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the manufacturers; but a movement of the uni
versal human mind.” The object of th.lln muw}-
ment, according to the Chroanicle, is "to save
wnau;., and it hag been so successful in this tlu‘tt
one {8 amazed to Liink that the wiorld‘ uhou;-l
have been ko long 1a discovering it.” Then, 'n
concluding thig eloquent defense of the tn‘lst By a-
tem, It 1nalsty fhat the democratic party ‘cannot
array itsell ugalnst business enterprise and pro-
gress and endeie” )

The New York World, the Brooklyn Eagle and
the Chicago Chronicle are the leading organg of
the reorganizing element, The editors of these
papers and the politiclans who train with them
become very indignant when anyone suggests a
platform in line with Jdemocratic tradition; and
yot they have no hesitancy in presenting as a
democratic platform the policles that have chiedy
characterized the republican platform.

For a long time these papers and their lol-
lowerg pretended to favor harmony, Long ago
that mask was dropped. They denied that they
were bent upon reorganizalion. They have Leen
driven from that disclaimer. It is true that they
even now deny that they are representing the
trust magnates and the men who win gold under
the policy of imperialism; but their denlals aro
of little value in the face of the iact that with
small change, thelr editorials could be printed
in republican newspapers that are owned or coa-
trolled by these selfish Interests,

Is it possible for intelligent and candid demo-
eratg to remain in doubt as to the purpose of the
reorganizers?
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The Massachusetts Platform

In last week's issue of The Commoner, (he
New York platform was discussed and the gou-
eralities, uncertainties and evasions of that plat-
form were pointed out.

Next comes the Massachusetts platform and
this, too, was adopted by a convention which of-
fered to the democracy a candidate for president.
Of the two platforms, the Massachusetts platform
was the more candid, because it did not atte.xpt
to say anylhing on the issues before the pcople.
The New York platform was cunningly devised
and intended to deceive; but the bay state con-
vention practically said to the democrats of the
country: “It is none of your business what cur
candidate thinks or what he will do,”

The Massachusetts democrats declare that
they have the jdeal candidate for the presidential
nomination and they ask the country to accept
their assurance that he ig all righi in every par-
ticular. To prevent any disappointment before
the convention, the Massgachusetts democrats take
the precaution to draw the veil over his vicws,
a futile precaution, for in his New York specch,
proposing Mr, Cleveland’s renomination, Mr. Gl
ney, the Massachusetts candidate, gave to ine
country a clear understanding as to the kind of
president he himself would make.

There is only one political doctrine to which
the Massachusetts platform distinctly refers, and
that is no longer an issue, It commends Mr. Ol-
ney’s position on the Venezuelan controversy with
England, As this has been indorsed by all politi-
cal parties, it can no more be made a campaign
issue than could the nation’s position in the war
of 1812,

The New York conventlon’ presented no issue
at all; the Massachusetts convention suggests an
Issue that was settled ten years ago; the next re-
organizer convention might content itself witn
passing a resolution commending the discovery of
America. What an animated campaign we sha'l
have if the Wall street element writes the demc-
cratic platform! Angd to think that all this cow-
ardice is displayed at a time when the republican
party ir unable to defend its position on a sinile
question; at a time when a bold, honest and con-
sistent fight for genuine democracy would pro-
vide abundant hope for success,
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The Gresham Law.

The Gresham law, as it is called, was not a
legislative enactment, but merely the statewent
of a principle by an Englishman by the name of
Gresham when he was at the head of the treasury
department. It was to the effect that the cheapcr
coin would drive out the more expensive coin,
the reason being that the more expensive coin
would be exported or melted for use in the ar.s,
while the cheaper coin would be circulated among
the people. This had reference to clipped coins,
or coins that had been worn by use, To apply it
to bimetallism the ratio must be taken into con-
sideration, If the legal ratio in this country was
less than the legal ratio in Burope the under-val-
ued coln would either remain here at a preminm
or would be exported, but as most of the coiued
silver of the world circulates at a ratio more
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favorable to gilver than ours, bimetallists conteid
that silver would mot drive gold out.
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Who Knows?

Referring to Judge Parker, the Brookiyn
Kagle says: “His ability and his availability are
recognized, The kind of platform which he wouid
prefer and on which he would insist is we;ll
enough known. The kind he would not toleraie
and on which he would not stand, under any cir-
cumetances, is also known. The gort of man who
ghould be nominated with him ig clearly under-
stood, Almost any northern ag well as many a
gsouthern state abounds with examples of the
right sort of \Jemocrat to name for vice presidcot
with Parker for president.”

The “kind of platform which Judge Parkr.l:
would prefer, and on which he would insist
may be “well enough known” to August Belmoni,
to Grover Cleveland, to David B. Hill and to the
editor of the Brooklyn REagle; but what has
Judge Parker ever said to permit democrats gcii-
erally to form an idea of the kind of platform
he would prefer? :

Asgide from the New York platiorm, recenty
presented to the public, the only way we have of
judging of the kind of platform Judge Parker
would prefer is by observing the zeal with which
men who are closely allied with Wall street Jabor
for Judge Parker's nomination.

The reorganizer newspapers tell us that Judge
Parker's national platform would not be writlen
exactly as the New York platform was writlten.
That being true, what method have we for dis-
covering Judge Parker’s position on political ques-
tions other than by an inspection of the elemeats
that are most energetic in pushing his candidacy?

Grover Cleveland seems to know where Mr,
Parker stands and Cleveland ig satistied. The edi-
tor of the Brooklyn Eagle seems to know where
Mr, Parker stands and the editor of the Brook-
lyn Eagle is satisfied, David B, Hill and Joseph
Pulitzer seem to know where Mr. Parker stands
and Hill and Pulitzer seem to be satisfied. So
far as democrats generally are concerned, they
must be satisfled with the assurance from theso
men that Judge Parker is “eminently satistac-
tory.”

It is very probable, however, that democrats
generally will decline to nominate for the presi-
dency a man concerning whose public views tue
people are in ignorance.
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Parker’s Vote.

The Chicago Chronicle, in defending Judge
Parker, says: “If it be admitted that Judge Pa~-
ker voted for Bryan, which is not at all certain,”
ete. What reason has the Chronicle to express
doubt as to Judge Parker's vote in 1896? To be
sure, the letter relied on for proof says that Judge
Farker voled the national ticket of the demo-
cratic party and the Palmer-Buckner crowd ciaim
that their ticket was the real democratic ticket;
but as the Parker letter wag written to “Bryan
democrats,” it is hardly possible that Judge Par-
ker could have meant that he voted the Palmer-
Buckner ticket. To accuse him of that would Le
to accuse him of misrepresentation. If the Chron-
icle has any proof it onght to produce it or witn-
draw its suggestion, If anvone has any' doubt on

Lthe subject, he'ought to write to Judge Parker aud
get his answer,
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Now for the Hill Bill.

It was proposed in the senate in an amend«
ment to the sundry civil bill to authorize the sec-
retary of the treasury to purchase silver bullion
for subsidiary coinage., The advocates of the
Hill currency bill, among other provigiong of
which is one authorizing the Secretary of tne
treasury to recoin the standard silver dollarg 1nlo
subsidiary coin, objected to the genate zmwnt.lmr ﬁt
and it was defeated.

Some Washington corregspondents say that the
senate amendment was defeated because the we-
pphlivans Jdid not desire to engage in a silyep
discussion during the cloging hourg gr e
Perhaps a better idea of the cause of the senate
amendment’'s defeat may' be obtained from the
It{ll()u'ing paragraph  which appears in qeveri
Washington dispatches: "One effect of t};e { 1
ure to legislate, treasury officials say will I)(:'lha-
ﬁ Y ] i il i e
c;::raylgroéns(}gfﬁ:diary silver coing before the pres.

When congress shall assemble for 0
ber sesgion, we may expect that th(.‘,.,lf;}:%ﬂﬁ‘;:‘”'
the Hill currency bill will push their argument .
the ground that the great necessity for q'”.t !nu.
colns requireg the bassage of the Hij] b mn:)nl]\j:;

of congr-eg,
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that the metal in the eilver dollars may 1) usey
for the smaller coins. e 1y - [
A more simple way to provide the remedy
would seem to be to purchase sufficient sijver bile
lion with which %o issue small coing; but the P
publican way s to destroy more than 500 0 00
silver dollars on the pretense that the builion |
those dollars is needed for subsidiary eoinage, hyp
in reality to aid In the ascomplishment of .
street’'s effort to replace “the dollar of the dage
Jdies” with the dollar of the bankers.
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Why and Wherefore Belmont?

The New York World has taken offense 1o
cause of Mr, Bryan's criticism of the New Yo}
platform; and yet in its issue of April 20, (h
World not only condemned the New York Piate
form, bat went into personalitieg concerning 1he
influences behind Mr. Parker’s New Yor
Among other things, the World said:

“The selection of the four delegates-at-
large was another mistake. The names are
disappointing. They will commang neither
respect at home nor influence at St. Louis,
Mr. Hill is a ‘narrow-gauge” politician with a
long series of blunders and failures to hiy
discredit. Ex-Senator Murphy, a protection-
ist and one of the perfidious manglers of tne
Wilson tariff refarm bill, 8 a ‘hags been.
Mr. Ridgway is known politically as simply
an unimportant member of the Brooklyn lo-
cal machine., Ag for Mr, Ehret, he 1s a ‘suc-
cessful brewer,’ without education, destitute
of political knowledge, experience or standing,
a4 mere money-bag.

“To add to the incongruities between the
platform and the men selected to represent it,
the name of James T, Woodward, the astute
president of the Hanover Bank and a
prominent member of the Morgan gold syndi-
cate that bedevilled President Cleveland’s ad-
ministration—a combination which the World
had the pleasure of sm ppears as the
first presidential elector-at-large! Why and
wherefore Woodward ?”

The World adds: “The worst thing about
truth is that it must be often told to our friends
for their good.” Then why does the World sa
strenuously object when democrats who believe in
democratic principles as they were enunciated in
the platforms of 1896 and 1900 protest against
what they believe to be an attempt to republicans-
ize the democratic party?

While the World has discovered that James T,
Woodward, “the astute president of the Hanover
Bank and a prominent member of the Morgan goid
syndicate that bedevilled President Cleveland's
administration,” is conspicuous among Mr. FPacs
ker's representatives, how does it heppen that Lhe
World has overlooked the more conspicuous Auge
ust Belmont?

If the World is so devoted to truth that it
must even go into personalities, why does it not
observe the very important part August Belmont
Is playing in connection with the Paiker hoorm,

and why does it not ask “Why and wherelore
Belmont?”
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“ Recruits and Recruits.”

The Chicago Tribune says that Mr. Bryan obs
Jects to the democratic party obtaining recruis
and that “if the democratic party does not get re<
cruits, it will be beaten again,” The Tribune adds
"If the democratic party re-enunciates the saiie
principles and makes a fight on the same issucé
again, only a minority of the American votcd
Will enroll themselves in itg ranks.”

Instead of objecting to the democratic paily
oblaining recruits, Mr.* Bryan wants the party .0
ETOW larger and larger. He does not believe that
this can be accomplished by delivering the party
into the merciless keeping of the Wall street
financiers and the trust magnates, He Delievis
that the party' can win the only success WOILD
having by deserving it, In his opinion, whens
ever the party turns itg back upon the people, e
pudiates democratic principles and surrenderg (0
Wall street, it will not only go down to ignominis
Ous defeat at the polls, but will forfeit the confi*
dence and respect of intelligent men.

If there ig any force in the statement that the
party must not re-enunciate the principles upon
Which it made the fight in 1896 and in 1900, Lue
argument must be applied to every one of the in®
portant issues .resented in those campaigns.
this argument {s sound as to the party’s position
on the money question, then it is sound as to tid
party’s position on the tariff question, the trust
Question, and the question of Imperialism.

The democratic party hag repeatedly mcl
feat on the tarift question; and yet democial#

(10w



