2

over the merger decision, but what is thc";re {ghl’lz
to cause exultation among repnl;lirun’s[t.the L
does not the president enforce the law Bt
g good? Why are the numerous grt‘al: “m 80[ .
lowed to continue business? If the gt)\'crnthior e
gtate enforced the law agalnst one hmsel i
ten or twenty or one hundred, could he rx)t.nsri' 1 o
gelf for not enforcing it aga‘inﬂt the other ILIII:'ere-
nineteen or ninety-nine? The reason f?r 1e o
publican inaction Is plain to be secen, l‘he '1[1131 3;:
receives campaign contributiong from tru.u'ta, lr 13-
officials and financiers lend to the republican l;*a 3
ers thelr power to coerce employes and to i{) imi-
date borrowers. Will the democratic _part:\ mI

tate republican methods and invite t_-nnn.lmu.e on };
to betray it, or will it take a firm and strong st}am
against the commercialism of the day and nmlmua
resolute attempt to restore the gnwrnm:’nt. Lo ‘s
old foundations and to purify ]}OIHIE’TS? The dem-
ocratic party has two paths before it, It can fgl-
low the republican party upon the downward n:x_lh
or it can take the path leading to higher ground.
In the last two campaigns the party has made a
strenuous flght for higher ideals, but its way has
been obstructed and made hard by the perfidy of
men once high in the party’s councils and by the
betrayal of men of whom it had a right to expect
nought but fidelity. It must continue its strug-
gle or forfeit its claim upon the conscience of
the country, There is every inducement to a
righteous course. It cannot only secure to its
members the satisfaction that comes from noble
effort, but it can lay the foundation for perma-
nent and overwhelming success. Indicationsg point
with Increasing clearness to the control of the next
national convention by the democratic democrats
of the party, but to make tne certainty sure, every
believer in democratic principles, every [earless
exponent of the rights of the people, ought to work
incessantly until the convention meets, Thig is
no time for over-confidence or idleness. If the
party would realize the hopeg of its founders and
prove an effective instrument for the improvemeit
of government and the betterment of political con-
ditions, the order must be no comvpromise, con-
cession or surrender, but forward, march!

144
Dropping the Mask.

It is impossible for the organs of the reorgan-
izers to conceal their real purpose, Pretending
that their chief objection to the Kansas City plat-
form is on the money plank, they cannot hide e
fact that they are just as vigorously opposed to
the democratic party's position on the trist ques-
tion as they are to its position on the money
question.

The Brooklyn Eagle, recognized as one of the
leaders of the reorganizing element. boldly in-
dorses the Foraker bill, now pending in the sen-
ate. The Foraker bill, in brief, nullifies the Sher-
man anti-trust law directly repeals the criminal
clause of that law- and, bluntly slated, provides
that the trust magiates may conspire in restraint
of trade, provided they do so in a “reasonable”
degree,

In an editorial printed in its issue of March
17, the Brooklyn Eagle maintains that “the power
to violate the laws of congress In restraint of
trade should not be held to be aa intention (o
violate them and should not, in itself, be a vio-
lation of them.” The Eagle does not approve ot

the opinion delivereq by Justice Harlan in the
Northern Securitieg merger case., It says:

“It is, therefore, desirable that the For-
aker bill should he passed by congiess as soon
as possible for the reputation of the United
States, for the sake of Justice, for the pros-
perity of business and for the Teconciliation
of law with logic, of construction of law with
sanity and of the administration of law with
reason and with right.”

In the opinion of the reorganmzers
stated by the Brooklyn Ea '
business prosperity is secured
with logie, the construction 0
sanity, the administration of )
with reason and with right,
magnate is given the power to
the privilege of freedom from
the violation is “reasonable,
judge whom the trust magn
sufliciently “conservatiye"
of a “trustee of God.”

a8 well
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Give Us the Figures,

The chief argument advanced by

thoge w
advocate a pretective tariff is that it benefitg lllll(:'
Yy are slow ahout [}l't’ll_ll‘i.;

~ wage-workers, But the
ing tangible proof,
Under the tariff on stee) rails,

gle, justice is upheld,
, law is reconciied
[ law is made with
aw is in accordance
whencver the Lrust
violate the Jaw and
punishment when
in the Opinion of a
ales may concede to he
o pass upon the acis

American manye-

The Commonet.

facturers charge home consumers $28 petl‘ tog.n g‘l:;
same rails are sold to Canada for $21 a cm,t a1
Great Britain or South Africa for §18 a ton,
board the carg at the point of manufacture. it
How much of the $28 charged the dopelh.
consumer goes to the laborers who make the
s , Canadian
How much of the 321 charged the Can ¥
government goes to the laborers who make tae
"
m"sl-'low much of the $18 charged the Briton or
the Afrikander goes to the laborers who make
ils?
< {; it not true that the laborers who are en-
gaged in making the $18 rails get just as mm-p l'o;
their work as the men who make the $28 rails?
And if the men who make the $25 rails get no
more than the men who make the $18 rails, who

‘but the manufacturer is benefited by the tariff?

And if the tariff enables the manufacturer to
charge an exorbitant price for his product, upon
whom does the burden fall? Necessarily upon the
people, for the raiiroads who have to pay the
high domestic price shoulder it off upon the peo-
ple in extortionate freight rates.

But let some advocate of the robber tariff
explain why, if the tariff is beneficial to labor,
the men who roll the $28 rails for American con-
sumers get no more wages Lthan the men who roll
rails for the foreign consumer. Advocateg of the
tarift should be willing to let glittering generaii-
ties rest for a time and give a few plain facts,

444
Birds of a. Feather.

The Cincinnati Enquirer prints the following
“special dispatch” from New York:

“New York, March 17.—According tp an
interview credited to James J, Hill, president
of the Northern Securities company, and of the
Great Northern railroad, he is in favor of the
nomination of Grover Cleveland for the presi-
dency.

“‘It is my belief,’ said Mr. Hill, ‘that Mr,
Cleveland would make a very strong candidate
wita the people. They know him; they know
his ability. He has been in that office before
and he filled it in a manner that must have
impressed the people in general. He was con-
servative in his administration and demon=
strated unusual ability, not to say greatness,

“ ‘The people know what to expect of him,
which is more than can be said of the other
candidates, and which, I believe, 1s a strong
point in his favor., I believe that his nomi-
nation would be the strongest that the demo-
cratic party could maie, and I think the peo-
ple would indorse the selection at the polls.””

Of course, Mr. Hill admires Mr, Cleveland,
“Birds of a feather flock together.” Mr. Cleveland
is doubtless a great admirer of Mr. HiK and it
might be interesting to know whether Mr. Cleve-
land had any stock in the Northern Pacific when
the merger was planned and whether he sold it or
kept it. If some enterprising reporters will se~
cure a signed statement from the ex-president de-
claring, first, whether he held a block of Northern
Pacific just prior to the merger; second, whether
Le sold it about that time and, if so, at what profit
above purchase price, it might prove more interest-
ing reading than Mr, Cleveland’s recent article on
the demo;rg-uti{: Obportunity, Or, if he does not
want"t,o (hst-nss this phase of the “money ques-
tion,” he might take the public into his confidence
and say whether he indorses the dissenting opin-
lons of the three judges whom he appointed to the
a;::g;'o?:( court, and whether he would, if “forced”

O Lthe presidency
would fﬁ\'llll- mm-gr-r}s_ SN, Rpoing nagee e

Mr. Clevelang wants a platform “¢
1.]1(: taint of jugglery.” It wFu be ;I(l)me rﬁ;:rﬁﬂi
fm.c-_ he is calleq upon to write a democratie pla;-
fpnn. but he might try his hand upon a plai
statement covering the above points, n

Y.
The Kansas City Platform.,

On anothep
City platform, a

of tl:lat platform ¢

: » and when tha

who ig opposed to the i
, :  platform the e

t'.n point out what particulap Dart }I;:;nge?,n ask him

roquestag oS oblecls to any plank, P osed to

‘quested to w X s 40 e

form rite out a substitute for that plate

The Kansag
ordinary foree

0 carry this
ﬁnd a4 man

City platfor
£ m state
and clearnesg th -

ith extra-
e Issueg between
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the parties, and any attempt to re-

ly to make it weaker ralhr:er ?hﬁn wgite g
rcafiirmation of the platform g,
planks in it, and the o] W
in connection with such additions a4 y
If the platform is not reaffirmeq, thpud} 1S
not restated would be considereq ag ri” i
and what can we afford to repudiate» lgpl"'““‘fﬂ,
lism wrong? If 8o, why not repudiate i .:Ime
ly, and if right, how can the nartv's-;ms[ﬁnr
better stated on that subject? | the try ‘1
edy proposed in that platforpy Ohjm'tinn;gn:o
80, what better remedy for the reorgam};'
propose? They not only have no other i-r-mn.frﬁ -
their political idol, when president 'a;',l,z{m
three judges who dissented frop the «'.pinmn P
taining the anti-trust law in the mergs " "

er Case,

Nobody need be ashamed of tpe Kansgg (y
platform. It would, however, he 4 mattey g
shame if a great poiitical party wity pou,"
six million members could he frignteneq py fa
trust magnates and financiers and made lf:ll'u!
from so sound apd democratic an utterance g lh:
Kansas City platform.

Yy
“Sneers and Jeers.”

In its issue of March 16, the New York Wory
printed an editorial entitled “Facts,’ as follows;

1. The anti-trust law was framed by a
republican, was passed by a repunlican houge
and a republican senate, was signed by g e
publican president.

2. The law remained a dead ietter op ts
statute books during the entire second tery
of Grover Cleveland, a democratic president,
Through those four years of democratic ad.
ministration all appeals and all efiorts of the
World to have the law enforced were m
with sneers, jeers and open contempt froma
democratic attorney general, Richard Olney,
who pretended that the law was unconstit
tional, and who would do nothing toward
prosecuting violators of it.

3. The first effort to enforce the law was
made by Theodore Roosevelt, a republica
president, The first attorney general to vig
orously prosecute offenders and to test the law
was a republican attorney general, Phiander
C. Knox,

4. The decision of the supreme court o
the United States, given as a finality from
which there is no appeal, upholding the law
as perfectly constitutional and absolutely im-
pregnable in every respect, as the World for
twelve years constantly insisted, was due (0
five judges, every one of whom is a republican,

5. The dissenting Winority of the court
included every democratic judge of tlm.l.tnh-
unal, to-wit: Chief Justice Fuller of 1llinois,
Mr. Justice White of Louisiana, and Mr.'Jus-
tice Peckham of New York. Al these distine
guished democrats not only voted against the
constitutionality of the law, but denounced it
as a danger to the republic.

6. Under these circumstances it does nflt
seem probable that the democrats can make
great capital in seeking to monopolize the
anti-trust issue and charging the republica
party with the erime of being owned body aud
soul by the trusts. ,

It is just as well to record some plait
truths, however unpleasant or surprising

The World has insisted that the democnit
barly nominate for president Grover Clmr(flaﬂ.'-i,,
some one in harmony with Mr. Cleveland’s Vié
on public questions. dne (B8

Yet, that newspaper tells ug that during «
eéntire second term of Grover Cleveland, the ans‘
trust law remalned a dead letter on the smt;t'
books; that all ‘efforts and appeals to have th
enforced “‘were met with sneers, jeers and 0
contempt from a democratic attorney Fi""‘:td
and that the justices who took the trust %l ent
the question were appointees of Grover Cles T':rll

In the face of these facts, will the ‘mr
continue to insist that the only hope It’n'.th(‘ dt’m
(ratic party ig that it surrender itseli ﬁ_““fi
keeping of those who meet “with sneers, JN?T[ (e
Oben contempt” appeals that the laws agal
trusts be enforced? al

The World has already lold its readers lhwe |
Kansas City platform must be abandoned, "rtu
ng that its objections are based on the MO
blank of that platform. Yet, in this editoridl
World says that democrats cannot malke 8
cessful fight on the trust issue. Are we tge;p
derstand that the World would have tie g
¢ratic party abandon that fssue? Are we '
derstand that the World would have (be
brétend to be against the trusts, 8!




