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WAS THE 1896 CAMPAIGN ONLY A DREAM?

In 1896 the democratic mational convention
. adopted a platform, one of the planks of which
“But for this decision by the supreme
court (the adverse decision on the income tax)
there would be no deficit in the revenue under the
law passed by a democratic congress in strict
pursuance of the uniform decisionsg of that court
for nearly one hundred years, that court having
in that decigion sustained constitutional objec-
tions to its enactment which had previously been
ovgerruled by the ablest judges who had ever sat
on that bench. We declare that it is the duty of
congress Lo use all the constitutional power avhich
remains after that decigion, or which may come
from its reversal by the court as it may hereafter
be constituted, so that the burdens of taxation
may be equally and impartially laid, Yo the end
that wealth may bear ils due proportion of the
expenses of the government.”

That plank was denounced by republican edi-
tors and republican orators, and democrats were
called “anarchists” Dbhecause they presumed Lo
“eriticise the courts.”

The editorial remarks of the New York
Tribune made after the election of 1886 were
fairly representative of the tone employed by re-
publicans generally in the treatment of the Chi-
cago platl’(:n'm,H and particularly that plank above
qgquoted. The” Tribune said that the democratic
movement of 1896 was ‘“a malicilous conspiracy
against the honor and integrity of the nation,”
and added:

“Its nominal head was worthy of the cause.
Nominal, because the wretched, rattle-pated
boy, posing in vapid vanity and mouthing re-
sounding rottenness, was not the real leader
of that league of hell. He was only a pup-

pet in the blood-imbrued hands of ~——, the
anarchist, and ————, the revolutionist, and
other desperadoes of that stripe. ButJhe was
a willing puppet, Bryan wae, willlng and
eager. Not one of his masters was more
apt that he at lies and forgeries and blas-
phemies and all the nameless iniquities of
that campaign against the Ten Commani-
ments. He goes down with the cause, and
must abide with it in the history of Infamy.
He had less provocation than Benediet Ar-
nold, Jess intellectual force than Aaron Burr,
less manliness and courage than Jefferson
Davis. He was the rival of them all in de-
liberale wickedness and treason te the reépub-
lc. His name belongs with thelrs, neither
the most brilliant nor the most hateful in the
list. Good riddance to it all, to conspiracy and
conspirators, and to the foul menace of re-
pudiation and anarchy against the honor and
the life of the republie.”

On April 18, 1806, Theodore Roosevelt elects
ed to the presidency of the Uniled Statées ax a
republican, sent to congress a special message
dealing particularly with the dectsion of Federal
Judge J. Otis Humphrey in the beef itrust case.
Mr. Roosevelt referred to the judgment in the
beef trust case as “a miscarriage of justice.” Mr.
Roosevelt also said “I ecan hardly believe that the
rule of Judge Humphrey will be followed by other
Judges.” ‘Referring to the tendency of the times,
Mr. Roosevelt said: “The danger nowadays Is,
not that innocent men will be convicted of crime,
but that the guilty man will go scott free. This
is especially the case where the erime is one of
greed and cunning perpetrated by a man of wealth
in the course of those business operations where

the code of conduck is at variance not merely with
the code of humanity and morality, but with the
code as established in the law of the land.” Re-
ferring to Judge Humphrey's declsion Mr., Roose-
velt sald: “Such Interpretation of the law comes
measurably near making the law a farce.”

The plank in the democratic national plat-
form of 1896 for the adoption of which democrats
were denounced as anarchists ls decidedly tame
In comparison with the language used by the
president, elected as a republican, in commenting
upon the decision in the beef trust case,

In 1806 democrats pointed In a mild way Yo
the fact that the court’s decisica In the income
lax case wad out of harmony with the uniform
decisions for mearly ome hundred years, and ex-
pressed the hope, by implication, that the court
as thercinafter constituted might reverse the

deeision. . But Mr. Roosevelt was not at all mild

in his arraignmeni ot Ssdge Humphr fec
“A miscarriage of justice,” ne t:lh?\r'k. a

added ‘“‘such interpretation of the law eor v

measurably near making the law a farce,”

Yot some of the very republican editorg who v

in 1896 denounced as “anarchists” demoerats who
had indulged in the very mild reference to the
income tax decision are now enthusiastically
commending the president of the United States,
who was elected as a republican, for the plain
language he used when, in a special message to
o;n}a:ress, he condemned Judge Humphrey's de-
cision,

Recalling the terrible accusations made
against them in 1886 by the very men who are
today “out Heroding Herod,” a democrat must
vigorously pinch himself to be assured that he
is not dreaming.

WILL MR. ARMOUR REPLY?

Mr. J. Ogden Armour, head of the Armour
Packing company, and looked upon as the head
and front of the beef trust, recently published
in the Saturday Evening Post a series of articles
defending Yhe beef packers. He very earnestly
denied that there is a beef trust and was espe-

cially emphatie in his denials of a private car
trust and also that there is unspeakable filth
in the preparation of packing house products.
While he did not refer to Upton Sinclair by

name, it was quite evident that Mr. Armour had’

Mr. Sineclair’s book, “The Jungle,” in mind when
he so strenuously denied that every law of health
and cleanliness was violated in the packing
houses. - -

In the May issue of Everybody's Magazine
Mr. Sinclair makes reply to Mr. Armour's  de-
nials, and Mr. Sinclair has much the better of
the argument.

Mr. Armour makes much -of government in-
gpection, but he fails to make mention of the
fact that this inspection refers only to export
meat, and that carcasses condemned by govern-
ment inspectors are subject only to the laws of
the state and municipality in which the packing
house is located. The Chicago inspector who tried
to inject kerosene into the condemned ecarcasses
in order that the meat could not be palmed off
on the publie, suddenly found himself out of a
job.
Mr. Armour also offered as a defense the
claim that if such things as Mr. Sinclair relates
actually happen, the packers would be subjected
to unlimited blackmail. Mr, Sinclair retorts by
offering a sample case wherein Mr. Armour did
pay a man $5,000 to make an affidavit contradict-
ing a former affidavit getting forth some disgust-
ing details of the meat packing business as con-
ducted in. the Armour planis, and follows it up
with the charge that Mr. Armour latconstantly

ineg blackmail in order to prevent exposure.
"i‘%l};n.gto clinch the matter, Mr. Sinclair offers
in evidence the court records wherein the Armour
Packing company has entered a plea of guilty
and paid fines for adulteration n(: meat products,
At Shenandoah, Pa., on June 16, 1905, the Ar-
mour Packing company pleaded guilty to adul-
terating “blockweirst” and paid a fine of $50.
It pald a fine of $50 at Greenburg, Pa., for selling
“preserved” minced ham. And in addili?n to
the coury records, Mr. Sinclair quotes the Tenth
Biennial Report of the Minnesota State Dairy
and Food Commissioner, in which report on page
173, the “Shield Leaf Lard” of the Armour com-
pany is officially branded as illegal;’ and again
on page 176, the “yegetol,” and on page 182 the
“Shield Lard,” both Armour products are brand-

ed the same way. :
‘ Replying 10 Mr. ‘;\I'l““\]]":.; i} nial Df thﬁ ex-

istence of a beef trust Mr. Sinclair says: ‘7
know that he (Mr. Armour) geis up and stande
at the telephone every morning at 7 o'clock, and
fixes the prices which are to be paid for live
stock throughout the markets of the United
States on that day; I know this from men who
have stood at the other end of the telephone
when he did it.”

“The Jungle” was of itself a terrific indiet-
ment of the whole packing house business, but
Mr. Armour, in view of Mr. Sinclair's reply in
the May issue of Everybody's Magazine, would
have done well to remain quiet in the hope that
the people might forget.

el
THE REBUILDING OF SAN FRANCISCO

No one acquainted with American pluck and
enterprise—especially with western pluck and en-
terprise—doubts for a moment that the new San
Francisco will be greater and better than the
old. Earthquakes have happened before in ‘that
gsection of the country, but they did not deter
the people from building.

It will be a greater, cleaner, safer San Fran-
cisco: a monument to the pluck and determina-
vion of a race that is never conquered, It will
add another chapter to 'the story of indomitable
courage written of American enterprise, o” which
Chicago, Boston, Johngtown, Galveston and Balti-
more are other chapters. The spirit of the
'Forty-niners still exists, and will continue to ex-
ist as long as the western world stands, Men
who want to ecatch an inspiration to renewed
courage should keep their eyes on the city by the
Golden Gate,
o Py

SUSPENDING THE RULES

Referring to the San Francisco situation the
Kansas City Journal, a zealous opponet of the
trades unions, says: “But San Francisco's
troubles are not over. Think of the labor strikes
when the work of rebuilding gets well under
way."”

On the day that the Journal printed the
above paragraph the wires carried the anuounce-
ment that the bullding trades unions of San
Francisco, in order to facilitate the work of re-
building, had decided to suspend all union rules,
allowing union men to work with non-unionisls.
Now if the men who employ labor will act as
fairly as the labor unions, there will be no trouble
in San Francisco.

7,

PROSECUTE

At the time Judge O'Sullivan of New York
called District Attorney Jerome to account in
the matter of insurance companies’ contributions
to campaign funds, Mr. Jerome intimated ‘that
he might have warrants Issued nol only for

George W, Perking, but for George B. Cortelyou,

postmaster general, and for Comelius N, Bliss,
treasurer of the republican national commitiee.
Now that Justice Greenbaum of the New York
supreme court has declded that because of these

contributions George W. Perkins should be proses

cuted for larceny, Mr, Jerome might call Messrs,
Cortelyou and Bliss to account. If the funds
were stolen republican committee officlals were

receivers,
o
THE BLIND MAY SEE

Referring Yo the several bills inlroduced
congress providing for the removal of the tariff
for the benefit of San Francisco, the Chicago
Record-Herald says: “The question is not one
of opening the tariff controversy, but for giving
the earthquake cities the help they need.” But
it ought at least to serve to open the eyes of
some of those who have been blinded by the
false pleas of republican standpatiers,

Py
CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

The Baltimore Sun says: “There wlill never
be an end of corrupt practices in New York or
in any other state until campaign committees are
required to make public the amount of every
contribution they may receive, whether $1 or
$10,000, and to give publicily under oath to every
expenditure, however great or small the same
may be.,"”

The Sun's suggestion s a good one., Pub-
licity should be given to every contribution, how-
ever small, and it is also of the highest importance
that the publicity be made before the vote is
cast, If the publicity is given before the people
go to the pollg' they will have an opportunity to
learn the character of the influences behind the
geveral candidates. It is to be greatly regretied
that many who are seriously advocating the pub-
licity program with respect to campalgn contribn-
tiong do not lay proper emphasis upon the de-
girability of giving the information to the public
prior to election day.

el
BUT HE TOLD THE TRUTH

The Washington Post hasiens to say that
when Mr. Roosevelt referred to “fortunes swollen
beyond all healthy limits” in his recent address
he “spoke more as an individual than as chiet
magistrate.”

In whatever capacity Mr. Roosevelt spoke
he told the truth when he said that there are in
this country a number of “fortunes swollen beyond
all healthy lmits.,” He missed an opportunity
when he failed to suggest that one of the reme-
dies for these “swollen fortunes' 1s the destrue-
tion of special privileges under the law, and that
another is the income tax.
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