
murder-inculeating, the murder-
making institution of capital pun-
ishment, Nor have they any ex-

cuse for it except their own mur-
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derous desire for vengeance. They
only trifle with themselves when
they defend capital punishment as
a preventive of murder. It is as
certain as any fact can be that
capital punishment is not a pre-
ventive of crime. It is almosi
as certain as any fact can be thart
capital punishment ~ promotes
crime. Within three days after
the hanging of those Chicago ban-
dits there were numerous burgla-
ries and a double murder in the
very city of their execution. The
best preventive of lawless murder
is not lawful murder. It is the
general inculcation of respect for
human life. That is the only pre-
ventive. But this preventive is
impossible so long as society itself
deliberately destroys human life,
and teachers and preachers and
Jaw-givers applaud the custom.

One street car franchise in Chi-
cago which has just expired af-
fords a specially advantageouns
opportunity for executing the
mandate of the people as ex
pressed in the recent referendumn
(p. 7) for municipal ownership.
This is the franchise of the Chica-
go Passenger Railway company,
extending from the. new post of-
fice building to the western limits
of the city.

The 99-year grant does not ap-
ply to this road at all. The com-
pany ~ owns absolutely nothing,
not even the shadow of a pretense
to a claim, except the movable
tangible property, which would be
old junk if removed. There is,
therefore, no excuse in this case
for any renewal of franchise, for
any dicker, for anything whatever
but a proposition from the city to
compensate the company reason-
ably as to amount and mode of
payment for its organized junk.
Shonld a fair offer be refused, the
“hold-up” would be evident; and
we take it that the people of Chica.
go would make short work of a
manifest “hold-up” by its incorpo-
rated servants.

Happily. the excuse of dilatory
litigation does not apply to this
case. Happily, also, other fran-

chises of like kind end in a few
months, so that a considerable
municipal system would soon be
possible with this nucleus. The
only thing to fear is that men of
power and influence in local poli-
tics own stock in the existing com-
pany, and are therefore likely to
use their power and influence to
gecure an extension of the street
franchise.

Gov. Garvin, of Rhode Island,
has challenged the corrupt ring of
his State to what from a distance
looks very much like mortal com-
bat. This ring rules the legisla-
ture, and by the refusal of that
body to alter antique laws it dis-
franchises and defles the people.
No one is allowed to vote for eity
councilmen, for instance, unless
he pays taxes; and the ring keeps
non-landowning Democrats off the
personal property tax lists 8o as
to prevent their voting. = Cases

are cited of such menbeing listed

for hundreds of dollars as soon as
they force themselves upon the
voting list by buying real estate.
Other evils are as bad or worse.
To remedy them several bills have
been introduced in the legislature,
but the ring has these referred to
committees and the committees
never report. Popular petitions
are smothered in the same way.
Among the bills so smothered are
three proposed constitutional
amendments, one for an initiative,
one giving registered voters the
right to vote for city councilmen,
and one conferring the veto power
upon the governor. All these
have been smothered in the judi-
ciary committee, and the legisla-
ture has adjourned unmtil after
election, thereby evading the obli-
gation of either defeating the
amendments or submitting them
to popular vote this Fall. Gov.
Garvin has met this deflance of
the ring by callinga special ses-
sion for next September to enable
the legislature to act before elec-
tion instead of afterward upon
the proposed amendments. This
eall for a special session is of ex-
ceptional importance and of much
more than local interest. To any
one at all familiar with the “rot-

ten borough” politics of Rhode Is-
land, it means that the Governor
has resorted to one of the few gub-
ernatorial prerogatives in Rhode
Island to compel the ring to come
out into the light and let the peo-
ple look at it.

Says the Brooklyn Eagle of Con-
gressman Baker, “the railroad
pass incident thoroughly dis-
gusted members,”—meaning meimn-
bers of Congress. Very natural-
ly. Public officials who accept
railroad favors secretly, are apt
to be disgusted with those that re-
fuse them openly.

Senator Bacon is to be compli-
mented upon having secured from
the Senate (see Congressional
Record of April 20, page 5,411},
along with the appropriation for
placing a statue of Frederick the
Great, which he could not prevent,
a supplementary one for the erec-
tion of a statue of Thomas Jeffer-
son. While we are kotowing to
European royalty in bronze it iz
not a bad thing to have at hand a
bronze reminder of American
democracy.

The American movement for
Philippine independence is gain-
ing strength among churchmen
and educators. At any rate it is
gaining names. Whether thisisa
gain of strength or not will be bet-
ter known when the Presidential
campaign waxes warm. In the
list are two Catholic prelates, 36
Catholic and Episcopal bishops,
59 college presidents, and at least
153 college professors, including
75 from Harvard, 41 from Colum-
ia, 21 from the Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology, and 16 from
Amherst. Their signatures are
appended to a petition to the na-
tional conventions of the two prin-
cipal political parties urging
party declarations in favor of
granting independence to the peo-
ple of the Philippines.

Little Dolly had been sitting opposite
a guest with a waxed mustache. After
gazing at him for several moments, she
exclaimed: “My kitly has smellers,
too."—Sacred Heart Review.

W
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BRYAN'S UHICAGO SPEECH.

It is safe to say that no other
man could have drawn so large
and thoughtful an audience under
similar circumstances as thar
which gathered at Chicago last
Saturday to hear Bryan’s speech
on the present crisis in the Demo-
cratic party. A meeting as large
might have been easily assem-
bled by a President in office, a for-
eign potentate, or a capital execu-
tion; but it would have been a
meeting of thoughtless curiosity-
seekers. Bryan’s audience was
pot attracted by curiosity nor was
it composed of thoughtless peo-
ple. It had come together for the
purpose of listening to the advice
of a man who has proved that he
would rather be right as he sees
the right than to be a mortgaged
President.

The circumstances and the occa-
eion were remarkable.

Noone need be reminded that
the “irrepressible conflict” of
which Beward spoke, is entering
upon a new phase. The fact is
rapidly becoming obvious toevery-
body. In Seward’s time it was
roncerned with the question of
chattel slavery; in ours the issue
is plutocracy.

This issuve is tending more and
more to divide the two great par-
ties, and in the process it is driv-
ing a wedge through both. Nei-
ther party is free from the split-
ting tendency; but in the Demo-
cratic party it is already manifest,
whereas in the Republican party
. it is as yet subconscious.

It came to the surface in the
Democratic party when the na-
tTional convention revolted
against the partnership its own
President, Grover Cleveland, had
0 evidently made with the lead-
ers of plutocracy. Bince that time
there have -been two groups of
leadership in the Democratic
party: the plutocratic Democrats,
represented in their several sub-
groups by Cleveland, Hill, Gor-
man and Belmont; and the demo-
rratic-Democrats, whose most
conspicnous representative is Bry-
an.

We do not mean to say that all
the Democratie adversaries of
Bryan are really plutocrats. nor
that all his followers are really
democrats. In any great com-

bination of conflicting forces there
are confusing eddies, and this pe-
litical combination is no excep-
tion. Just as there are true dem-
ocrats in the Republican party,
who remain there because they do
not correctly distinguish the main
eurrents of national polities, so
there are true democrats in the
plutocratie faction of the Demo-
craic party, who are in that fac-
tion because they do not distin-
guish the main currents of Demo-
cratic  factionalism., Neither
would we imply that even Bryan
himself is in all things democrat-
i, by the test of ideal standards;
or that Cleveland, Hill, Gorman
and Belmont are in all things plu-
tocratic. What we do imply is
that.the main current of plutoc-
racy in the Democratic party ear-
ries Cleveland and the others
upon its surface, while the main
current of democracy carries
Bryan. Show us an intense ad-
mirer of Grover (leveland, and
the chances are ninety-nine in a
hundred that you are showing us
a believer in plutocracy; show us
an intense admirer of William J.
Bryan, dand the chances are ninety-
nine in a hundred that you are
showing us a believer in democ-
racy.

The lateat and most critical ex-
pression of this split in the Dem-
ocratic party was made by the
Democratie convention of New
York, when it adopted a bunco
platform (p. 39) and instructed
for-a candidate who, though he
conceals his opinions from the
public, manages in some occult
way to win the confidence of the
plutocratic press, of the plutocrat-
ic financiers, and of such interest-
ing varieties of plutocratic states-
men as Belmont, Gorman, Hill
and Cleveland. This challenge to
the democratic-Democracy of the
conntry was met by Mr. Bryan
in his speech of the 23d at Chicago.

There was no blare of trumpets
nor beating of drums. No clubs
nor local leaders were invited to
invite Mr. Brran to address them.
No dead walls were covered with
posters, no advertisements filled
the papers. Mr. Bryan merely let
it be known, four days in advance,
that on the date specified and at
the place named he would speak
to those who cared to hear him.
Ro insistent was he npon avoiding
all complications of a merely per-
sonal sort that he rented the hall

himself and dispensed with com-
mittees, chairman, vice chairmen,
and all the eustomary parapher-
n:ilia of public meetings. Ineffect
he simply said to the publig, and in
the simplest way: *I1 have somec-
thing to say about the present
crisis in the Democratic party, es-
pecially with reference to the New
York platform, and if you care to
liear me I have provided a hall for
your accommodation.”

Only that, and nothing more.
Yet the large auditorium was too
small by more than half for the
people who came. As they poured
in, the local authorities discovered
that only 2,000 could be admitted.
as per city ordinance; but nearly
3.000 had gained admission before
this official discovery was made.
And in the street in front of the
building there was another audi-
ence larger still, which wvainly
sought admission. The hour of
the meeting was 8 o’clock, but few
of the thousands who arrived
after 7:30 were allowed by the po-
lice to enter the hall, and hun-
dreds of these waited in a drench-
ing rain for a possible chance to
get in. .

Mr. Bryan's speech was as re-
markable as the circnmstances un-
der which he delivered it.

It was a plain warning that a
capture of the Democratic organ-
ization for plutocracy by stealth
will not be tolerated by democrat-
ie-Democrats; and this sentiment
evidently expressed the views of
the audience.

So eminently does this speech
appear to us to be the master
speech of an epoch that we repro-
duce in full in our Miscellaneous
department the abstract prepared
by Mr. Bryan himself. He read
this abstract to the audience, but
oceagsionally elaborated its pointa
with extemporaneous remarks.
Among these was his eloquent
elaboration of the point on impe-
rialism and ecolonialism, which
he made so emphatic as to leave
no room for the slightest asrump-
tion that he regards that issue as
having been settled or as one to
be compromired. He is a pro-
nounced anti-imperialist. and “he
works at it.” which cannot be said
of the Eastern gentlemen who
are trying to get the Democratie
party into office through the
favor of Wall street syndicates.

Two other pointsin Brran's ex-
temporaneous remarks are espe-
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cially worthy of note. We quote
from the Record-Herald's report:

“We had an administration nominally
Democratic, but really a J. P. Morgan
administration,” Mr. Bryan exclaimed.
“and God forbid that we should have an-
other that would be an August Belmont
administratiop.” After flnishing his
prepared speech, Mr. Bryan raised his
volce above the thunder then bellowirg
overhead to give a parting shot to the
Eastern reorganizers. *I have said 1
was anxious for success.” he said. - “Let
me outline a plan. Let me show how the
Democratic ticket may be mace jnvine-
ible. The trouble is the pecple coubt
that the Democrats would do any bet-
ter than the Republicans if placed in
power. Why? Because of such a plat-
form as that adopted in New York. Be-
cause such men as David B. Hill. August
Belmont and Grover Cleveland are be-
lieved to be behind the Democratic can-
didate. Why do they doubt our party?
Because when there is an investigating
committee in city or State or pation it
catches Democrats as well as Republic-
ans. Let the party rise up and whip out
those not true to the interests of the
public. Let us drive them ioto the Re-
publican party. Let's have a platform
that is honest and @ ticket that is in con-
formity with that piatform.” o

Some effort was made at the
Bryan meeting to give an appear-
ance of its being a Hearst meet-
ing. But this resulted in utter
failure. A few cheers for Hearst
two or three times were so feeble
as to dispirit the Hearst claque
that started them. Those were
enough, however, to afford excuse
for an elaborately false descrip-
tion of the meeting in the Hearst
papers as a Hearst meeting, and
to account for a page headline in
Hearst's Examiner, which wasin-
sulting to Bryan as well as mis-
representative of the audience:
“Bryan's gathering causes ova-
tion for Hearst: listens to Ex—
but cheers next candidare.” Itis
a pity that Hearst's papers cannot
get far enough away from the pro-
prietor's personality to make
their news reports veracions and
to elevate their political policy to
the level of political principle. All
the cheering at Bryan's meeting.
and there was much of it and very
enthusiastic, was for Bryan's dec.
larations of principle. 1t was no
man's meeting; but it was a demo-
eratic meeting. And the speech
throughont was for no man, but
was a straightforward appeal to
conscience,

We predict with confidence that

this speech marks the beginning
of a new and more progressive
campaign in the irrepressible con-
flict hetween equality and privi-
lege, liberty and power, right and
wrong. For the Democratic party
to win in the sense of getting at
the offices coneerns no one but of-
fice seckers: for it to win in the
sense of advancing the mareh of
democracy, whether in office or
out of office, concerns us all. That
was the spirit of Mr. Bryan's
speech, and that is  the spirit
which the 8t. Lounis convention
will find itself forced to take mosi
seriously inte account. The con-
vention may defy that spirit with
both platform and candidate. but
if it does it will thereby write the
epitaph of its party. Likes the
“donghfaces™ of our politics of
half a century ago. the “dough-
faces™ of thir generation are also
coming to judgment.

EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE.

WASHINGTON.

Washington, D. C., April 23 —How
completely Congress is governed and
run by a few men was again plainly
shown this week when they passed a
Chlnese exclusion act as a rider to an
appropriation bill. Itisdoubtful wheth-
er Republicans had any idea that the
leaders proposed to touch the question
at this session. It was sprung upon the
House without any notice, and the House
kept in session for three hours beyond
the usual hour of adjournment, so as to
force it through that evening. Having
received no intimation that the matter
was even being considered, nearly half
of the entire membership knew noth-
ing of it until they read of its passage
in the Washington papers the next
morning.

The closing days of this Congress, as
of all others, witness many attempts
to rush through without notice, without
warning. and without consideration. in-
numerable “log rolling” schemes. One
would need to be argus-eved, to be as
sharp as a score of Philadelphia lawyers,
and to be a regular magazine of informa-
tion on multifarious subjects to be able
to do one’s duty under such circum-
stances. Under the rules any member
who can obtain the previous consent of
the Speaker can call up his particular
pet project, asking vnanimous consent
for its immediate consideration. These
bills are picked from a calendar con-
taining several hundred projects, and
they embrace every conceivable subject.
running from a bill of ten lines to one
of ten or more pages, as widely different
as the construction of a bridge over

some unheard of stream to the building
of a courthouse in some obscure town,
or the granting of some special rightsof
entry on some public land, Indian or
otherwise; or they may relate to a sub-
ject of such international importance
as a government, or lack of it, for the
new Panama canal zone. Probably the
worst feature and the greatest danger
to good government in this connection
is the fact that so many, members have
one or more bills either already upon the
calendar or which they are desirous of
having considered at a later date, and
fearing objection may be made to unani-
mous consent to consider these projects
—no matter how innocent or meritori-
ous—they sit by and offer no opposition
to legislation which they know or be-
lieve to cover a steal or a raid upon
the public treasury, fearing that their
opposition to evil legislation may re-
sult in their failing to obtain unanimous
consent for their meritorious measures.
They are thus made assenting parties to
vicious legislation. I admit that it is
not an easy matter under present con-
ditions and with the economic policies
now obtaining to lay down a rule gov-
erning such a projected legislation
which may not frequently work great
hardship. But it would seem that it is
not too much to require that the local
authorities, preferably even the local
community, must express an affirmative
desire for local legislation before it can
even be considered by the House. This
would unquestionably cut off many log-
rolling schemes which now are rushed
through. not only because of the reasons
just stated, but because of the total
ignorance of their merits by practically
the entire membership of the House. If
such a rule were adopted, communities
could compel railroad companies to pay
for the privilege of bridging navigable
streams, while bills to secure posression.
without pay, of valuable water falls and
large tracts of land would fail of pass-
age unless they contained provisions
protecting the public interests.

The attempt of the chairman and oth-
er Republican members of the House
judiclary committee to make an exhibi-
tion of Mr. Hearst signally failed.
Weeks ago Mr., Hearst introduced a
resolution directing the attorney gen-
eral to report what steps. if any, he had
taken in the action he (Hearst) had
instituted against the anthracite coal
trust. This resolution has slumbered
in the judiciary committee and probably
never would have been discussed at all
but for the belief privately expressed by
some of the leading members of that
committee that they could “make &
monkey” of Hearst by inviting him to
explain the purpose of the resolution.
For nearly an hour he was subjected to
a rapid eross-fire of questions. some of
the most tantalizing nature, and all evi-
dently designed for the purpose of em-
barrassing him to the fullest extent
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Every impartial observer must agree
that Mr, Hearst acquitted himeelf ad-
mirably. Never attempting flights of
oratory, he was most composed, had
himself thoroughly in hand and showed
an entire familiarity with the subject
he was discussing. He gave what should
have been conclusive reasons why the
resolution ought to be adopted. But
conforming to the almost uniform rule
waich the Republican party in this Con-
gress has followed all through the ses-
sion, of suppressing every investigation,
shunting every disagreeable subject, the
committee merely referred the matter
to 8 sub-committee of three, who, of
courge, will do nothing—probably will
not even report, as Congress is expected
to adjourn on April 28.

In the guise of a “commission” bill
the ghip subsidy hunters made consid-
ereble progress to-day towards the
United States treasury. . It is true the
bill merely provides for a commission
to Investigate the merchant marine, but
that is but one of the steps necessary in
the opinion of Republican leaders be-
fore the treasury can be reached. It is
oot merely an indirect method of at-
tack, but it poesesses, from the stand-
point of the holders of the Republican
campaign collection basket, the great
advantage of putting a Presidental elec-
tion in between the treasury and the
final realization of the ship subsidy beg-
gars’' goal. The proposition that now
confronts these patriotic gentlemen is:
“Are you willing to put upa little ‘ingur-
ance,’ or will you run the risk of losing
all the money already invested!” For
this to be appreciated by the uninitiated
itis necessary to say that it was general-
Iy ucderstood by those believed to be
well informed that In the Congressional
campaign of 1898 the Republicans found
themselves “shy” on campaign contri-
butions. At one stage of the campaign
the managers seriously helleved that the
Democrats would earry the Fifty-sixth
Congress. Facing the possibility of
such a dire calamity, the great corrupter
of national politics was appealed to.
As the “business” interests had been
touched quite heavily two years before,
they did not quickly nor generously re-
spond. Recourse was then had to cer-
tain big shipping interests, who had al-
ready received considerable largesse,
but who hungered for more. As the
story goeg, these gentlemen came down
to the tune of $400000, in return for
which they were assured of a ship sub-
ficy bill, were even told that they might
write their own bill. Although Hanna
made strenuous efforts to carry out the
contract, some stupid Republicans, un-
mindful of the “honor” of the party, re-
fused to be cajoled or bullied into vot-
ing for the Hanna-Payne subsidy bill.
The proposition therefore now before

the contributors to the 1898 corruption

tund is: “Shall we put up a little more
0¥ and help the Republicans to carry
the presidential election, or shall we con-

Y

sider the $400,000 as a dead loss?”” There
iz no doubt of what their answer will be.
Being very largely the same men who
have been the beneflciaries of other
“protection” legislation, they will come
to time, and, if their money can save it,
the “honor" of the country will again be
saved and the raid upon the treasury to
the tune of some $9,000,000 a year will
surely follow. For even should the Res
publicans lose both the Presidency and
the House of Representatives, there will
be, under our foolish system of govern-
ment, a short session of Congress within
which to enact a ship subsidy steal.

The use that is made on occasion of the
name of reputable organizations when
special mterests so require, is shown in
the telegram sent to the New York dele-
gation in Congress yesterday immedi-
ately preceding the vote on the ship sub-
sidy bill. The telegram, which was in
duplicate, was as follows:

New York, April 23, 194.—Trust you will

support Gardner commission bill investl-

gate merchant marine.—New York Board
of Trade and Transportation.

In order that they might not be in
doubt as to the reasons which controlled
at least one member, I at once sent this
reply:

1 sha!l oppose ship subsidy bill aa T shall
oppoze all special privilege legislation.

ROBERT BAKER.

NEWS

Week ending Thursday, April 28.

What appears to be regarded by

the press of the country generally,

(judging by their comments and
extended reports) as the most im-
portant political event of the
week, was Wm. J. Bryvan's speech
of the 23d at Chicago, on “The
New York Platform.” This esti-
mate is doubtless correct, for it is
well-nigh impossible to regard
that event as anything less impor-
tant than the opening battle of
the contest within the Demo-
eratic party  which © will  prob-
ably be fought out to the death
in the convention at St. Louis.
Me. Bryan's audience filled a
large auditorium. Anothercrowd
as large as the audienee clam-
ored for admission, but were
excluded by the police under the
safety ordinances of the city. The
authorized abstract of the speech
Mr. Bryan delivered on this ocea-
sion is printed in full on another
page of this issue,

The Demoerats have met in
State convention sinee our last re-
port (p.39) in only two States,

Massachusetts and New Hamyp-
shire. The Massachusetts con-
vention assembled on the 21st.
George Fred Williams contest.
ed for an endorsement of Wil-
liam R. Hearst, but was*defeated
by P. .\, Collins, who leads a dele-
gation instructed for Richard F.
Olney, of Massachusetts. The in-
structions assume to control the .
district delegates as well as those

at large; but the Hearst leaders
denied the authority of the SBtate
conventions to do this and ap-
pealed to the district conventions.
These met on the 26th, and 22 of
the 28 delegates then elected are
claimed for Olney. Mr. Williams
was Limself defeated in the 12th
distriet. (‘harges of corruption
are made by the Hearst followers
and Mr. Williams announces that
the fight has just begun. The New
Hampshire convention met on the
27th. It adopted no instruetions,
but left the question of candidate
to “the wisdom of the delegates.”

Republican ' conventions were
held for Rhode Island and Indiana
on the 26th. The Rhode Island
convention instructed for Roose-
velt on the 26th, as did the Indiana
convention at an adjourned ses-
sion on he 27th. The Louisiana
convention met on the 27thand en-
dorsed Roosevelt.

A sensation has been created in
Congress by attacks npon Con-
egressman  Cockran, New York
Democrat, by Congressman Dal-
zell, Pennaylvania Republican. and
Mr. Cockran's replies. TDalzell
charged Cockran ou the 23d with
having been inflnenced with
money to make speeches in 1896,
and Cockran retorted that he had
for twentv years been a contribu-
tor to and not a recipient of eam-
paign funds, and that he had not
only received no pav for speakinst
for MeKinley in 1894, but had paid
his own expenses. This contradie-
tion was explained by Walter
Wellman in his Record-Herald
[ Chicaro Revublican paper] letter
from Washington of the 24th. in
which he writes:

Bourke Cockran’s indignant denial
that he was paid for the sneeches
which he made against free silver in
1896 is understood to refer to any pay-
ment alleged to have been made by the
Remublican mnational committee. Mr.
Cockran is whollv in the right. The
Republican national committee did not
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pay him a cent, and had no dealing
with him in that campaign of any sort.
Probably Mr. Cockran would not deny
that he was paid $15,000 for fifteen
speeches by the Palmer-Buckner cam-
paign committee., A detail of this
transaction, of no little interest now,
fs that the money which was paid to
Mr. Cockran for his services in that
campalgn was given the Palmer-Buck-
ner committee by the Republican na-
tional committee, and was given for
the express purpose of sending Mr.
Cockran out on a speaking tour in
favor of sound money. But Mr. Cock-
ran did not know that the money came
from Mr. Hanna, and probably does
not know it to this day.

But Mr. Cockran did deny getting
any pay, and produced the follow-
ing letter from Mayor John Byrne.
the Chairman of the “*Democratie
Round Money League™ of 1806, to
prove it:

Governor Flower and I hit on Mr.
Cockran as the only man who could
effectively reply to Mr. Bryan. Mr.
Cockran spoke the first time in Madi-
son Square Garden. Afterward he
made a tour of nineteen states, speak-
ing in all the big cities. He never cost
the league a single dollar. Railroad
fares, hotel expenses and everything
-else he paid out 'of his own pocket.

Early in the present week the con-
troversy between Cockran and
Dalzell was renewed on the floor
of the House, and with added bit-
terness. It was brought to a cli-
max on the 2Gth, when Dalzell
charged Cockran circumstantially
with taking money to speak for
candidates not of hir own party,
and Cockran, replyving that Dal-
zell had by implication confessed
to corruption within his own par-
ty. raised a question of personal
privilege. He said:

Before I sit down I shall ask this
House to agree with me on this, that if
what the gentleman has sald is true
T am unworthy of its membership; If
what he said be false, he is unworthy
of membership. This will take a
wider range than our personal vir-
tues. I shall ask for a committee to
‘investigate this charge, and shall ask
for power to send for persons and
papers.

Me thereupon offered this resoln-
tion: "y

Whereas, The Hon. John Dalzell, a
member of this House and of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, charged
on the floor that Willlam Bourke Cock-
ran, & Representative from New York
and a member of the same committee,
has been paid money by a political

party to support the candidate for the
Presidency nominated in opposition to
the party with which the said William
Bourke Cockran had theretofore been
affiliated; and, whereas, the charge,
though attacked specifically on the
floor by the said William Bourke Cock-
ran, has not been withdrawn by the
_sald John Dalzell; and, whereas, sald
charge, if true, establishes such con-
duct as should unflt any man for mem-
bership in this House, and, If false,
should be so declared and its author
censurgd Beverely; therefore, be it
resolved, that a select committee of
five members be appointed by the chair
to inquire into the truth of said
charge and to report the testimony
with their conclusions thereon to this
House at its session beginning the
first Monday of December next; be it
further resolved, that said committee
be, and it is hereby given, full power
to compel the attendance of such wit-
nesses and the production of such pa-
pers as the members thereof may
deem necessary to the full and proper
discharge of the duty hereby imposed
on them.

In commenting upon his resolu-
tion Mr. Cockran said:

If this resolution be adopted we
shall learn to what extent there is
basis for the charge often heard that
the election of 1896 was compassed by
corruption; we shall see what the
facts are, and whether or not these
Republicans who now deride and
sneer will then have the temerity to
rejolice at their own infamy.

Mr. Grosvenor raised the point of
order that the incident alluded
to took place before the election
of Mr. Cockran to the House, to
which Mr. Cockran retorted that
Brigham Roberts’s polygamy ante-
dated his election, but he was ex-
pelled nevertheless. The Speaker
refused to rule on the resolution
as raising a question of personal
privilege until the 27th. On that
day the Speaker ruled that the
resolution was not privileged. Mr.
Willinmns appealed from this de
cigion and Mr. Payne moved to lay
the appeal on the table. By a par-
ty vote, 169 Repulicans to 125
Democrats, the motion to table
wag carried and the ruling of the
Speaker sustained.

Politics in Rhode Tsland are at-
tracting general attention in con-
sequence of the challenge made by
Gov. Garvin on the 21st to the leg-
islature to meet important mat-
ters pending before it openly and
fairly. The legislature had ad-
journed with a mass of important

unfinished business pending be-
fore it, and had fixed the time of
adjournment for a day following
the IPall elections. Believing that
this was done for partisan or
worse than partisan purposes,
Gov. Garvin has called a special
session for the 13th of Septem-
ber. His proclamation, dated the
21st, relates to matters of general
concern and interest and is as fol-
lows:

Whereas, the present General As-
sembly, following the example set by
the House of Representatives for the
two preceding years, has dellberately
refused to consider some of the most
important measures hrought before it,
including the following amendments
to the constitution, which are de
manded by a large majority of the
people, and which, if not acted upon
before the November election, will be
postponed for another year: (1) the
Constitutional Initiative, which pro-
vides that 5,000 electors may propose
specific amendments t6 the State cop-
stitution; (2) equal suffrage, which
confers upon registry voters im cities
the right to vote in the election of city
councils; (3) the veto power, which
enables the governor of the State to
check hasty and viclous legislation:
and whereas, a post election session
for any purpose, as experience in this
State has shown, is detrimental to
public interests and welfare, for the
reason that it permits a General As-
sembly, which has ceased to be re-
sponsible for {ts acts, to enact laws
directly contrary to the wishes of the
people; and whereas, the commission
to revise the judiciary system of the
State, If it reports to this General As
sembly, should make that report prior
and not subsequent to election; There-
fore, an extraordinary occasion having
arisen, under the authority vested in
the governor by section 7 of article vii
of the Constitution of the State, I do
hereby convene the General Assem-
bly at the State House in the city of
Providence, at eleven o'clock in the
forenoon of Tuesday. the thirteenth
day of September, A, D. 1904,

In press interviews explanatory
of his action Gov. Garvin savs:

I believe that the people of the State
of Rhode Island wish the business of
the General Assembly transacted fair-
ly, squarely and expeditously and not
unnecessarily delayed or distorted. I
do not think that the average tax-
payer believes In having Iimportant
bills hung up perpetually in commit-
tees, for such action is against all
principles of government and leads to
results that are deplorable. I am de-
termined to force, if possible, the re-
port of some of these things that have
beensidetrackéd and for that reason
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have called this special session of the
legislature. And I have called it at
this time to give the committee a rea-
sonable chance to prepare their re-
ports.

The confliec in Colorado be-
tween the judicial and the military
authorities (p. 40) came before the
Supreme Court of the Htate at
Denver on the 26Gth, upon a writof
habeas corpus under which the
president of the miners’ union,
held in military custody, was pro-
duced before the court. The mili-
tary authorities raised . the point
that the judiciary have no juris-
diction, and this point is to be
passed upon by the court on the
6th of May. Application for re-
leage on bail meanwhile was de-
nied. Regarding that question the
court said: '

If the llberty of the petitioner alone
were involved we ghould probably re-
solve the doubt in his favor, admit
him to bail and determine the ques-
tion of jurisdiction afterward., But
the head of the executive department
of the State has stated in the return
of the writ that in his solemn judg-
ment peace and tranquility cannot be
speedily restored in the county of San
Miguel, unless the petitioner remains
in the custody of the military authori-
ties. Therefore, the matter involved
affects not only the liberty of the peti-
tioner, but the peace of the people of
San Miguel County and Incidentally
the tranquility of the people of the
entire State. .

The Supreme Court on the same
day granted to the military offi-
cers a stay of execution on the
judgment of the district court fin-
ing them for contempt (p. 25) upon
their refusal to produce their pris-
oners before him on writ of habeas
corpus. The portentous circum-
stances out of which this Colorado
controversy arises are impartially
told in McClure's Magazine for
May, by Ray Stannard Baker, who
has specially investigated them as
the representative of that maga-
Zine,

Regarding the Asiatie war be-
tween Russia and Japan (p. 39)
there are abundant rumors, but
the only nmews of importance ap-
pearing to be probable is a report
from Liaoyang, confirmed by a
dispateh from St. Petersburg, that
in the night of the 25th-26th, the
Japanese effected a crossing of the
Yaln river at an indeflnite point
south of Wiju. Subsequent re-

ports are to the effect that at least
two crossings have been made, one
to the north of Wiju.

NEWS ROTES.

—President Loubet, of France, visited
Rome on the 24th.

—Ammirus Darrow, father of Clarence
S. Darrow, died at Chicagoon the 24th at
the age of 86. He had been active as an
abolitionist in the '50's and as a green-
backer in the '70's. .

—The National Municipal league held
its 10th annual meeting at Chicago on
the 27th. Lawson Purdy, of New York,
discussed the subject of “Municipal Tax-
atlon” at the evening session of that
day,

—At a meeting of the stockholders of
the New Panama Canal Co., held in
Paris, France, on the 23d, a resolution

ratifying the sale of the Panama canal’

(p. 9) to the United States for $40,000,000
was adopted with only five dissenting
votes, .

—Ex-President Cleveland has been
appointed to the Princeton university
lectureship endowed by the late Henry
Stafford Little. His first lecture, to be
delivered on the 2d, is to have for its sub-
ject “Circumstances of the Chicago
Riots of 1894.”

—The rallroad strike in Hungary (p.
41) is reported to have been ruppressed.
On the 25th a public gathering in sympa-
thy with the defeated strikers was or-
dered by the police to disperse, and upon
refusal the police poured a volley into
the crowd, killing 24 and wounding many
more.

—The city council of Chicago at its
meeting on the 25th, hurriedly called in
the afternoon, instead of the evening as
usual, passed ‘an order regarding the
traction question (p. 7), calling upon the
mayor to confer with “the officers of all
traction companies whose franchises ex-
pirea July 30 last,” regarding the grant-
ing of new franchises,

—At Odd Fellows hall, Philadelphia,
on the 24th, Emma Goldman delivered
her address on “The Tragedy of Wom-
an's Emancipation,” which the police
had forbidden on the 10th, suppressing
the meeting (p. 35). and no police were
visible. The hall was crowded and the
meeting absolutely orcerly.

—The British House of Commons, on
the 22d. by a vote of 238 to 199, passed
the second reading of the trades unionm
bill. It legalizes peaceful picketing,
amends the law of conspiracy in con-
nection with trade disputes, and pro-
tects trades union funds against legal
process for damage caused by the action
of members of such unions. The bill is
an outcome of the judgment of the court
in the Taff Vale railway case (vol. v., pp.
515, 729), in which the Rallway Men's
union was ordered to pay heavy damages
for picketing and interfering with non-

unionists. Premler Balfour opposed the
bill. '

—The central committee of the Social-
ist party of Chicago has voted to expel
from the party the Soecialist alderman,
Willlam Johmson, elected a year ago
(vol. vi.,, p.-6). His offenses are alleged
to be refusing to introduce Socialist
party legislation in the city council, in-
troducing “graft” measures for personal
gain, accepting annual railroad paseés,
repudiating Soclalist party principles,
and introducing a measure in the city
council to permit aldermen free street
car transportation. Before the expul-
sion takes effect it must be afirmed by
referendum.

PRESS OFINIONS.

BRYAN'S CHICAGO SPEECH.. -

Chicago Chronicle (pluto-Dem.), April 25,
—The speech delivered by br. Eryan in
Chicago on Saturday evening is deserving
ot notlce only because if fell from a man who
has been the candidate of a great party tor
the Presidency. Maliclous, dull and vain,
ts publication Is all that is necessary to it
refutation.

Chicago Inter Ocean (Rep.), Apr. 24.—The
only question that Mr. Bryan leaves open
is as to what candidate he will support.
He mentioned none that he could approve.
He was emphatic and definite asto the can-
didates he would oppose. The logic of his
speech points to one candidate only—and
t?bal is Willlam J. Bryan, the twice de-
feated, the hopeless,

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), April 27.—When,
after the downfall of Nupoleon, the Bour-
bons were restored to the throne of France,
they started In again to misgovern in ex-
actly the same way that thelr ancestors
had done, The lessons of the French rev-
olution were lost upon them, and It was
sald of them “‘that they had learned noth-
Ing and forgotten nothing."” This saving
may be applied to Wiillam Jennings Bryan.
He seems to Insist that the Democratic
party shall seek the Presidency on issues
which the people have twice disapproved.
This may Il-;e sincerity, but it is not poii-
ties,

New Haven Unlon (dem. Dem.), Aprll 25..
—He shows what Hili's object in this cam-

ign 1s. what use he is making of Judge
Bex;rker and what selflsh motives are be-
hind the Parker boom. It is all HUI or
Belmont. There’'s no Parker. This Is be-
coming generally recognized throughout
thke country and the Parker movement on
that account {s practically at a standstill
to-day. Democrats do not want Hill as die-
tator. They don't want any man who has=
been pushed to the front by Hill. Read
that speech in which the selfish purposes
of the gentlemen behind the Parker move-
ment are mercilessly lald bare. 1t was a
greal effort and Is fearless, clear and com-
prehensive as it ls great..

Cleveland Plain Dealer (Ind.), Apr. 25—
Why did Mr, Bryan consider It worth his
while to hire a hall in which to repeat this
already twice told tale? It has been sup-
posed that he had a medlum of his own
through which to enlighten the public as
to his personal opinions. Can he induce
people to lend him their ears only by trav-
eling to Chicago and speaking his plece in
a hal! hired at his own expense¢? 18 the
Commoner losing circulntion or influence?®
To those familiar oniy with the surface
indications of current politics the necea-
slty of such a declaration as that In Chi-
cago ls nat apparent. Mr. Bryan evidently
gees the shadow of a coming event,

Buffalo Enaquirer (Dem.), April 26 =Bt
Mr, Bryan directs a vituperative assault
against Judge Parker, a man whose char-
acter and record aret worthy of all ad-
miratlon, and in whom the State takes
an hrnest nride, He speaks scornfully of
the Xew York platform, which the De-
mocracy approves % an accurate and
aound summary of standard principles.
Furthérmore, the [Nebraska statesman
impeachesthe good faith of thie Democratic
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party in the most important State of the
Union. By such a course Mr. Bryan com-
mits a grave offense against that spirit of
unity which every good Democrat should do
his utmost to maintain and encourage.

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), Apr, 25—
Mr. Bryan is on the side of elementary po-
litical morality and deceney when he says:
““No one can defend the Democratic party
without defending its principles, and its
principles ought to be 8¢ clearly set forth
4w to be easily understood.” But Mr. Bryan
does not confine himself to criticism. He
assumes throughout that the rank and file
of the party are at heart still with him
and the radlical element. and that the reaf-
firmation of the Kansas City platform
would be recelved with joy and enthusl-
asm. Here his wishis fatherto his thought.
The great majority of the Democratic party
want an honest, stralghtforward platform,
but they do not want Bryvaniem. There is
a world of difference batween these things,
There are tens of thousands of honest and
thoughtful Democrate who have no sym-
pathy with Mr. Bryan's denunciation of
“orgunized wealth’ and corporate indus-
try, or with his talk about the “great con-
flict between plutocracy and democracy."

THE PRESIDENCY. .

Arena (ind.), April.—The Democrats who
believe in bargaining with Wall street and
predatory wealth, shile following the Re-
publican polley of perfunctorily denouncing
oppreszive monopoliegs and corporate ag-
grexsione, are determined that no person
shall ba nomlnated who will be unswerv-
ingly Joyal to the interests of the people
in the battle against the trusts and cor-
porate domination In government. They
will strenuously oppose the nomination of
anv man whom the great camnalgn con-
tributors among. the privileged classes—the
trustg and other predatory bands—shall op-
pose; for their eves have long rested eager-
I upon the enormous corruption funds
that have been %o lavishly used by these
Interests in subverting the republce and se-
curing the domination of the Republican
party. On_the other hand there |e the pro-
grerslve  DNemocracy., representing  the
iqeals of Thomaa Jefferson and Abraham
Tincoln; representlne unawerving lovalty
to the Interests of ail the peopla and lm-
placahle hostllity to clase government and
sheclal privilege: the element that will
sramd lovaliy by the interesta of the peo-
ple aealn=t the ageressions of nredatory
wealthand forthe maintenance af the fund-
amental mrineiples of the Declaration of In-
dependence,

AN QOONGRESS,
This_report is an abatract of the Col ons)
Record, the offical riof Congressiopal prooeed-
inpv, It inclodes all matters of general i pterest, and

oy references are to the

clises wWilh the [ast issue of the mﬂll.h.lnl‘lumr‘
1@ press. e pages
oL 38 urtill. publication.

Washington, Apr, 15-23, 1M,
Senate.

The Senate resumed conslderation of the
sundry eivil bill on the 13th (p, 5215), sus-
pending for a consideration of the lHouse
bill for the sale of the Roseland Indian
lands (p, 3217) which with Its amendments
it passed (p 5220, and resumed consadera-
tion of the gundry civii bill on the 19th
p. 11y and 2mh (p, M) when the blll

with amendments was passed  (p. W12,
Tho pension approprintion bi!ll was taken
up on the 21st (p W3 and passod (p, NG

The deficleney appropriation bill was un-

der constderation on the 224 (p a6y and
20d (p. S653),
House.

On the 18th the Honse passed the taxn-

n bill for the Distriket of Columbia (.
440, rejecting an amendment by Repre-
sentat!ve Baker exempting bulkling anid
Joan associations (pp, 4 S after which

consgideration of the general defiehney ap-
propriation bill was resumed (p, 547 and
the Bill wis pasaed o, 5272). The question of
Statchood for Okinhoma and the Indian
Territory as one State nnd Arlzonn and New

Mexieo asanother was deb
under a rule for four hours' debate (p. 2524),
and the B was passed (p. S35). . The only
business of general Interest on the Wth was
the passage after 0 minutes' debute of a

ated on the 1th

bill allotting In severalty to the Indlans of
New York State their lund néw held tribal-
1y (pp, 5425, 5483), a blil which was strong-
ly opposed by Congressman Sulzer as a
Standard OIl! trust measure, On the 2=t
{p. 54%9) a rule was adopted for the discus-
alon of a bill providing for a commission
to recommend ship subsidy legislation;
after which the Senate bill for the govern-
ment of the canal zone at Panama was
taken up 'llp. 5561) and a substitute passed
(p, 5504). he ship subsidy commission bill
was under discussion on the 22d (p. 579
and again on the 23d (p. 56%9), when it was
passed (p. 5703).

Record Notes,—Speech of Representa-
tive LiIvernash on Presldent Roosevelt and
the working classes (p, 5178). Senator Mor-
gan's resolution and speech on controversy
between Great BrRain and Kongo (p. 52u1),
8peech of Representative Baker on unjust
taxation and tariffs, with ezpeclal reference
lsgﬁ)axauon in the District of Columbia (p.

MISCELLANY
LONG WARRING FOR GREAT WIN-
NING.

For The Publle.
I doubt it not—the Truth will come,
The clouds that cover now the sun

Will vanish, Love will ind her home,
And Wrong be righted, Justicg done,

Yet ere we reach the destined goal
Our feet will tire, our hearts will doubt,
And many a false and falthless sou]
Will yield ere we are mustered out,

Our foes are strong, their forts are high,
And where the myriad legions stand

Our ranks are thinned, and now the sky
la bending black above the land,

What wonder that the standard bends
In hands that held lis =taff so long?
What wonder that faint-hearted friends
Grow weary of the war with Wrong?

Yet, courage, we who bulld for God
Earth's Palace of the Coming State—
Who hope s0 much may bear the rod,
In darkness hold His hand, and wait,
JOSEFH DANA MILLER.

THE PENALTY OF THE SYSTEM-
ATIC LIFE.

The effect on nerves of the systematic
life, more especially in ite minor, even
trivial, details, was strikingly pictured
in a paper by Dr. O. T. Osborne of the
Yale medical school faculty, read at the
last meeting In Washington of the
American Therapeutic soclety. Stated
technically, the penalty is “nervous dis-
turbances of the heart and debility of
the heart muscle, hastenlng a degenera-
tion of the circulatory system that comes
normally only late in life.”” The unre-
mitting persistency of effort to be “on
time” throughout the working, if not
the waking hours, rising, breakfasting,
reading the newspaper, reaching the
office, keeping a series of engagements,
each within an allotted minimum, or
doing the daily stint of routine work,
all “according 1o schedule,” means an
uneased strain on the human machine.
The effect, accustomed to it as we are,
is not recognized until brought home by

some unexpected outbreak of irritation,
often entirely disproportionate to the
cause > —Scribner’s Magazine.

UNCLE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHN
BULL.
Printed from the Original MS.

Dear John: Spring has cum. The
farmer begins to burn trash in the
back yard, and calls on his literary de-
partment fer a sign, which he stakes
out on the lawn, fornimst the trolley
road:

FRESHEGBS,

I've bin a-clearin’ up, myself, and
dug out the old poetry machine, but it
was rusted bad. Howsomever, with a
little oil it squeaked out & couple of
lines to the tune of “My Old Love Is
Lost:"

Oh, we'll all economize
And contribute to the trust,
* For Republicans are reigning,
And—Be Jabers, we must,

I'm afraid mine is a political machine.
Don’t get one, John, unless with a stop
attachment. Youwouldno't want ita-run-
nin’ all the time.

Been havin’ lots of fun in polities.
The Democrats had a convention
in New York State last week to

make a nomination for President,
and blamed {if they didn't nom-
inate a paper rosette. Fact! The

New York Democrat is a monstrous
polite man,—and he don't put salt in
his victuals, fer fear it won't taste
good to Republicans. Well, these
pale Democrats (you can't tell ‘em
from Republicans across the street).
they went down to Albany, and they
was doves—not a fighting cock among
'em. Tammany had spurs, but they
knocked 'em off before convention time.
But even doves will fight. This Doves"
Convention, at Albany, after the nom-
ination, split into two hostile camps
over the question of how long the ap-
plause lasted when Parker was nom-
inated. Omne side held to 15 seconds;
the other vows by all that's holy that
the applause was pretty strenuous for
full 30 seconds, with a final flirt llke
a firecracker that thought it was a-goin’
again.bntdidn’t. It was the palest thing
in polltics—the Doves’ Convention at Al-
bany. ! -
After all, John, it don't make much
difference which gets |It, Parker or
Roosevelt; it's all one family. The
Parker men are real kind to Roose-
velt, and (he Parker electors are se-
lected from among the Republicans, as
evidence of good faith,
UNCLE SAM.

P. S.—Since writin’ the above, Billy
Bryan went up to Chicago, hired a
hall, and called ; Parker an ‘“artful
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dodger,” and talked the platform full
of holes, and the political weather loocks
a little gusty. About a thousand of us
couldn’t get in to hear Bryan's
speech, and stood out in the raim and
wanted to know a few things—why
Bryan didn’t hire a big hall, and why
ke didn’t come outside where the fun
was, etc. One shover at the door was
mad clear through. “Why,” he says,
“I'm a Texas man, and 1 can’t get Ip!
Let me get near enough to the door to
hear what they are yellin’ about in-
side! You won't, hey? Well, [ was
up to Lafayette, Ind., on a little busi-
ness, and I says to myself: ‘I'll just
run up on ‘the cars and héar Billy
Bryan’ I could have been here six
bhours ahead, but they told me that
Bryan, up here, was a back number.
Readit comin’ up. The paper sald there'd
be plenty of seats. Listen to ‘em yell!
That's what a man gets for believin’
the newspapers. Oh, yes, he's a back
number; but I've come all the way up
from Lafayette, Ind., and

get 2 good sight of the door!™
U. 8.

WHAT THOMAS JEFFERSON STOOD
FOR. .

Letter of Hon. John 8harp Williams, Con-
Eressman from Mississippl, to the Iroqucis
Club of Chicago, read at the Club’s ban-
qu:t in commemoration of the birthday of
Tromas Jefferson, at the Auditorium, Apr.
13, 194, *

To the Iroquois Club,
Chlcago, IIl.

Gentlemen:—1 regret very much not
to be able to be with you on the occa-
tion of the celebration of Mr. Jeffer-
son’s birthday. 1 am in spirit and po-
litically with you, notwithstanding my
bodily absence. There is in the his-
tory of all the world no birthday, ex-
cept one, so well wcrth being cele-
brated by the masses of mankind. Mr.
Jeflerson was very nearly the only man
of equal or of approximate celebrity in
his time who sincerely believed in the
capacity of the people for seif-govern-
ment. It is to him more than to any
other man that we owe the first ten
amendments to the Federal Constitu-
tion. Without them there would have
been no fundamental guarantees of free-
dom of speech, freedom of assemblage.
freecom of religion, freedom from un-
reasonable search, in short, no Bill of
Righta for the American people. More-
over, there would have been no dis-
tinct declaration of the great Demo-
cratic principle that the powers not
delegated to the Federal Government
are reserved 1o the States, or the people
therein. ’

In this day it is especlally well to

I can't

-lessons,

remember what Mr. Jefferson stoud for.
I would suggest that you bave some
one read to the Iroquois Club Mr. Jef-
ferson’s first inaugural address. It is
the political “Sermon on the Mount”
of all Democrats, and would not make
a bad platform for the Democrats,
even in this year of our Lord's grace,
1904. Are Democrats anti-consolida-
tlonists? Mr. Jefferson taught them
the doctrine. Do Democrats believe
that a national debt is not a national
blessing, but a national curse? Mr.
Jefferson taught them that. Do Dem-
ocrats believe that there should be left
to the individual every liberty possible,
consistent ‘with the welfare of other
individuals, that there should be left
to the town or the county the largest pos-
siblé measure of home-rule, that there
should be lodged in the State, every
judicial and legislative power that is
not strictly national and necessary to
the public defense and to national in-
dependence? They got that lesson
from Mr, Jefferson. Mr. Jefferson
taught and taught wisely, that, as a
rule, “the people least governed are
best governed™ and that the less Fed-
eral interference with local self-gov-
ernment in the family, in the town, in
the county and in the State the better
for all concerned.’ .

Do Democrats belleve that, wifhin
the scope of the exercise of Federal
power, there should be, as nearly as
possible, equal opportunities and equal
burdens? Mr. Jefferson taught them
that. Do Democrats believe that the
taxing power ought to be used for the
purpose of raising a revenue to carry
on & government constitutionally, eco-
nomically and effectively adminis-
tered? That was one of Mr. Jefferson’'s
too. Do Democrats believe
that, “the object of all government is
the happiness and prosperity” of the
masses, “‘the greatest good of the
greatest number”? He is the author
of the phrase, '

Do they believe that our foreign policy
ought to be based upon the idea of
friendship for all and entangiing al-
llances with none? He was the Secre-
tary of State under whose guidance
Washington practiced the policy. Do
Democrats believe in a proper and right
expansion over unpeopled areas, or ho-
mogeneous and assimilable people—an
expansion carrying with it equal laws
and our common constitutional guar-
antees? Mr. Jefferson set the example
and blazed the way. Are Democrats
anti-colonialists? Stronger (enuncia-
tions of colonialism and of the arbi-
trary, unlimited government lodged
within the discretion of the govern-
ors, that necessarily goes with it—

were never penned than the utterances
of Mr. Jefferson mupon that subject.
Do Democrats believe that no com-
munity has the right to govern another
community across the seas, in accord-
ance with the uninformed dictates of its
own sweet will? Mr. Jefferson was the
pen of the Revolution who wrote that
doctrine large. Do Democrats be-
lieve in amjcable and reciprocal
trade relations with the other na-
tions of the world? Mr. Jefferson ne-
gotlated the first reciprocity treatles.-
Do Democrats believe in the Monroo
Doctrine, its proper assertion and its
proper limitations? Mr. Jefferson ex-
presged the idea befare Momroe, after
a consultation with him, had included
it in a state paper. Do Democrets be-
lieve militarism to be a curse, and that
the farmer or mechanic ought not to
be compelled to bear upon his stooped;
shoulders a helmeted soldier; that the
military power ought always to be
subordinate, not in words mor in law
alone, but in spirit as well, to the clvil
authority? Mr. Jefferson was their
forernnner there, too. Do Democrats
think that,.ln our relatlons with for-
eign countries, we ought to be a true
world power by setting a glorious ex-
ample of liberty, home development,
Industry, prosperity and sweet-winged
peace? It was Mr. Jefferson who sald:
“] frankly admit that my passion is
peace.” Do Democrats believe, how-
ever, in proper resentment of interna-
tional wrocg and 1n brave confront-
ment of positions of peril? It was Mr.
Jefferson who put down the Algerine
pirates when England, “the mistress
of the sea,” was paying them a tribute.
It was Mr. Jefferson who gave notice
to the great Corsican himself, when
the world was trembling at his nod,
that “the one power in all the world
which could not be our friend and nec-
essarily must be an eremy” wasa strong*
European government in control of the
Mississippil Valley and its outlets!

There were no trusts in Mr. Jeffer-
son's day, but we may well understand
what his doctrine would have been
concerning them if we will but re-read
what he said about the menace to the
people’s liberties and happiness which
the undue amassment of great wealth
in the hards of a few people would oc-
casion. He not omly foresaw it. but
did what he could to prevent it, giving
up his place In the Continental Con-
gress In order to go home to Virginia
and pull up, by the roots, primogeni-
ture and entail—the two sounrces
whence the evil seemed chiefly to grow
in his day. He went further—and fur-
ther than we are prepared to go. even
now, at this Jday—when he said, that
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the time would come when the “'statu-
tory privilege of ﬁequest and devise"

would have to be limited in the
fnterest of the well-being of =o-
clety “in  whose interest” it
had been granted, and that the

amount which could be left by bequest
or devise to any one person or for any
one purpose should be demarked.

Intelligence, subtle and far-seeing;
character broad and all loving; a moral
couragze superb; consideration for the
foibles and prejudices of others; ex-
quisite courtesy; indifference to per-
sonal ernrichment; all these marked
him a gentleman; and, as such, an em-
bodiment of the highest iceals of the
English-speaking race.

I am, with every expression of re-

gard, Very truly yours,
(Signed) JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS,
Mar. 4, 19,

FASHIONABLE ANARCHY.

Some ten day® hence

all the assessors

in eighty-three countles
asgembling by countles

wlil agree among themselves
to nullify the law,

to repudiate their oatks,

to ignore the constitution—
ail the people consentirg.

According to their custom
they will adopt their own standards,
cne ciass of property 3 per cent,
another 25 per cent,
anothér 20 per cent,
anotker 60 per cent,
another 80 per cent,
another full 100—
. all In despite of the law.

Other classes they wiil rate

at $0 aplece,

others at $1.30 a hundred,

others at $ apiece,

others at $5 to $75,

without regard to value. .
others they leave entirely

to the wh!m of the ussessor,

Theén they'll go home

and {gnore thelr agreements
even as the agrecments

set aside the law,

ail the people consenting.

Here is a shame

and a veritable scandal,
the most fundamental
law of our government
awept into the dust bin
by the very officers
sworn to enforce {t—

ail the people consenting.

It strikes at the bottom
foundations of the government,
It saps and enfeebles

the bulwarks of state,

1t undermines decent

respect for the law,

It is virtual anarchy

with its red shirt concealed

by a mild gray di=gulse.

It is the same brand of disorder
that is seen in our great citles

wkere it spreads Into corruption,
into purchase of special favors
by otherwise honest citizens,
where polltics is tainted

by upright buslness interests,
where the clvie llfe is rotten
and honevcombed with grafts
because law Is despised. .

This disregard of law

ia the republic’s only peril.

There is one place to cure it

which [s right here at home.
Goodhue Co. (Minn.) News of Apr, 16,

MR. BRYAN ON THE NEW YORK
PLATFORM.

Abstract of the speech deilvered by Wil-

liam J. Bryan at the Second Regiment

armory In Chicago, Saturday evening,
April 23, 19v4.

As it Is somewhat unusual for a po-
litical speech to be made as this one
is to-night, let me preface my remarks
with an explanation. I have hired this
hall, and I introduce myself, because
I do not care to speak under the au-
spices of any club or organization
which is committed to any particular
aspirant for office. My concern is not
about the pame or the personality of
the nominee, but about the prineiples
for which the Democratic party is to
stand. While many of the papers seem
to assume that the contest for the
Democratic nomination is necessarily
between Judge Parker and Mr. Hearst,
and that every Democrat must either
be for one or the other, such a posi-
tion is illogical ard without foundation.
Those who are classed as reorganlzers
—and by that I mean those who would
carry the party back to the position
that it occupied under Mr. Cleveland's
administration—are not entirely agreed
dmang themselves as to the proper
candidate upon whom to concentrate
their votes, and so those who are in
sympathy with the spirit of our re-
cent platforms may differ as to the
relative avallability of those who rep-
resent the progressive element of the
party. My own position is one of neu-
trallty. 1 regard as available all can-
didates who are in favor of making the
Democratic party an honest, earnest
and courageous exponent of the rights
and interests of the maeses; and I re-
gard as unavailable all who are in sym-
pathy witn, or obligated to, the great
corporations that to-day dominate the
policy of the Repubiican party, and seek,
through the reorganizers, to dominate
the policy of the Democratic party. |1
have no favorites among those on our
side, and no special antagonism to
those who represent the reorganizers.
[ believe that the line should be drawn
between principles, not between men;

and tLat men should only be consid-
ered as they may be able to advance
or retard the progress of Democracy.
I have come to Chicago because from
this point I can reach a large number
of voters in the Mississippi valley; and
I have expressed a desire to have the
ministers attend, because they can and
should exert an influence in-behalf of
honesty and fairness in politics. When
some two years ago | became satisfied
that ex-Senator David B. Hill was
planning to be a candidate, I pointed
out the objections to his candidacy.
When the Cleveland boom  was
launched, I pointed out the objections
to his candidacy; ard now that Mr.
Parker seems to be the leading candi-
date (though not the only candidate)
among the reorganizers, I desire to
present some reasons why he cannot
be considered as an available candidate
for a Democratic nomination; and I
find these reasons not in his person-
ality, but in his position upon public
questions. For a year he has been
urged to speak out and declare himsell
upon the important issues of the com-
ing campaign, but he has remained si-
lent. If this silence meant that no-
body knew his views, those who have
been loyal to the party in recent years
would stacd upon an equal footing
with those who deserted; but it is evi-
dent now that while to the public gen-
erally his views are unknown, they are
well known tq those who are urging
his nomination. Whatever doubt may
have existed on this subject hereto-
fore, has been dispelled by the plat-
form adopted by the New York State
convention; and. taking this platform
as a text, I am sanguine enough to be-
lieve that I can prove to every um-
biased mind inat Judge Parker is not
a fit man to be nominated, either by
the Democratic party, or by any other
party that stands for honesty or fair
dealing in polities. I cannot hope to
convince those who favor deception
and fraud in politics, but I am satis-
fled that we now have evidence suffi-
cient to convict Judge Parker of abso-
lute unfitness for the nomination. If
he did not know of the platform in ad-
vance, if he did not himself dictate it,
or agree to it, he has allowed it to go
out as his utterance, for the convention
was dominated by his friends, and
adopted a resolution presenting him as
the candidate of the party of the
State. This platform, then, can fairly
be regarded as his declaration upon
public guestions, and what does the
platform say? The first plank reads:

This 18 a government of laws, not of
men; one law for presldents, cabinets and
poople;, no, usurpation; no executive en-

.



April 30, 1904,

The Public

59

croachment upon the legisiative or judi-
ciul department.

This is a general plank that says
nothing vefnitely. It is probably in-
tended as a condemnation of the presi-
dent's pension order, but the idea is
s0 vaguely expressed that those who
support the platform can deny that any
criticism was intended, if they find
that such criticiem is unpopular.

The second plank reads:

We must keep inviolate the pledges of
our treatles; we must renew and reinvig-
orate within ourseives that respect for
law and that love of llberty and of peuce

which the spirit of military domination
tends inevitably to weaken and destroy.

This is probably intended as a re-
buke to the President for his action
in the Panama matter; but this, too,
is so indefinite that the supporters of
the platform can repudiate any such
intention if it ever becomes convenient
10 do so. :

The third plank reads:

“Unsteady national policies and a rest-
less spirit of adventure engender alarms
that check our commercial growth; let us
kave peace, to the end that buslness eon-
fidence may be restored, and that our peo-
pie may again in tranquillity enjoy the
gains of their toil.

This, possibly, is intended as a
criticism of the rashness of the Presi-
dent and of his emotional temperament;
and yet it is so impersonal lt‘lat those
who support the platform can very
plausibly insist that it has no particu-
lar reference to any person, but is in-
tended as & very broad statement of
a very general principle.

The fourth plank reads:

Corporatlions chartered by the State must
be subject to just regulatlon by the State
In the Interest of the people; taxation for
public purposes only; no government part-
nership with protected monopolles.

This plank might find a welcome
place in any platform. It would be dif-
ficult to concelve of a party that would
object to “just regulations by the state
in the interest of the people,” nor Is
there any party that is likely to de-
fend taxation for any other than a
public purpose. Even the Republican
party has never declared itself in fa-
vor of “government partnership with
Protected monopolies.” The plank,
therefore, has no meaning at all as it
stands, unless there is a secret sug-
gestion that the regulation of corpora-
tions must be left entirely to the
States. This is the position that is
taken by the trust magnates. When-
€ver congress attempts to interfere with
a trust the friends of the trust at once
Insist that the state must do the regu-
lating—that is the position taken by

the dissenting members of the Su-
preme Court in the merger case, and if
this plank means anything, it is an
indorsement of the minority members
of the court, rather than an indorse-
ment of the decision of the majority.
The fact that the platform is silent
about the merger decision lends color
to this construction.
The fifth plank reads:

Opposition to trusts and combinations
that oppress the peopie and stifte healthy
industrial competition,

This is the anti-trust plank of the
platform! At least it is the only plank
in which the trust is mentioned by
name. The plank containg 14 words,
and it will be noted that the opposition
Is not to all monopolies, or even to all
trusts, but simply to those that'‘oppress
the people and stifie healthy industrial
competition.” That' is the position
taken by Judge Brewer in his separate
opinion. He contends that the Sherman
law was not intended to prevent all re-
straint of trade, but only “unreasonable
restraint,” and so Mr. Hill and the other
New York friends of Judge Parker so
have worded their trust plank as to
make their meaning uncertain. They
have so worded the plank as to present
the trust view of the question, rather
than the view entertained by the people
at large. In order to excite the opposi-
tion of the friends of Judge Parker the
trust must be shown to be “oppressive.”
It must be shown that it 18 not only
stifling industrial competition, but that
it is stifling a “healthy industrial com-
petition.” The trust magnates claim
that the object of the trust is tostifieun-
healthy industrial competition and to
promote & “healthy industrial compe-
tition.”” The qualifying words used in
this very brief and ambiguous plank de-
stroy whatever vitality it might have
had without them. The Kansas City
platform declared a private monopoly
to be indefensible and intolerable. It
not only arraigned private monopoly as
an unmitigated evil, but it pointed out
speciflc remedies for the destruction of
this evil. Compare the Kansas City
platform with the cowardly and strad-
dling anti-trust—or rather trust—planl
of the New York platform, and you will
understand why Mr. Hill ‘and Judge
Parker are so afraid of the Kansas City
platform.

The sixth plank reads:

A check upon extravagance in public ex-

penditures; that the burden of the people’s
tauxes may be lightened,

There i{s another plank that is as
meaningless as those that have preced-
ed it. Who advocates extravagance?
Even when the Republican party is

guilty of the largest appropriations, it
insists that it is not extravagant, but
that it is simply legislating for a large
country.

The seventh plank reads:

Reasonable revislon of the tariff; need-
less duties upon Imported raw material
weigh upon the manufacturer, are a men-
ace to the Amerlcan wage-earner, and by
Increasing the cost of productlon shut out
gur products from forelgn markets,

This plank is also evasive. The tariff
revision must be “reasonable.” What
party ever advocated what it belleved to
be unreasonable on any subject? The
duties upon raw material must not be
“needless” duties. What party ever ad-
mitted that it put needless duties on any-
thing? This plank Justifies the criti-
cism of one of the leading Republican
papers of the West which says that the
platform “does not even -<dare to recom-
mend the abandonment of the Republic-
an doctrine of protection of home indus-
tries, which had been fondly supposad
by the old-fashioned Jeffersonian fel-
lows to be about the only thing the
party dared to cheep about at St. Louis.”

The eighth® plank is as follows:

The malntenance of State rights and
home rule; no centrallization.

Now here is a plank that is a model of
obscurity and brevity. Ondy ten words
in the plank. To what issue'is it to be
applied? How is it to be construed?

The ninth plank reads:

Honesty In public service: vigliance in
the prevention of fraud; firmness in the
punistment of guilt when detected,

As President Roosevelt prides him-
self upon his enthusiastic advocacy of
honesty in the public service, and as hls
friends boast of his vigilance in the pre-
vention of fraud and his firmness in the
punishment of gullt, that plank might
be regarded as an indorsement of him
but for the fact that it is contained in
a platform that suggests a candidate to
oppose him.

The tenth plank reads:

The impartial maintenance of the rights
of labor and of capital; nounequal diserim-
ination; no abuse of the powers of law for
favoritism or oppressicn.

Senator Allison has & reputation of
being able to walk on eggs without
breaking them, and this plank, if it ap-
peared anywhere else than in a Demo-
cratic platform, might be attributed to
him, for it is about as nice a piece of bal-
ancing as has appeared in many a day.
The party stands “impartiaily’’ between
labor and capital. If any discrimination
is made, it must not be an “unequal”
discrimination. That is, if the party dis-
criminates in favor of one side, It must
offset it by an equal discrimination.in
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favor of the other side. There must be
no abuse of the powers of the law, either
for favoritism or oppression. Why this
prodigality in the use of type? If the
convention had said that it 'was in favor
of doing right as between capital and
labor, the plank would have been just as
clear and just as useful as a guide tu
the party. In fact the whole platform is
so noncommittal, so absolutely color-
less, and so capable of being construed
inany way, that “we will do right’’ would
have answered as well for the whole
platform. A Republican could run on
that platform, and after the election con-
strue it as an Indorsement of every pol-
icy for which the Republican party
stands, or at least he could find nothing
in that platform that would rebuke him
for doing anything that a Republican
might want to do.

Whataretheissues before the country?
The trust question s certainly an issue,
and yet there Is nmothing in that plat-
form that gives any encouragement to
the opponents of the trusts. There is
not & word or syllable that binds &
person elected on such a pla{form to do
anything that the trustsare unwilling to
have done. The Kansas City platform
stated the party's position on the trust
question, but the New York platform

not only fajls to indorse the last na--

tional platform, but also fails to pro-
pose any definite or positive plan of re-
lief.

Imperialism is an issue. Our govern-
ment i8 now administering a colonlal
policy according to the political princi-
ples employed by George III. a century
and a quarter ago, and yet there is not
in this platform a single word re-
lating to the question of imperialism. no:
a plank that defines the party’s position
on that subject, not a protest against
the surrender of the doctrines of self-
government, The Kansas City platform
stated the party's opposition to a colo-
nial policy, but the New York platform
not only fails to indorse the Kansas City
platform, but fails to take any position
at all on this important question.

The labor question is an issue. The
laboring men have been before the com-
mittees of congress endeavoring to se-
cure three important measures. One is
the arbitration of differences between
corporations engaged in interstate com-
merce and their employes. Both the
Chicago and Kansas City platforms de-
clared In favor of arbitration, but the
New York platform not only fails to re-
fer to the arbitration plank of these
platforms, but it fails to write a new
plank covering this subject.

The laboring men arealsotrying tose-
cure an eight-hour day, but the New
York platform is silent on this subject.

The laboring men are aiso trying to se-
cure the abolition of government by in-
junction. Both the Chicago and Kansas
City platforms contained planks
on this subject, but the New
York platform dodges this as it
does all other vital questions.
As the capitalists now have what they
want and are in the ‘position of defend-
ants in a suit, while the laboring men
are in the attitude of plaintiffs seeking
rellef, the failure of the New York plat-
form to advocate what the laboring men
degire is really a declaration against
them.

On the tariff question no issue |is
joined. It was reasonable to suppose
that on this question, at least, some-
thing would be said, but Mr. Hill and
Judge Parker seem to be as much afraid
of the tariff question as of other issues.

The money question s ignored entire-
ly. No reference is made to bimetallism
at any ratio—not even to international
bimetallism to which Mr. Hill seemed
to be so attached in the Chicago con-
vention. No reference Is made to the
measure now before congress to melt up
nearly six hundred million legal tender
tilver dollars into subsidiary coin that
is only a limited legal tender. Nothing
is said about the asset currency which is
a part of the scheme of the financiers.
Nothing is said about the Aldrich bill
which proposes to subsidize the banks
into opposition to tax reduction by
loaning them the surplus money in the
treasury. There is no condemnation of
the corruption that such a system would
lead to. The platform does not antag-
onize the proposition now before Con-
gress to give the national banks unlim-
ited control over the volume of paper
money. In other words there is not a
line in the platform that is written in
behalf of the people; not a line that will
excite criticism in Wall street.

The platform ignores the income tax;
it fails to indorse the election of Sen-
ators by direct vote; and it also omits
the plank of the Kansas City platform
denouncing corporate domination in
politics,

The New York platform Is a dis-
honest platform, fit only for a dishon-
est party. No one but an artful
dodger would stand upon it. The sub-
mission of such a platform to the
voters of a state is an insult to their
intellizence, for it is Intended to de-
ceive them, and a deliberate attempt
to deceive—especially o clumsy an at-
tempt as this platform is—is a reflec-
tion upon the brains of those to whom
it is submitted.

This platform proves that the oppo-
sition to the Kansas City platform is

not opposition to silver, but opposition
to every needed reform and opposition
to all that the masses desire.

I had expected that a platform pre-
pared by Mr. Hill for Judge Parker
would be evasive'and lacking in frank-
ness, but I did not conceive that any
body of men calling themselves Dem-
ocrats would present such a platform
as a recommendation of a candidate.
If we are to take the New York plat-
form as an indication of what the next
Democratic platform is to be, in case
the reorganizers control the conven-

‘tion, then who will be able to deny the

secret purpose of the reorganizers to
turn the party over to predatory
wealth? It is to this danger that I
desire to call your attention to-night.
With such a platform and a candidate
who would be willing to run upon it,
the party could secure as large a cam-
palgn fund as the Republican party
has ever secured, but in securing it it
would, like the Republican party, se-
cretly pledge the administration to a
construction of the platform satisfac-
tory to the corporations and the com-
binations. If you would know why
the corporations comtribute to cam-
palgn funds, read the testimony given
by Mr. H. 0. Havemeyer before the
Senate committee in the spring of
1894. The answers made by Mr. Have-
meyer to Senator Allen's questions are
conclusive as to the purpose of the
campaign contributions made by the
great corporations:

Senator Allen—Therefore, you feel at Jib-
eriy to contribute to both parties?

Mr. Havemeyver—It depends, In the
Stute of New York, where the Democatic
majority is between 40,000 and 50000, we
throw it thelr way. In the State of Mas-
sachusetts, where ths Republlcan party
is doubtful, lhc‘} probaly have the eall.

Senator Allen—In the State of Massachu-
setis do vou contribute anything?

Mr. Havemeyer—Very likely,

Senator Allen—What s your best recol-
lectlon a= to contributions made by your
company In the State of Massachusetts?

Mr. Havemeyer—l could not name the
amount,

Senator Allen—However, in the State of
New York you contribute to the Demo-
eratic party, and in the commonwealth of
Mas=achusetis you contribute to the Re-
pubiican party?

Mr. Havemeyer—It is my impression that
wherever there s a dominant party, wher-
ever the majority is very large, that is the
party that gets the contribution, because
that is the party which controls the lucal
matters,

Senator Allen—Then, the sugar trua I8
a Demoerat in o Democratic State, and a
Republican in a Republican State?

Mr, Havemeyer—As far as local matters
are concerned, I think that is abour it.

Senatsr Allen—In the Stale of yvour na-
tivity, or the nativity of your corpora-
tion, New Jersey, where do your contribu-
tions go?

i Ll S By T
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Mr. Havemeyer—I will have to
that up.

Senator Allen—I understand New Jersey
is invariably a Democratic ‘State, It
would naturally gQ to the Democratic
party?

Mr, Havemeyer—Under the theory T have
suggested, 1f they were there it would nat-
urally go to them,

Here we have the head of the sugar
trust admitting that his corporation
contributes to campalgn funds, and
that {ts contribution is determined,
not by political convictions, but by its
desire to stand in with the winning
party. Senator Allen tried to ascer-
tain the amounts contributed to the
various campaign funds, but Mr.
Havemeyer refused to answer.

The two Republican members of the
committee, Senator Davis and Senator
Lodge, joined Senator Allen in calling
the matter to the attention of the at-
torney general for the District of Co-
lumbia. Senator Allen individually
reported a resolution in favor of call-
ing the witness before the Senate for
<ontempt, but Senator Gray and Sen-
ator Lindsey, both (old Democrats,
presented a minority report in which
they onposed taking any action in re-
gard to the witness.

It you desire further testimony in
regard to the purpose of corporations
in contributing, you will find it in a
letter semt by Mr. A. B. Hepburn, of
the National City bank, of New York,
to Lyman J. Gage, Secretary of the
Treasury. The letter bears date of
June 5, 1897, and is published in House
document 264 of the first session of
the Fifty-sixth Congress. In closing
the letter, after asking for deposits,
Mr. Hepburn says:

look

Of course the bank is very strong, and
it you wlll take the pains to lock at our
list of directors you will ree that we al=o
have great political claims in view of what
was done In the campalgn last year.

Here is the president of the most
influential bank in the country call-
ing attention to political service ren-
dered by the directors of the bank, as
2 reason why the bank should be re-
membered in the distribution of gov-
ernment money. .Now, with the testi-
mony of the head of one of the gf‘eat
trusts, and the testimony of an offi-
cial of one of the great banks, can any
one doubt that contributions are made
by the corporations for the purpose of
controlling the policy of the party
after the election? Can any one doubt
that with such a platform as was
adopted in New York, and with a can-
didate whose consclence would permit
him to run upon such a platform—
does any one doubt that with such a
Platform and candidate the party

would be mortgaged beforehand to the
corporations that are now using the
government as a private asset, and
plundering the people at will? .

But there Is another reason why the
Democratic party, cannot afford to go
before the country with an ambiguous
platform and an uncertain candidate.
No matter how people may differ as to
the relative importance of issues, all
must recognize that the trust ques-
tion to-day presents an Iimportant
phase of the great conflict between
plutocracy and democracy. We have
recently had a Supreme Court deci-
slon on the merger case. This deci-
slon was rendered by a bare majority
of one, and that one (Judge Brewer)
in a separate opinion has stated his
position in such a way as to leave no
doubt that in the first case involving a
trust he may join the minority and
defeat the Sherman law. Judge
Brewer construes the anti-trust law to
apply only to reasonable restraint of
trade. He would have the Court de-
cide whether the restraint is reason-
able or unreasonable. His decision,
taken in connection with the dissent-
ing opinions of Justices Fuller, Peck-
ham, White and Holmes, shows that
the appointment of a new judge might
throw the decision to the omne side or
to the other. The judges of the Su-
preme Court are appointed by the
President, and the President to be
elected this fall will doubtless have
the appointment of one or two, and
possibly three, Supreme Court judges.
1f his sympathies are with the cor-
porations he will doubtless appoint
judges satisfactory to the corporations
—especlally if obligated to the cor-
porations by large campaign contri-
butions—and these judges can make it
impossible to secure any remedial
legislation for years to come. If, four
years hence, the people should secure
a President, a Senate, and a House
opposed to private monopolies, they
may find themselves unable to get any
remedial legislation past the Supreme
Court for several years.

The opinion flled by Judge White
and concurred in by the others, denies
the power of Congress over monop-
olles organized in a State. These dis-
senting judges Imsist that Congress
has no power to regulate or restrain
the creation of a monopoly within a
State. It will be remembered that the
decision in the Knight case, known as
the sugar trust case, turned upon that
very question. It was admitted in
that case that the sugar trust con-
trolled the production of sugar; but
the Court held that the Sherman law

did not prevent the buylng up of the
individual refineries, even though the
product of the refineries might ulti-
mately enter into interstate commerce.

The division of the Supreme Court
in the merger case shows the cleavage
on the trust question. The dissent-
ing 'judges would deny the power of
Congress to prevent a private monop-
oly; and when the power of Congresa
to destroy monopolies is denied, the
people are left helpless, because some
of the States, such as Delaware and
New Jersey, find it profitable to per-
mit the creation of these monopolies,
and so long as they are created and
can evade federal laws, no separate
State can fully protect itself against
them.

The aissenting judges in the merg-
er case refused to draw a distinction
between an individual and a corpora-
tion. Justice White says:

The principle that the ownership of prop-
erty |8 embraced within the power of con-
gress to regulate commerce, whenever that
body deems that a particular character of
ownership, if allowed to continue, may re-
strain commerce between the states or
create a monopoly thereof, is in my opinion
in conflict with the most elementary con-
ceptions of rights of property.

And Justices Fuller, Peckham and
Holmes concur.

“Rights of property,” are, according
to the dissenting judges, supreme, and
when Congress tries to prevent a mo-
nopoly, it is interfering with “the most
elementary conception of the rights of
property.” The issue presented to-day
in the trust question, and in all the
other questions with which we have to
deal, I8 the question between human
rights and so-called “property rights”
—or, more properly speaking, between
ordinary people and the great corpora-
tions. Those who believe that prop-
erty rights are supreme, take the side
of the trusts. If we have a President
who is in sympathy with this theory,
it means that the Dollar will be given
consideration before the Man:; it means
that organized wealth can continue to
trample upon the rights of the people;
it means that the instrumentalities of
government can be used for the protec-
tion of every scheme of exploitation
that the capitalists can conceive.

I, for one, am not willlng that the
Democratic party shall become the tool
of the corporations; I am not willing
that it shall be the champion of or-
ganized wealth. And it s because I be-
lieve that the party has a higher mis-
sion than to be the exponent of plu-
tocracy, that I am protesting against
the schemes of those who would put
it into competition with the Republice
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an party for the support of Wall street
financiers. It is for this reason that
I protest against mortgaging the party
to the capitalists to secure an enor-
mous corruption fund.

If any who are present to-night, or
who read what I say, think that I am
trying to interfere with Democratic
success, let me answer that no Demo-
crat is more anxious for the party to
succeed than I am. No one has suf-
fered more from dissensions and divi-
sions in the party, and no one, I be-
lieve, is more eager for the country
to enjoy the great beneflts which a tri-
umph of real Democracy would bring.
But I do not ‘desire that the party
shall win offices only. If that is the
only purpose of the party, let its prin-
ciples be abandoned, and let its plat-
form simply declare the party hungry
for the patronage. The lesson of 1894
shows the folly of hoping to win by
a surrender to the corporations, but
even if guccess could be bought in such
a wajr, it would not be worth the
price.

No one can defend the Democratic
party without defending its princlples,
and its principles ought to be so clear-
ly set forth as to be easily understood.
We ought to appeal to the conscience
of the public, and arraign Republican
policies as hostile both to the prin-
ciples of free government and to the
principles of morality. We have an
opportunity to make the Democratic
party a power in this country—not only
a power, but a power for good. Let us
array the party againet every abuse of
government gnd against every policy
that is hurtful to the people. Let us drive
out of the party every Democrat who
betrays his trust, every official who
would administer the office for his pri-
vate advantage. Let us make Democ-
racy stand not only for good govern-
ment—for honest government—but for
a government “of the people, by the
people, and for the people.” And the
first step In this directlon is the adop-
tion of a platform that recognizes the
right of the people to decide public
questions, as well as thelr capacity for
understanding public questions. To
present a platform which is evasive
and ambiguous, shows that those who
write the platform elther distrust the
people who are to act upon it, or
have purposes that they desire to con-
ceal,

The New York platform is ambigu-
ous, uncertain, evasive and dishonest,
It would disgrace the Democrats of the
nation to adopt such a platform, and
it ought to defeat as an aspirant for a
Democratic nomination any man who

would be willlng to have it go forth as
a declaration of his views on public
questions. In Illinois, In Wisconsin,
in Michigan, in Minnesota, in Indlana,
in Ohio, and in eval:y other State that
has not acted, it behooves the Demo-
crats to arouse themselves and organ-
ize, to the end that they may prevent
the consummation of the schemes of
the reorganizers. Their scheme begins
with the deception of the rank and flle
of the party. It is to be followed up
by the debauching of the public with
a campaign fund secured from the cor-
porations, and it {8 to be consummated
by the betrayal of the party organiza-
tion and of the country into the hands of
those who are to-day menacing the
liberties of the country by their ex-
ploitation of the producers of wealth.

“WHEN WAS A DUMB MAN SENT
TO THE WHITE HOUSE?”

At the April dinner of the Gridiron club
at the Arlington hotel in ‘Washington,
April 22, four members sang to the tune
of “The Little Black Bull" a song, the
title of which was given as "Peeping
Through the Knot Hole in Papa’'s Wooden
Leg, or Why Was the Ocean Built 30 Near
to the Shore?' We reprint from the report
in the Chicago Tribune,

David B. Hill came down the mountaln,

Hoosan Johnny, Hoosan Joehnny,
David B. Hill came down the mountain,
Long time ago.

He plcked out A man whose namea !s Parker,
Hoosan Johnny, Hoosan Johnny,

He picked out a man whose name Is Parker,
Long tlme ago.

He saya: “Don't talk, and we'll beat T.
Rooseveit,”
Hoosan Johnny, Hoosan Johnny.
He says: “Don't talk, and we'l] bedat T.
Roosevelt,"”
Long time ago.

And he didn't say a word all spring or sum-
mer,
Hoogan Johnny, Hoosan Johnny,
And he didn't say a word all spring or sum-
mer,
Long time ago.

But when was n dumb man sent to the
white house?
Hoosan Johnny, Hoosan Johnny,
But when was a dumb man sent to the
white house? :
Long time ago,

CHORUS.
T.ong time ago, long time ago,
But when was a dumb mun sent to the
white house?
Long time ago.

Just as in a neglected house there may
be conditlons that attract vermin and
breed a pestilence, so in the mind, long
closed to light, there may be a stock of
old ideas in different stages of decay in
which are nurtured the germs of disease
and death. To go down into the cellar
of the mind and up into the garret, to
dragout the moldy and infected thoughts

and scour the hidden corners and flood
the darkness with the sunshine—what if
we were to do thts‘every spring ?—Her-
bert 8. Bigelow.

Miss Susan B. Anthony at 84, as chip-
per asa blackbird and merry as a cricket,
says: “l may not be here when the cam-
paign opens but if anywhere, I shall be
somewhere.”” This is lucid, diplomatic,
a little mysterlous and delightfully non-
committal. She would make an excel-
lent secretary of state if anything should
happen to John Hay.—Lawrence (Mass.)
Sentinel,

The man with narrow mind and low
ambitions who is irritated at the mers
mention of the wrongs of others and
whose absorbing interest is in personal
galn and pleasure—he is a vulture spirit,
bent on carrion, and has not the moral
perception to realize his own ugliness.—
Herbert S. Bigelow.

BOOKS .

A CHALLENGE TO SO0CIALISM.

The anti-socialism crusade of the
Roman Catnolic church in the United
States, seems upon the surface to be an
ecclesiastical attack upon an economic
and political movement. There are
many things about the crusade and in
the spirit and method of its active par-
ticipants to account for this; but it
must eventua!ly'be conceded that there
is much in socialism that would justify
such & crusade from purely religious.
motives and upon strictly religious
grounds. For socialism, In so far as it
is represented by what are called
“sclentific”  soclallsts—and they are
now dominant in the movement, not
only in Europe but here—stands not
alone for economic and political
change, but also for the destruction of
existing religious institutions and be-
liefs and the denial of absolute moral.
ideals and standards.

This is the keynote of the book be-
fore us: “Socialism; the Nation of
Fatherless Children,” (Boston: The
Union News League), by David Gold-
stein. Mr. Goldstein’s work is edited’
by Martha Moore Avery, His subtitle

is an allusion to the subject matter of .

his chapter on “Homeless Children,”
which explains that under socialism
children would be reared no longer in
family homes, but in collective nur-
series.

It appears that Mr. Goldsteln was for:
elght years an active and studious pro-
pagandist of socialism, Being a theist,.
though not a church-goer or advocate
of any religlous creed, he was always
repelled by the assertions of the Ger-
man socialists, who “controlled the or-
ganization, that ‘you cannot be a so-
clalist without belng an atheist,” " but
for a long time he took this for their:
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personal opinion, not for “the bed rock
of socialist pholosophy,” and assumed
that as -the movement advanced it
would “come under American manage-
ment and so outgrow its forelgn athe-
istic accompaniment.” In this expecta-
tion he was disappointed. “It was the
acomulation of fact on fact,”* he
writes, “which at last has left me with
the conviction that the atheistic forces,
which under the soclalist propaganda
are taking political form, will compel
a closer association of those organiza-
tions which stand for the propagation
and enforcement of a religlous law.”
He accordingly declares that “the time-
worn battle between right and wrong
is on;” and gives it as his personal
conviction that “upon the religious as-
peets of this great issue the fight now
centers around the Catholic church.”

Having come to this conclusion Mr.
Goldstein, by letter of May 23, 1903,
formally resigned his membership in
the State committee of the Soclalist
party of Massachusetts, having already
resigned as mémber of the Highland
District Soclalist Party club, of the
Boston Socidlist party and city commit-
tee, and of the general committee of
the Massachusetts Socialist clubs, In
resigning he announced his intention
of publishing a book that would “prove
to the candid mind (if facts count for
uything) that a vote cast for socialism
s 2 vote cast’ for the destruction of
those Institutions which promote and
fstain  civilization: namely, the
thurch, the state and the monogamic
family,” The book named above ap-
pears in fulfliiment of that announce-
ment.

Mr. Goldsteln is apparently animated
by ecclesiastical motives.' It may be
that he i® carrying on an anti-socialist
agitation under ecclesiastical manage-
ment. He is certainly embittered and
possibly prejudiced by the resentments
of the old comrades he has abandoned.
Under the influence of these and kin-
dred feelings he has weakened his book
by not a little demagogy. The space
devoted to appeals to undiscriminating
supporters of existing 1institutions
might have been better used for judi-
cial discrimination between good and
bad institutions and for rational de-
fense of the good. The subtitle, for in-
stance,—*“the Nation of Fatherless
Thildren”— in. which the author im-
plies that under socialism the common-
wealth would supersede the family, is
manifestly an attempt to excite pre-
Judice; and so is the chapter on “Home-
less Children,” to which it alludes. Yet
it would have been as easy to refute the
socialistic literature on this point as to
quote it without other protest than an
Unreasoning appeal to conventional
ideas.

But every man must be allowed to
make his own book In his own way;
and if Mr. Goldstein, whose principal
object was to demomstrate that social-
ism runs counter to cherished institu-

tions, chooses to start with the as-
sumption that these institutions ought
to be cherished, that is his affair. It
is a perfectly legitimate mode of ad-
dressing audiences who are already
convinced, whether rationally or not, of
the soundness of the assumption; and
Mr. Goldstein is not open to criticism
for adopting it as his hypothesis. And
_that he acdomplishes his main purpose,
that of  demonstrating the essential
hostility of the present soclalist move-
ment not only to church, state and
monogamous marriages, but also to the
idea of a spiritual religion and moral
principles, is hardly to be questioned.

Although the author enters so slight-
ly into argument in refutation of the
soclalist doctrines and their corollaries
which he discloses, he nevertheless ex-
hibits now and then an ability in that
direction of which one might have
wished to find more instances. One of
these instances i8 his short and incisive
reply to the materialistic doctrine of
scientific socialism. Quoting the epi-
grammatic statement of a socialist au-
thor in support of this doctrine, “‘the
inventions and not the intentions of
men have been the cause of progress,”
Mr. Goldsteln retorts: “This sounds
well! The music of its rhythm is mis-
taken for logic. The simple fact is
that the inventions of men have always
been preceded by the Iintemntions of
men.” The materialistic postulate and
the idealistic reply could find no better
epigrammatic statement.

It is to be observed that Mr. Gold-
stein distinguishee sociallsm from pub-
lic ownership of public utilities. His
distinction is sound in economic prin-
ciple and he gredits it—though without
citation, unfortunately—to the judici-
ary of Massachusetts, summarizing a
judleial oplnion as follows: “‘Publle

a governmental function, such as the
distribution of water, gas, electricity—
commodities which necessitate & single
enterprise with supplies emanating
from a single source—those things
which require the use of the public
highways, ete.”

There are implications throughout
the book of a grasp of fundamental
economic principle. But the reader
whom these implications may favora-
bly ‘affect will be disappointed upon
finding that Mr. Goldstein's philoso-
phy rounds up in trades unionism plus
individual charity.

PAMPHLETS.

Hugo Bilgram, 1235 Spring Garden street,
Philude!phia, publishes a proposed '"sub-
atitute for elastic currency’™ and a “simple
remedy for financial stringency.'” His plan
fa borrowed from the clearing house kdra.
1t could be put Into operation by voluntary
assoclations of any number of people hav-
ing mutuual business relations, Their ob-
ject would be the settling of thelr mutual
accounts, and this they would do precisely
us clgaring houses now settle the mutual
accounts of bankers, except that the checks
or due bili= golng through thig clearing
house “would rest upon original values in-
stead of representatives of value, llke cash

utilities are those things which require

and Its subsiitutes.” The checks or due
bills of euch member of the association
would be secured by prellminary coposits
of auequate coliateras, and provisun tor
paying the clearing house balances wouid
be made by requiring small perioaical casn
payments 0y the members of the aseocia-
tion.

Some very effective tax reform work has
been done by.-the Massachusetts 8ingie Tax
League unuer the presidency of Mr. C. B,
Fillebrown, of Boston. A distinctive fea-
ture of this work is the annual geries of
banquets which the league has for some
years been accusiomed to glve to repre-
sentative classes. One of these, the ban-
quet of April 13, 1903, was glven L0 same
of the landlords of Boston, and theaddress
of Preaident Fillebrown on that occasion,
together with newspaper comments, has
been put into a pamphlet which must pro-
foundly interest every student of taxatlon.
Mr. Fi:llebrown'g apeech Is a rich mine of
‘valuable and but littie known fiscal facts.
He has, for instance, collected the partle-
ulars of 120 real esatate sales in Boston.
which show an average of 80 per cent, as
the ratlo of 1ax valuation to true selling
value. From the same data Mr. Fillebrown
ascertains that the actual capltalized land
wvalue, net, of those parcels of real estate
aggregales $5,623.470—about 77 per cent, of
the vaiue of land and improvements to-
gether. This is about the same proportion.
as recently disclosed by the taxing author-
fties of New York, that prevalls In New
York clty. Another of Mr. Fillebrown's
éxhiblts 1s a table comparing the assessed
valuations of 751 pleces of real estate with
thelr actual rentals. The tabulation par-
ticularizes for the whole 751 cases and pre-
sents the results in nine columns, aggre-
gating as follows: (1) assessed valuation
of the real estate, $358%8.800; (2) assessed
valnation of'the land, $25.067,800; (3) assessed
valuation of the bulldings, $10,74L.000; (4)
net rental, less taxes, $2.277,222; (5) ten per
cent. allowance on bullding forinterest, in- -
surance, repairs and depreciation, $1.071.-
800; (A) net income from land, $1.206.422; (7)
per cent. of net Income on assessed valua-
tion of land, 4.8 per cent.; (8) pald by the
user for net ground rent. plus tax. $1,577,425:
(9) gross value of land, being the user’s
rent. capitalized at five per cent., $31,548,500.
Mr. Fillebrown tabulatesother facta which
cannot but command serious attention. In
these he shows that the actual and poten-
tial eross ground rent of Boston In 1W2 waa
$42.000,000, whereas the total of taxes paid
was only $18,000,00¢. On the question of the
apprectation of real estate, Mr. Fillebrown
makes a significant showing in a table of
Boston's growth for 15 years, which we
condenge, as follows:

Valuation of buildings, 1888.......8234,000.000
Depreciation, plus taxes........... 88,750,000

Value of same bulldings, 1902..... 146,000,000

Valuation of land, 188s.. $325.000.000
Appreclation, minus tax . 245,000,000

Value of same land, 1902........... $573,000.000

Thus Beston buildings have depreclated in
value over a third in 15 years, while Boston
land has almost doubled its value In the
same time. Well may Mr. Fillebrown say:
“Thore persons who agree with John Stu-
art Mill that it would be sound public pal-
icy and no injustice to land owners to take
for publle purposes the future Increase in
ground rent will be interested to note what
an opportundty ls shown by the above fig-
ures 10 have been lost 15 years ago for nut-
ting such a plan In operation in Boston."”

PERIODIOALS.

—Henry George, Jr.'s, fourth article for
Pearson’s, on madern methods  of
“finance.” appears in the May number,
Tt tells the story of the wreek of the ship-
building trust, and incidentally shows some

Mr. John Z, White Writes for ‘‘Why,”

Mr. White will iave an interesting letter in
April “Whr' and each month thereafter, until
further notice, describing his leciure tours and
the work of the Henry Girorge Lecture Associa-
tion. You shonld not miss anv of these issues,
Send rwentv.five cents in stamps or coin to
FRANK VIERTH, Fditor “Why."Cedar Rapids,
Iowa, This pays for yearly subscription,




