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~_ In my first letter to you I resented the im-

& 5t it, or because of his “fear of business adver-
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MR. BRYAN TO MR. ROOSEVELT

At Roek Island, 111, Mr. Bryan gave to the
press his reply to Mr, Roosevelt's letter .mnde
public Monday, September 28. Mr. Bryan's let-

ollows:

v fRock Island, 111., September 29, 1908, Hon.
Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United
States, Washington, D. C.—Dear Sir: A brief
reply to your last letter is all that 1s necessary
to ecall attention to your attempt to shift the
{ssues raised. In your letter attacking Mr. For-
aker you Inserted an attack upon Governor Has-
kell and attempted to use the charges against
him to connect the demoeratic party and me as
its candidate, with the trusts. 1 asked you to
name a tribunal before which the charges could
be Investigated, or, if you would not do that,
offered to leave you to say whether, in your
judgment, the charges justified Mr. Haskell's
withdrawal from the organization. You did not
deign to suggest a tribunal, but proceeded to
pase judgment upon him. He immediately re-
signed his position that he might be more free
to prosccute those who brought accusations
against him. Thus his connection with the or-
ganization ended.

1 had no authority to submit, and did not
submit, to vou the question of his guilt er inno-
cence for final decision. Even the president can
not deny to the humblest citizen of the land the
right to protect his reputation and vindicate his
name in courts established for the purpose,
where witnesses can be examined and evidence

_submitted according to the rules of law.
Eauuo n that any charges made against Governor
askell could be justly construed as connecting
the democratic party, or me as its candidate,
with any trust or law-defying corporation. You
replied that the charges were a matter of gen-
eral notoriety, and T asked you why Mr. Taft did
not mention them when he made spoeches
against Mr, Haskell in Oklahomr. You at once
- endeavored to connect me with new matters
which arose after the Denver convention, and,
conscious that those charges were insufficient,
you have since glven wings to accusations that
no disinterested party would make against an-
other without investigation.

I am willing that all your charges against
me sghall Be submitted to the voters of the coun-
‘try, and with your charges I submit my denial

- of any knowledge or information that conld, in
the remotest way, connect me with any trust,
.monopoly or “law-defying corporation.” My
record is sufficient answer to your insinuation,
I have lived in vain If your aecusations lose me a
single friend, - - |

I challenged you to name a trust official
who is supporting me, and, after searching the
country, you prodace the name of one man, not
a trust officlal, but the loeal attorney of a trust.

~ Without inquiring whether he votes for me he-
__sause of his connection with a trust, or in spite

Mity" under Mr, Taft, you accept his statement
that he will vote for me as conclusive proof
that T am in league with the trusts, although

you admit that trust officials are supporting the
republican ticket,

You complilment me wheén you measnre
me by a hieher standard than you do your polit-
leal associates, for you insist that Mr. Roekefel-
ler's contribution to Governer Hughes' campaisn
fund was no reflection upon him, and 1 take it
for granted that you do not eriticise Judge Taft s
recommendation of a Standard Oil attorney to
the federal bench, a place where the judge might
have to pass upon charges against the very
trust for which he had been attorney.

While the trust attorney to whom you refer
Is not an official of a trust, 1 will warn him and
through him his clients that If T am elected. I
will not only vigorously enforce against all
offenders the laws which we hope to have en-
acted in compliance with the democratic plat-
form, but that I will also vigorously enforee
existing laws against any and all who violate
them, and that 1 will enforce them, not spas-
modically and Intermittently, but persistently
and comsistently; they will not be suspendec,
even for the protection of cabinet ofMcers.

You say “the attitude of many men of large
financial interests’’ warrapts you “in expressing
the belief that those trust magnates whose fear
of being prosecuted under the law by Mr Taft
Is greater than their fear of general business
adversity”’ under me, will support me rather
than Mr. Taft. You have attempted to word that
statement in such a way as to clalm the support

of all the trust magnates, and yet put it on the
ground that they are supporting your party for
patriotic reasons rather than for the promotion
of a selfish interest. That is ingénious, but it
is not sound. '

The trust magnates are supporting the re-
publican party and the Bible offers an explana-
tion—"the ox knoweth his owner and the ass
his master's erih.” You admit that you gave
permission to the steel trust to absorb a rival,
and thus Increase its control of the output of
steel and fron products. 1 will leave the Amer-
fcan people to pass judgment upen that act and
compare your position on the trust question with
mine, '

You refer to our campaign fund in 1896
and accuse us of allowing two men to contribute
largely to the small fund with whirh the com-
mittes conducted the campaign. I am not sur
abont the figures because ] have not seen an
authentic statement of the contributions, but
I was informed that the largest of the two sums
which you mention was not all contributed by
the man to whom it was credited, but included
contributions from others as well as that which
he gave bhimself.

But if you want to be fair why do vou not
give the amount of the republiran campaign fond
that vear and the sources of it? T am willing
to have both funds published, are von? If some
of thore who eontr'buted to onr fund of less than
$200.000 had a pecuninry interest in the result
of the elertion, how will you explain the enor-
mons contribntions made to the republican fund?
If vou will remember, the democratic platform
candidly declared the partyv's purpose. T1f the
carrving out of that policy wonld have heen of
advantaze to anyone, the whole public had
knowledge and the publicption of the contrihu-
tions would not bhave affected the resnlt. Pub-
licity, as to enmpafen fands Is not needed fo
make known that which fs disclosed by the plat-
form, but to, direct attention to secret asree-
ments, expressed or implied, whirh would other-
wise be concealed from the publie. s ¥

. You certeinly pay more attention to the
mote than to the beam when von find fault with
our national campaiegn fund in 1896 and isnore
the gienificance of a fund almost as large, whirh,
at vour request, was collected from a few per-

sns in 1904 and was need in one gtate and was

only a small item in the fund,
year, : : dov L ibie) Je il

But vour letter presents a defense of vonr
partv’'s position and an acensation sgeinst the
voters which emnhagizes an irsne already nromi-
nent, Youn are the first conspirnors memher »f
your party to attempt an. explanation of the
party’s opposition to publirity before the eler-
tion, and the admission which yon make will
embharrass your party assoclates. Vour pogition
is that the publication before electinn nf the
contributiongs made to wvour camnaien fund
wonld furnish yvour politics} anponaents an oppor-
tunity “to-give a false impreseion’ as tn the fit-
ness of the candidates. You cite as {llustrationg
the contribntions made to Governnr Hughes'
eammaien fund, the eontribution collected hy Mr.
Harriman and the eontribntiong whicrh are now
being collected for Mr. Taft's campaien fund.
You charge, in effeet, that the peonle are so
lacking in irtellizence that thev mioht condemn
as improper contributions which you declare to
be proper.

If the voters differ from vou on this qnes-
tion are they necressarily ignorant and wroane?
Mugt the members of the narty areani=atinns
art as self-appointed guardinrns of the peonle
and conceal from them what is enine on lest
the peaple be misled as to the purpnse and effent
of large contributions? Ts thie vonr exnlanation
of the action of the repvhliran leaders In the
netional convention in voting down a publicity
plank?

If yon will pardon the sngeestion. T heljave
that a better exnlanation ecan he fonnd in holy
writ, for we do not read of men laving darkneeg
rather than Neht, becanse their deads are evil?

You attempt to make a perannal aneetion
of it and ask whether anvone will arenes aneh
men as von, Governor Fnehee and My Taft of
being Influenced bv contrihmtinng.  That is not
the anestion. 1If it 18 fonnd that a party th a
snit has riven a suym of monev ta ene of the
jnrors, the conrt does not stop tn Inanire whothap
or not the juror i1s an Incorruptibhle mean or
whether in accepting the manevy he evnlinitly
stated that it was accepted with the wnderetand.
ing that he was under no obligations to consider

collected that

it.in making up his verdict. The court woulq
hold that the giving of money by an Interested
party or the recelving of money was a contempt
of court and an interference with the adminis-
tration of justice. Public officials occupy much
the same position as jurors, They are constantly
called upon to decide questions between the
favor-seeking corporations on the one hand and
the people on the other, and there 18 a very gon-
eral impression that officials of these favor-seek-
ing corporations do not put up large sums of
money from purely patriotic motives.

Mr. Hovemeyer testified before a senate
committee some years ago that the sugar trust

“made 1t a business to contribute to campaien
funds, and that it was its custom to give to the
party in po~er in the state.

I do not mean to say that Mr. Hughes was
influenced by the contributions made to him
by the trust maenates whose names were given
in the after-election report. I do mot mean to
say that yvou were influenced by the contribu-
tions collected by Mr. Harriman, neither do 1
mean to say that Mr. Taft will be influenced by
the contributions that are belng made to his
fund bv the trust magnates, but 1T do me n to
say that the American people have a right to
know what contributions are being made, that
they may judee for themselves the motive of
the givers and the oblization imposed upon those
who rereive. The reflection upon the people
involved in your charge that they would misuse
the knowledge which publicity would give is un-
worthv of one who has been elevated to so hich
an office by the votes of the people, and I ven-
ture the assertion that vou can not procure from
Mr. Taft an indorsement of your defense. e
is now before the people; he 18 offering himself
as a candidate for the presidency: he dare not
tell the people to whom he appeals that they
have not sense enoueh to form a just and cor-
rect opinion as to the purpose which leads par-
ties interested In special legislation to make big
contributions. _

_You fear that we would misrepresent the
motives of those who are. contributing to the
réphblican eampalen fund, dnd east an uninst
sianicion npon republican  ecandidates if the
rames and amonnts were made known before
the election. Vour areament, if sound, wonld
prevent puhlteation a¥ter tHe election, for why
ghonld an uninst guepicion be east npon officials
after the elaction anv more than before? Does
nnt the secrecy before the. election Increase this
suspicion? ' ' -

.. Wea are goine to egive vou an opportunity
tn rn_i#renrmnn,t the motives of those whn eive
to onr ecamnaien fund., and to aronse all the
gnenicinn von efan; we are gnine to prove to the
necnla thet we ara mokineg a ficht “or tha whnle
peapla and not for those who have heen eninv-
ine privileces and favors at the hands of the
government, and we expect that the honest sen-
timent of the conntrv  will rebnke the portv
whnea econveantinn refnead tn Indoree arv Iind
o” nvhliaity and whaea eandidates are nnt willine
thot tha nannla ghenld Enow nnti]l after the nolls
are rlnepd what predatnry irtepecsts have hoon
artiva ip gunnest of the rennhliean narty, With
great respect, ete. Yonursg troly,

WILLTAM J, BRYAN.

SINCE WHEN?

Secretary Loeb announces for Mr. Roosevelt
that he will not reply to Mr, Brvan's latest let-
ter.. Mr. Loeb savs that Mr. Roosevelt feels
that “inasmuch as Mr., Brvan’s letter was simnly
an attack upon him personally, was no reason
why he rhould answer.”

It will be dificult for the average reader
tb look at Mr. Brvan’s letter in that wav. Bnt
it mieht be pertinent to ask since when did
Mr. Roosevelt become so averse to personal con-
troversy?

LR R
MR. TAFT AND CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

While at Lincoln, Neb,, Mr. Taft gave out
the following statement in reply to Mr. Bryan:

““Mr. Bryan challenzes me to take the samé
position that President Roosevelt takes with rel-
erence to the time when publicity should be
made of, campaign contributions, and [ accept
the challenge. I take exactly the same position
that the president takes. , 1 have always beecll
In favor of a law which will require publicity
of both contributions and expenditures immes
diately after election. Mr. Bryan seems to favos



