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eriminal indictment in the contest against such
congpiracies ag this the people are, indeed, help-
less,

Y
One Plank Proposed.

The New York World, in arguing against re-
aflirmation of the last national platform, refers
to the platform of 1868 and says that it began.

“The democratie party, , ., . recognizing
the question of slavery and secession as hav-
ing been settled for ajl time to come by the
war or the voluntary action of the southern
states in constitutional conventions assem-
bled, and never to be renewed or reagitated,
do with the return of peace demand,"” ete,

The World thinks that the next convention
ought to follow the example set by the conven-
tion of 1868, If the conveution to be held at St.
Louls accepts the World's suggestion, the money
plank will be about ag follows:

“The democratie party, recognizing the money
question as having been settled for all time to
comeé by the war made upon the party by the
World, the flesh, etc., and never to be renewcd
or reagitated, do,” ete.

Now, such a plank would at least have the
virtue of being frank and eandid. If the money
Question has been gettled “for all time,” “never
to be renewed,” the party ought to so dcclare,
but if the financiers are trying to make the
silver dollar redeemable in gold, with a view
to retiring them afterwards; if they are trying
to retire the greenbacks and authorize an asset
currency; if they are planning for a branch bank
and the loaning of an enormous surplus to pet
banks, how can the party honestly say that the
money question is “settled for all time?” The
World and its co-laborers want the democratic
party to keep still while the financiers carry on
thelr schemeg for the spoliation of the public.

Y
Agitation.

The Wall Street Journal gays that “those who
prate the most about the ‘money power' are more
dangerous than any monopoly coula be. 1If the
corporations are growing bigger so 18 the country
itself.”

And yet, in the same article the Journal says
that §350,000,000 of the present outstanding loans
of the banks of New York are held by seventeen
Individuals, which fact, according to the Jourual,
"shows how largely the resources of credit have
been monopolized by a few persons malnly
through the creation of great chains of banks aud
trust companies.”

While apologizing for citing these facts the
Journal says that what it hag pointed out
“simply emphasizes the fact that while the bhulk
of the people of this country realize the economic
beneflts of this concentration, they will look with
Jealous eyes upon its zrowth to elementg that
threaten to make the government of this coun-
try a government by the monied antocracy."” Ac-
cepting the Journal's own statement concerniug
the seventeen individuals in New York, is it not
fair to assume that it g about time for the peo-
ple to “look with jealous cyes” upon the growth
of the concentration tendency, This being true,
Is it not the duty of those who are opposed *o
monopoly to wage war upon it? How better may
this war be waged than by persistent agitation
directing public attention to the growth of these
evils and seeking to bring the public mind (o
& proper appreciation of the seriousness of the
aituation,

yy)
Official Organs.

The Wall Street Journal says that the Stand-
ard Oil interests have Invested a considerable
sum of money in a New York daily mewspaper,
and will herealter contro] that paper's policy.
The Journal goes to considerable trouble to show
that a “subsidized or inspired or controlled
ve:{ soon loses its efficlency in a community like
that of New York."

"~ A great many people may be inclined to won-
der why the Standard Oil company would deem
It necessary to create an official argan. Republi-
can newspapers generally, and a few newspaper
editors who pretend to be democratic, have all
along displayed great enthusiasm in the Support
of schemes in which the Standard 0i) interests
and other trust elements have been deeply con-
cerned. There are among the daily newspapers
. Of this country some publications that are pe.-

- lieved by some people to have been subsidized;
 there are many others that are believed to be con-
, While it may, In truth, be said that the
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The Commoner.

1
an papers, generally, during a politica
:gml;?;:;n, ar;'ep at least inspired by trust ifﬁe&;-
ests; and yet, instead of these papers losing -e!(ll‘
“efficiency,” as the Wall Street Journal wou
have us believe, we are told that they do in fact
represent the intelligence, the patrmtisn.l and the
business interests of the country., It is sgfe to
guy also that when the official organ of the Stand-
ard Oil interests firmly establishes its policy,_ it
will be found to differ in no material point wilh
the policy of the republican newspape:ss and the
policy of the newspaper representatives of the re-
organizing element.

Fryry
Not Advocating Either.

“William Jennings Bryan said to one of
his Washington intimates, just before sailing
for Europe, that he thought Richard Olney
was a4 man upon whom all factions of the
democratic party could unite. He went so
far as to say that the Massachusetts states-
man would be entirely satisfactory to him.
He said this for the purpose of baving it re-
peated to others and of having an important
political effect.

Mr. Bryan never gaid anything that by any
possibility could be distorted into an excuse for
the above. He never told any of his “intimates”
in Washington or anywhere else that the distin-
guished ex-member of Mr. Cleveland's cabinet
would be a good man to unite upon. The friends
of Mr, Olney have a right to urge his nomination
if they desire to de so, but it ought not to be
urged as a harmonizing nomination, If urged at
all it should be urged upom the ground that it
would be unmistakable proof of the party’'s re-
pentance for its conduct in 1896 and 1960 and a
pledge that it would return to Clevelandism, Mr.
Cleveland’s nomination would scarcely be a more
emphatic repudiation of tle party s recent plat-
forms than would the nomination of one who
seriously proposeg the ex-president’s renomina-
tion.

About the same time another paper reported
tkat Mr. Bryan was conferring with Judge Park-
er's friends with a view to advancing the jndge’s
candidacy. This, too, is erroneous, Mr, Bryan
has been busy for nearly a year trying to find out
Mr. Parker’s views on public questions, but so
far has failled. The nearest approach to a clear
and definite statement {g that ex-Senator D, B.
Hill will vouch for his soundness in every re-
spect, but this recalls a remark once made by
John Ramdolph. The Virginia statesman was at
the race track and two strangers accosted him.
One of them proposed a wager on a race and
added, “Mr, Smith (the other stranger) will hold

the stakes.,” “But,” asked Mr, Randolph, “who
will hold Mr, Smith?”

Y
A Fit Leader.

It is sald that the president intends to have
Governor Crane of Massachusetts elected to suc-
ceed Senator Hanna as chairman of the national
committee, and the New York Sun, which ought
to be an authority on the question, gays of him:

“The real objection to Mr. Crane must
come from the new-timers, not the old-tim-
ers. He is a rieh man, a man of trusts and
corporations, of large acqualntance with men
of business and finance, He belongs to the
practical and plutoeratic forces, for which
Mr. Roosevelt nourishes a hi
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dain. A censorioug world, let flo ol 4

Mr. Crane is ap honorable ang amlahl?ml;]:;
but his unfortunate wealth and the compan);
he keeps—the corporate wealthy—are (is-.
qualificationg in this virttous age.”
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A Question of Fertilizer,

The demoralization of the publie eonscience

Wwrought by commer ,
the argument clalism is wel) tHlustrateq by

cutive shoulq be
o 1 Se it seemed hecessary g austaitel
s ge ¢ canal, and the tanal seemeq

'SSary to the south, “Why," he conti a4

We need most in our state ig fertilizep and with g

canal we can get fertily
dollars less thas 1 cons z:;wff:om Chile for ey

That
Question, What is national honop com;aeztgc‘lmw'illl;

VOLUME 4, NUMBER 1,

cheap fertilizer? Who would Be so unbusinegge
like as te put am outworn commodity like jyq.
tice in the scale agaimst a shipload of guano?
What though we impeverish the national chargc.
ter, provided the lands are emriched? There g
however, one ray of hope—at least one, Pey.
haps the manufacturers of fertilizer in the Uniieq
States will espouse the cause of nationa) houor,
It may be Jdifficult to arouse the public upon the
moral issue involved in the Panama case, but no
one can remain nautral when the line of battle ig
formed and General Domestic Phosphate,
Col. Home Made Acid, Major Cottonseeq Meaj,
and Captain Ox Blood begin to fortify our coasig
against the attack of Commodore Foreign Fer-
tilizer and his malodorous crew. To be sure,
there has been some feeble and desullory firing
over the principle involved, but the high t:de
of carnage will not be reached until the fertilizcrs

meet,
Py

An Explicit Platform.

The Philadelphia Record says: “Nothing in
Mr. Cleveland's article is better than his state-
ment that ‘this is ne time for canning finesse, nor
for use of words that coneeal intentions or carry
a double meaning.' The party imn power may
‘stand pat,’ utter an equivoeal platform and hope
to remain in power by simple inertfa, but the cp-
position can never disiodge it umless it tell the
country plainly what ils purpose is in seekiug
the control of the government.”

All of the organs of the reorganizers ccme-
mend Mr, Cleveland for his alleged desire for a
plain and explicit statement of the party's posi-
tion on publie questions; but investigate careful-
ly the utterances of these men and one will find
that they do not desire nor intend, if it be within
their power to prevent it, that the party take the
people into its confidence. They waat a platform
that can be interpreted in one way to certain
people, while an altogether different interpreta-
tion is placed upon it in olhepr quarters.

The only expilicit thing these gentlemen de-
sire about the democratie platform is that Lhe
representatives of Wall street may read, at least
between the lines, the assurance that under a
so-called democratic administration the imposie
tions of Wall street are not to be mterfered with,

4

Tariff Shelter.

The American Newspaper Publishers’ associa-
tion met recently in New York and unanimousiy
adopted resolutions urging the federar adminis-
tration to enforce the anti-trust law against the
Paper trust; also declaring in favor of (he re-
moval of the tariff duties on pulp and paper,

Many of the members of this association are
republicans, and it jg significant that whije these
republican editors object to the destruction of the
aheltgr which is found in the tariff by the trusis
that impose upon the people generally, they very
bromptly demand the destruction of the shelter
found in the tarif by the trust in which the news-
paper men are most deeply concernmed.

The New York Commereial reé ring to these
resolutions says: pic s .

ment, but it wag ha

expected
Who are constantly preaching the benefits and
advantages of protection would desert their
colors merely because, for the moment, they
might profit therehy,
will protection arguments in the journals
z;xtbllg'l’led by these men be apt to carry here-

er? -

It must pe admitted that the Commerclal core
rectly points out the fne of republican
editors and it will ajso e agreed that protection
arguments published in these republican journals
should not carry much conviction, and yet, per-
haps some good will grow out of the situation.
x:e: tae republican newspaper publisher, grow-

estive

under trust impositions, findg relief

the tarift shelter, °s through the destruclion o
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