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trunte, and annthilation

of the trusgts does not
mean an annibhilation of Industry, It does l’ln?_.
mean the cloging of factorles but simply meansg
that no earporation shall own or control f'll‘?'!l’ll
fuctorlos to glve 1t a4 monopoly r:r the lll.'ll'F(f-?,
and annihilation of trusts would simply prevent
for the future, and require corpora-
gell enough plants

n monopoly
tions now having monopoly to

to restore the Cot Litive system ihe H”IP!
aquestion, heing n new gquestion as '*JFII]*-‘!I""! with
the tarlff question, opinfons are not s#o sct apon

it and 1t 18 much easier to convert a r-'[11.l'l|1‘.’?_lll
to the democeratic position on the trost r|.-'l!':-~lltlﬂ
than it I8 to convert him to the demoeratic lmﬂ'l-
tion on the tariff question, 1t would be a fatal
migtake for the party to refuse to rll-:llu- an ap-
peal to the anti-trust republicans for they are
much more numerous than the i:-_r'lfl' reform re-
publieans, and they are not so likely to insist
upon the gecuring of anti-trust legislation from
the republican leaders,

The gentiment in favor of rallroad regula-
tion Iy even more widespread than the sentiment
agalnst the trusts and thig sentiment has been
cultivated by the agitation in the federal courts
and in the varlous siate legisglatures., 1t is not
an exnepeerntion to say that a8 considerable ma-
Jority of the republicang are in favor of .!-ﬂ"f‘c't.l\'n
rallroad regulation and the democratic party
ean not afford to lgnore this question merely to
please those who are more interested in tariff
reform than in railroad regulation. How eould
our party exeuse itgelf if it attempted to follow
the suggestion of raflroad magnates and the rail-
rond attorneys to the lgnoring of this question
which Involves first, the present value of the
rallroads, second, the future issue of watered
gtock and third, the reduction of rates,

There Is no inconsistency In the presenta-
tion of all of these gquestions in the same eam-
paign, and fortunately a large majority of the
democratic voters helicve in the elimination of
private monopoly, and in railroad regulation as
well as In tariff reform. The three questions
can not only be discussed together consistently
but they can scarcely be discussed geparately
for the trusts have used bhoth the railroad and
the tariff wall for the bullding up of private
monopoly,

There 18 an jssue more fundamental than
elther the trust fssue, or the tariff issue, or the
rallroad issue and it i8 involved In all of these
Issnes, and this larger and more fundamental
Issue Is this:  Shall the government be admin-
Istered by the people in the interest of the whole
people, or shall it he administered for the benefit
of a few and by those whom the few, through
coerclon and the corruption of politics, elevate
to power. Shall the people rule i8 an issue
which all people can understand. Shall this be
& people’s government or a government of gyndi-
cates, by syndicates and for syndicates? 'This ls
& question that demands attention. 'The trusts
have made the government a government of a
few, and for a few, Just as the heneficlaries of
the tariff have subordinated the welfare of
eighty millions of people to the pecuniary inter-
ests of a comparatively few who are engaged in
protected industries.

The rallroad magnates have, in like manner,
been permitted to prey upon the stockholders
as well as the patrons of the road. On every
subject that has come before congress, the repub-
Hean leaders have taken the side of the classes
agalnst the masses until at last the public s
aroused and the people ready to act.

The paramount {ssue, therefore,
tection of all of the people who
rights from the few who demand
leges, and this issue is presented in every ques-
tion which is before the public or is likely to
come before the public, The few are lnh-rf:stnd
In centralization: the many demand the preserva-
tlon of the rights of the citizens. The few are
interested in providing monopolies: the many
demand the restoration of competition for the
protection of the public. The few profit by a
high tariff; the many demand that taxation shall
be for purposes of revenue and not for the en-
richment of a secondary class., The few grow
rich by the issue of watered stock and fictitious
capitalization and by the Juggling of the values
of railroads: the many demand that the rail-
roads shall be conducted as quasi public enter-
prises with due regard to the interests of the
stockholder and the patron. The few would
make the wage earner the bond-servants of cor-
porate masses: the many insist upon reasonable
hours and reasonable compensation for those
who toil and for trial by jury as well as Im;mr(i.ul
Investigation of dispute between labor and cap-
ftal. The few hope to coin money out of a v(::iu-
nial policy; the many-—from principle, as “‘p" as
because they pay the taxes and furnish tllt'-song
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for the army--demand the recognition of the
American doctrine of self-government wherever
the American flag floats, The few may accumu-
late enormoug fortunes by the equipping of large
armies and the building of large navies and the
opening of a life service to a comparatively small
part; the many prefer peace and pnnmt friend-
ship with all nations and the justice in govern-
ment that will make force unnecessary.

It is favoritism for a part of the people
or justice to the whole population, anr! no mat-
ter where you turn this issue presents itself. It
I8 paramount because it s uppermost in the
minds of the people and paramount also because
it is embodied in all of the questions under
consideration,

On this issue the democratic party must
stand with the people and fight for the people.
IT between now and election time it can con-
vince the public that it is worthy to be trusted
by the people it will become the instrument of
the people to secure the reforms, the need of
which I8 now confessed, but the accomplishment

of which can not be expected from republican
leadership.,

COOO
FORECASTS

In sending to the senate Governor Magoon's
report, President Roosevelt said: I am glad
to be able to say that we can now definitely an-
nounce that by or before February 1, 1909, we
shall have turned over the island to the presi-
dent and congresg to be elected next December
by the people of Cuba,"”

Referring to this statement of the president
the St. Louis Globe-Democrat (rep.) says:
“"Wise political prophets will not view very
serlously that forecast which takes the United
States out of Cuba by February 1, 1909, or at
any other date in 1909.”

It would be well if the Globe-Democrat and
other republican papers could be equally frank
on the republican promise to “revise the tariff
after election,” The Globe-Democerat's comment
would be about like this: “Wise political
prophets will not view very seriously that fore-
cast which gives tariff revision by a party that
derives its campaign funds from the tariff bene-

ficiaries after the coming election—or indeed
alter any old election.”

COOO
LET MR, PERKINS SET THE PACE

Writing in the Sioux City (Ia.) Journal,
Editor George D. Perkins said: “Nothing is
80 exhilarating to the spirits of Mr. Bryan as
the reports of republican family trouble. He is
justified in believing that he knows what such
trouble means. The scheming of one factional
leader against another: the rough and tumble,
the clenched fists, the bad blood. the passionate
language—all this is better than a free lunch
to the Nebraskan., It is diverting: it promises
such state of fecling as shall open the lines for
the royal passage of Mr. Bryan. The reasonable
presumption is that Mr, Bryan and his party will
find the situation somewhat different following
the national conventions. He ought to be
brought to face a different situation now,"

Mr. Bryan is really a man of peace and to
prove words by deeds he pleads for harmony
among the republican brethren. As a good be-
ginning Editor Perkins might call a halt upon
the Sioux City Journal's policy of persistent at-
tack upon Governor Cummins,

OO0
SUSTAINING A PRECEDENT

Congressman Clayton has Introduced the
following resolution: ‘“‘Resolved, That the coun-
try is to be congratulated upon the recent declar-
ation of the president of the United States, af-
firming the wisdom of the custom which limits
the president to two terms, which declaration
demonstrates that he, in common with all other
patriotic Americans, recognizes that the prece-
dent established by Washington and other presi-
dents of the United States in retiring from the
presidential office after their second term has
become, by universal concurrence, a part of our
republican system of government, and that any
departure from this time-honored custom would
be unwise, unpatriotic and fraught with peril
to our free institutions.”

This resolution was introduced o -
ber 12, 1907; three days before My. Clz?vtlgﬁcg?d
introduced a resolution expressing it as the opin-
ion of the house that the precedent established
by Washington and other presidents in retirlzig
after a second term had by universal concur-
rence become a part of our republican system
of g vernment and that “any departure'from
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this time-honored custom would be unwise, un-
patriotic and fraught with peril to our free ir.
stitutions.” Between the 9th and the 12th t} -
pregident issued his statement announcing that
he would adhere to the statement igsued by him
the night of the election to the effect that Lo
would not be a candidate for another term.

Mr. Clayton's second resoclution ought to
be adopted by the house. The change In form
makes it congratulatory rather than a warning
to the president, but it is well that the house
should go on record as opposing any departure
from the precedent established in regard to th:
third term. While the resolution {8 not neceg-
sary in the president's case, it may have a salu-
tary influence upon future presidents in case
any of them are urged by their admirers to con-
sider a third term.

It is fortunate that the position of congress
can be expressed in a resolution applauding the
president’s  determination rather than in a
resolution that could be construed as a threat.

Two terms are enough for any president.
There should be no third term under any cir-
cumstances. In faet, one term is enough and
there are more people in this country who favor
a one term presidency than there are who would
favor a third term presidency. The enormous
power in the hands of the president presents a
temptation so great that the president himself
should be protected against it. A man called
upon to discharge the responsible duties of
chief executive should not be in a positlon to
use the authority which he has for the gratifica-
tion of a personal ambition. It is the summit
of human aspiration—so far as one aspires to
political position—and when one reaches this
summit he should free himself from every taint
of selfishness or ambition and consecrate his
oficial term to a patriotic endeavor to justify
the confidence of his countrymen and to win the
approval of those who conferred upon him this

greatest of all distinctions which mortals can
confer upon a fellow being,

INSTRUCT!

The press dispatches report that at the re-
cent meeting of the democratic national com-
mittee an effort was made to have the commit-
tee pass a resolution against the instructions of
delegates. Of course the effort failed, but the
fact that such a resolution was suggested shows
that we still have some very undemocratic men
who call themselves democrats. Not instruet?
Why not? Well, there are two reasons that
might be urged against instructions. First, there
is the aristocratic reason, namely, that the voters
have not sense enough to know what they want,.
According to this view, the voters meet to-
gether and select delegates of “superior intelli-
gence" (and with money enough to pay travel-
ing expensges) to attend the convention and speak
for them. If this view ig the correct one then
the adoption of platforms is a mistake for “a
superior intelligence' could npt be expected to
be bound by a platform adopted by the “less
intelligent” voters of the rank and file, This is
the aristocratic position, and it will not appeal

to any ctne who desires to be known as a
democrat,

The democrat believes with Jefferson that
the people have both the right to, and the ca-
pacity for, self government, and believing this
he regards the representative—whether he be
an oflicial or a delegate—as the servant of those
who elect him. The master—the people—has
a right to tell the representative what to do
and how to do it. This information is given
first, in a platform which expresses the opinion
of the voters on the issue involved and second,

In instructions which express the desire of the
voters in regard to the

Yersor
be nominated, VISR 9% permads. 1o

Any man, claiming to be
either denies the right of the
or objects to being instructed ought to be left
at home. No man is fit to be a demoeratic dele-
gate who puts his own wishes above the wishes
of those who elect him,

The second objection to Instructions is that
they prevent the delegation being used for trad-
ing purposes, but as trades are generally made
for personal advantage rather than for the ad-
vantage of the voterg the objection needs only
to be stated—it answers itself,

The third objection to instructions is that
they make it Impossible for the delegates to
betray those who elect them, This objection is
never stated openly but it is the real objection
with most of thoge who oppose instructions.

If the readers will examine the record of
those who now o, pose instructions they will
find that most of them have favored instruo-

& democrat, who
voters to instruct




