S The Hepublican party passed the

0 26.—Easily the
of the notification ceremonies
d8y was the speech of Wil-

Jennings Bryan on the question
® Mr. Brvan attacked the

an parly for its apathy on
nt Lua

mpo and declared
it nothing was to be expected from
m in the shape of rellef In
jéw of ‘the coloriess platform upon
ich It stood’ before the people. He
plged severaly Judge Taft's at-
L on the subject of trusts
d ‘contrasted with telling effect the
publican and Democratic plat-
forme. His specch in full follows:
MR. BRYAN'S SPEECH.
~ " Nowhere does thé Republican party
“show {ts Indifference to real reform
. " more than in its treatment of the
b= trumi - question. Here in the Repub-
~ Mean platform:

* “Sherman anti-trust law over Demo-
ermtle opposition and enforced It af-
tor Democratle derelicion. 1t has
been a wholesome instrument for

in the hands of a wiae and fear-
administration But f\‘pl'f‘i!'hl'l"}

*has shown that its effectiveness can

£ be stremgthened and Its real objects

quibbling, no evasion, nb ambiguity.
A private monopoly Is indefensi
and intolemable. It is bad-—<=bad in
principle, and bad [n “practice. 'No
apology can be offered for it, and no
people should endure it Our party’'s
position 1s entirely in harmony with
the position of Jefferson. With a
knowledge of human nature which
few men have equaled and none syr-
passed, and with extraordinary fore-
sight, he expressed unaltarable oppo-
sition to every form of private mo-
nopoly. The sudent of history will
find that upon this subject, as upon
other subjects of government, the
great founder of the Democratic par-
ty took his position upon the side
of the whole people and against those
who seek to make a private use of
government, or sirive (o secure spe-
cial privileges at the expense of the
publie

I have, In discussing the tariff
question, presented one of our reme-
dies, namely, the removal of the tar-
iff from imports which compete with
trust made goods. This, we believe,
would greatly lessen the extrotion
practiced by the trusts and bring

belter attalned by such amendments
¢ & will give to the Federal govern-
. mment greater supervision and control|
over, and securc greater puhlh'll\'l
in, the management of that cluss of |
corporations engnged In  Inter-State |
commerce, having power and oppor-
tunity to affect monopolies™
The Sherman anti-trust law was
Massed elghteen years ago: it has a
erimina! clauss which provides a
penitentiary punishment for those
who conspire (ogether in restraint
of trade. Ever since the enactment
of the law, with the exception of
four years, the Republican party
has controllod the executive depart-
ment of the government, and, dur-
Ing two years of the four, It con=-
trolled the House of Representalives
«dpstead of Démocratis dereliction,
the Demfiocratic purty has been urg-
ing. year after year, the strict en-
forcement of that law, and the Re-
publiecan party has heen explaining
i::r after year why 1 was Impoasi-
to enforce It Instrad of belog
& “wholesome Instrument for good."
3 has been almost uselesg, %0 1AT As
the protection of the public Is con-
oerned, for the trusts have grown In
sumber, in strength, and In arro-
#gance, ut the very time when the
Republican party was hoasting of its
enforcement of the law. The steel
trust war formed immediately af-
ter the election of 1900, nod & proml-
nent Republican said, in n  sprech
poon after, that it might have pre-
vented a Republican victory If 1
had been formed befors the election
Most of the trusts have nfver been
disturbed. and thaesa that have bheen
prosecuted have not had thelr busi-
ness seriously interrupted The
President has done something toward
th# enforcement of the law, but not
nearly enough, and the Republican
Jeadern have thwarted him at every|
point.  Finally the President became
#0 axasperated tha: he sent to Con-
grems & mpessage which shocked Re-
ublican leaders hy the fierceneas of
denunclation of the predatory in-
terests. The very conventlon that
Epoke In its platform of the adminis-
tration as “a wise and feariess one,”
was composed largely of the Sena-
tors and members of Congress who
boldly opposed eovery effort (to free
the people from the clutchas of the
favor-secking ecorporations
TAFT'S SPEECH WEAK
The Hepubliean platform savse that
exparience has shown that the ef-
footlveneses of the antl-trusl law
copd be strengthened hy amend-
ments which will give the Federnl
Rovernment greater supervision and
control over, and greater  publicity
s 1o, the management of those in-
ter-State commeres carporntions
which have the power and opportu-
1'1“)' to wffect monopnbes That Is
fll. No pointing out of remedies: no|
‘outlining of a plan for more sMect.
tve legislation—simply R general
pintement that promises nothing In |
particular. And Mr. Taft's specch o
acceptance W ecven weaker than the
,ﬂlltﬂfm. He gives no evidence of
having studied the gquestlon or of
comprehending the Inlquitien of a
monopoly. You look in vain In his
notification wspeech for any wgn of |
fndignation at whut the trusts have
been doing or for evidence of zeal In
their prosecution He hux, for mev-
eral years, heen the intimate official
compunion of the President, but ke
:‘K eaught none of the fre which |
PI'OII*I!-:}( manifested in his mes- |
sage of lust Janunr I
If, In the presence of
Pperople, and in the heat of o
palgn, the Republicsn party  con-
tents itself with a rolorless plutform !
on this subject. what can we expeot
i the way of activity when the oxi- |
Fencies of the cumpalgn are passed 7
I, when Mr. Taft s appeusling to
the Roossvell Republicuns, din-
cusslon of the subject I8 ®o  |iIfelons
and his manner so apulogetic nnd
apathetic, what reason o
expeet elther vigor In the
ment of the law or earnestness In
the search for additional remedics?
In his speech delivered
Year ago. announcing his
Mr. Taft suggestsd thut
Iaw be so smendod s
“redsonablc”  restraint

an Ao sed

¢ -

hiave we

ahout a
candidaey
tha present
lo permit
of  trade

Fuch an amendment would be us ab-|

CMurd ss an amendment to  the
spninst burglary limiting the law
cases In which more than

entered the house atr ons time

i ook more then half they found.

*In his moMfication sueech he suggrsts

incorporntion—a remedy

which would make conditions worse
iﬂ.. withont adding to the pow-
anra- o prevent Monopo-

: it. would deprive the Btates of!

5 ;g power 1o protect thelr own peo-

Ll CONTRASTS THE PLATFORMS

g Jet e  contPust the Deme-
piatform withc the Republican

Nowhera, s the difference |

temper of the parties more no-

. nowhers ig the difference in
of dealing with questions |

He Our platform asy»:

lnw

| public

enfores- |

Lo | lerstate businesa,
wo bur-|

ahout the dissolgption of many mo-
nopolistic combines. But we are not
satisfied merely with the lessening of
extortion or with the dissolution of
some of the trusts,

MONOPOLY EXTERMINATION.
the private monopoly

and Intolerable, the
party favors its exterml-
nation It pledges Hself to the vig-
orous enforcement of the ecriminal
law against trust magnates and of-
clals it |s \mpossible for the Re-
publican party to enforce the pres-
ent criminal lzlw aguinst trust offi.
rinls; these officials are Intimately
ronnected with the Republican party
in the present campalgn. Take, for
Iinstance, the chalrman of the He-
publican speaker's committes, Mr,
Dupont, of Delaware. He is the de-
fendant In a suit which the govern-
ment hrought and s now prosecuting.
Mr, Dupont 8 charged with viola-
tion of the anti-trust law. Why
should he be put on the executive
committee and then be given control
of the speaking part of the cam-
paign? If you talk to & Republican
leader about penitentiary punishment
for offenders, he favors fining the
corporation on Ahe ground that it s
Impossible to convict Individuals, but
when you urge fines you are told that
finer are usjust to innoecent #lock-
holders. We favor-both fine and Im-
prisonment, but we think It Is bel-
ter to prevent monopolles than to
firsat authorize them to prey upon
the public and than try to punish
them for dolng so Mr. Taft favors
control of trusts Instead of exterml-
nation, but after years of experience
the peoaple have  learned that the
trusts control the government,

Our platform does not stop with
the enforcement of the law: It de-
mands the enactment of such addl-
tional legislation as may be neceasary
to make It impossible for a private
monopoly to exist In the United
Btates. i

The Democratic party does not
content Itaelf with g definition of the
wrong or with a denunciation of |t
It proceeds to outline remedies, The
first is a4 law preventing a duplication
of directors among competing cor-
poratione. No one can abjeet to this
remedy unless he iy in sympathy with
the trusts, rather ’hin with the peo-
ple who are victimized by the trusts
There in no easler way of stifling
competition than te make one bhoard
of directors serve for a number of
competling corporations, It in not nec-
csgary for corporstions to enter Into
un agreement for the restralnt of
trede If the corpormtions can, with-
ol violuting the Inw, reach the same
tnd by electing the same directors

The second remery s one upon
whirh 1 desire to dwel) at  some
length. We belleve it to be a simple,
complete and easlly enforced remedy

Hecause
Indefensible
Democratic

when such
conspiracy against trade and

to the means to be employed 1o pre-
vent such shipment. The license ays-
tem presents an casy way of regulat-
ing such eerporations as need -
eral regulation, The law gan pro-
hibit the doing of & thing and impose
a penglty for the viclation of the
law, but experience has shown that
it ia very difficult to gather ugnevl-
dence from all sections of. the ited
States and Eromute 4 great corpora-
tion, so difficult fs it, that sithough
the Sherman anti-trust law has been
in force for elghteen years; <o trust
magnate has been sent to the peniten-
tlary for violating the law, although
in & few cases the court has found
corporations gullty of a violation of
the law, In the enforcement of =a
penalty, the government must seek
the defendant; by the use of the li-
cense yystem, the corporation Is com-
pelled to seelk the governmant.
DEFINITION OF A TRUST.

A trust can best be defined as & cor-
poration which controls so large a
proportion of the total quantity of any
article used in this country as to be
able to regulate the price and terms
of =sale, and as the proportion control-
led determines the power of the trust
for harm, it has seemed best to use
proportionate control as the basis of
this plan, and twenty-five per cent
has been fixed arbitrarly as the pro-
portion at which e line should be
drawn. A comporation which con-
trofs less than 26 per cent of the pro-
dust in which It deals, may, In extra-
ordinary cases, exert ‘a perceptible in-
Aluence in controlling the price of the
product and the terms of sale, but as
a Tule & corporation must control
more than that percemtage of the to-
tal product before jt can exert a
harmful influence on trade. Under
this plan, the small corporations are
laft entirely free and unhampered.
This s not a discrimination against
the larger corporation, but a recogni-
tion of the fact that rules are neces-
sary In the case of corporations con-
trolling a large percentage of the pro-
duct which are not pecessary In the
case of smaller corporations, Prob-
ahly not one per cent of the corpora-
tions engaged in Interstate commerce
would bo required to take out a li-
rense under this plan—possibly not
one-hall of one per cent—and yet
wnat a protection the remaining nine-
ty-nine per cent would find in the law
requiring m license In the case of the
larger ones! \

The license, however, would mnot
prevent the growth of the corpora-
tions licensed. It would simply bring
them under the eyve of the Federal
government and compel them to deal
with the public in such a way as to
afford the publlc the protection nec-
essgiary, One' of the restrictions sug-
gested ls that such licensed corpora-
tione be rompelled to sell to all pur-
chasers In all parts of the country
on the same {erms, after making due
allowanre for cost of transportation.
Mr. Taft attacks this restriction as
“utterly impracticable” He gays: “If
It can be shown that In order Lo drive
owt competition, a corporation owning
a large part of the plant producing an
article |s selling In one part of the
country, where It has competitors, at
a low and unprofitable price, and In
another part of the country where It
has none, at an exorbhitant price, this
is evidence that it is attempting an
unlawful monopoly and justifies con-
viction under the anti-trust law.”

IT such an "ot |s now unlawfiul, why
is he so frightened at a plan which
giveg to the small competitor this
very protection? The trouble with the
present law I8 that it does not restrain
the evils at which it is almed. The
plan proposed in the Democratie plat-
form Dbrings the corporation under the
surveillance of the government when

A# stated In the platrorm It s

“A leense which will, without
abrideing the right of each Btate to
crents corporstions, or s right to|
regulate ms It will forelgn rorpurn-l
tiona doing business within its 'limits,
make it nccessary for m manufactur-
Ing or trading corporation engaged
In interstate commerce to take out a
Federal license hefore It shall he per-
mitttd to gontrol ar much as twenty-
five percent, of the product in which
It deals, the llcense to proteet the
from watered stock and to
prohibit the eontrol by sueh corpora-
tion of more than fifty per cent. of
the tota]l amount of any product eon-
tumed in the United States.™
STATES" RIGHTS PRESEREVD

It will be noticed, in the firet place,
thut cure wus taken by those who
drew  the platform tw provide that
there should bhe no abridgment of
the right of a Blate to create corpora-
tions, or of Its right to regulate as
it will forelgn corporations dolng
bhusiness within its limits. This plan,
therefore, does not in the least in-
fringe upon the right of the Btates |
to protect thelr own people. It sim- |
ply provides for the exercise by Con-
gresm of the power vested In It to
regulate interstate commeron, As ‘
lnng ms a corporation eonfilnes itself
to the State In which it Is created,
Congress cannot interfere with It
bhut wheu thé corporation engages in
Interstute commerce, Congress s the
only power that can régulate its In-

In proposing the exeorcise of this
power, the Democratic platform Is
not asserting & new doctrine. In
January, 1886, a Republican House
of Representatives adopted a resoly-
tion calling upon Hon., Judson Har-
mon, then attorney general of the
United #tates, now the Democratic
candidate for Governor In Ohio, to
report what steps, if any, had been
twken to enforee the law  of  the
United States against trusts, combina.
tions and conspiraclies In restraint of
trade and commerce, and what fur-
ther legislation was, in his opinion,
needed to protect the people agalinst
the same On the $th day of Feb-
ruary he submitted a reply. In which
he described the steps which were

It has reached the danger point, and
thereafter subjects It to Federal scru-
tiny. The present law aimply prohib-
ita It in un Indefinite sort of & way and
then leaves the officers of the law to
scour the gountry and hunt ap viola-
tions of the law's provislons. Mr, Taft
Is unduly alarmed at this proposal, or
else he entirely falle to eomprehend
the detalls of the plan, He says:

“Tn supervise the business of cor-
porations in such a way a&s to fix the
price of commodities and -compel (he
sale at such & price as as absurd and
socialistic & plank as was ever In-
sertod in Democratlie political plat-
form."

DEMOCRATS MORE BOCIALISTIC.

And yot thls sentence Is found In
the same paragraph with the sentence
ubove guoted In which he declares
that it |s even now a violation of the
Bherman anti-trust lay for a corpor-
ation to attempt to destroy & competl-
tor by sollilng at a low and unprofita-
ble price where it has competition,
and at an exorbitant price where It
has no competition. In what respect
I= our plan more soclalistle than the
plan which Mr. Taft endorses? Mere-
1y In the fact that ours can be enforc-
ed.  According to Mr. Taft's jogle, a
plan I8 not soclalistie which is not ef-
fective, but the same would be soclial-
istic if made effectlive, Why should
a corporation supplying twenty-five
miilion people—for a corporation con-
trolling twenty-five per cent of the to-
tal product supplles one-fourth, or
motre, of our population——should such
a corporation be permitted to sell at
one price In one part of the country
and al another price in another part?
What resson can a corporation have

merce then the only guestion is as

\. in
he has none left for the consjd-
eration of offective = remedies, He
spends more time uttering warnings
against remedies proposed than he
does in pointing out the evils t0 be
rncmedlod or In suggesting remedies.

e says:

“The combination of gapital in large
plants to manufacture goods with the,
Ereatest economy I8 just as necessary
as the assembling of the parts of &
machine to the economical and more
rapld manufgoture of what In old
times was made by hand.” /i

And he adgs that:

“The government should not Inter-
fere with any one more than the oth-
er, when such aggregations of caplial
are legitimate and are properly con-
trolled, for they are the natural re-
sults of modern enterprise and are
beneficial to the public.”

No one proposes to Interfere with
production on a large scale. No one
objects to production on & scale suf-
ficiently large to enable the producer
to utilise: by-products and take ad-
vanlage of all the economies that
large production makes possible. It
ls jubt here that the trust magnates
attempt to confuse the public mind,
and Mr. Taft has unconsciously adopt-
ed their language.

THE ISSUE MADE PLAIN,

Let the Jfsue be made plain; let the
distinction be accurately drawn; let
the respective positions of the parties
be fully understood. The Democratio
party does_ not eppose all corpora-
tions; on the contrary, It recognises
that the corporation can render an
Iimportant service to the publle, ne
Democratie party wants to employ dv-
ery Instrumentality that can be em-
ployed for the advancement of the
common good; but the Democratic
party draws the line at private mo-
nopoly, and declares that a private
monopoly can not be justified on eith-
¢r economic or political grounds.

From an economic stindpoint, a
monopoly is objectionable. The mo-
ment & corporation secures a practi-
cal monopoly in the production or
siale of any article, certaln evils ap-
pear which outwelgh anrodgood that
can come from larger production or
control. Wherever private monopo-
lles exist, certain irresistible tenden-
cles manifest themaselves First, It
raises prices—this I8 the first thing
thought of for the Increasing or profits
Then, in proportion as it becomes tae
only purchaser of the raw material
it reduces the price of the raw ma-
terial, and the producer of that raw
material, having no other market,
must accept the price offered. In
this way, too, the profits of the cor-
poration are increased. Third, a re-
duction in the queality of the s:"oduct
affords an opportunity for increasing
profits. Fourth, reduction in wages
follows wherever conditions will per-
mit.

Competition protects the purchaser,
for when & number of independent
p ucers stand ready to supply him
with what he needs, he can choose be-
tween them and buy from the one
who offers the best product at the
lowest price. He 13 also protected In
quality because those who compete
for the opportunity to sell to him
must show either advantage in price
or advantage In quality. Competi-
tlon protects the man who produces
raw material, for when there are &
number of bidders for that which is
being sold, he can accept the highest
price offered. Competition also helps
the wage-earner, for his skill is tae
finished preduct which he offers upon
the muzel. and where a4 number of
independent Industries are endeavor-
ing to secure the highest sklll, the
skilled laborer has the best assurance
of obtalning a falr recompense; when
there I8 but one employer, the em-
ploye must take the price offered be-
cause he will lose the advantage of
hls experience If he must go out to
find a different kind of employment.

BUSINESS FEELS PRESSURE.

The busineas men of the country
have felt the pressure of the trusts.
The retaller has been compelled to
enter Into contracts which restrict his
management of his own affairs, he
has found the terms of sale and pay-
ment changed to his disadvantage
and he has been forced to carry more
and more of the risks of trade, He (=
convinced that there are no good
trusts and that his only safety I=s In

the democratic plan which lays the

axe at the root of the tree.

The traveling men naturally take
an interest In the trust question, he-
cause the more complete monopo-
ly secured by a corporation the less
they are needed. e have no more
intelligent class than the representa-
tives of commerce, and their retire-
ment from the road would mean a se-
rious less to the country while a fow
promoters would be the only persons
benefited, the by the capl-
talization of the salaries saved by the
elimination of competition.

Mr. Taft elther misunderstands or
misrepresents the Democriatic position
in regard to the extermination of the
principle of privaté HOITDQIJA , In
his notificaation speech, heé says:

“Mr. Roosevelt would compel the,)
trusts to conduct thelr business in a
lawful manner and secure the benp-
fits of their operation and mainte-
fits of thelr operation d the manite-
rtant part:

for such discrimination?  Prices are
not made as a matter of favor; when
& blg corporation sefls to the people
of one section at one price and the
people of another seetion at another

a reason for i, and In almost every
oase the reason ls to be found in the
effort to destroy a eogmpetitor. One eof
the most famillar methods ef Lthe trust

the smaill compéetitor’s territory—4ihe
price being maintained elsewhere—
until the small competitor 1s driven to

of which they are an
while Mr. Bryan would c:llrfnu and
destroy the entire b1.m n order
to stamp out

have p

r which they
racticed,” :
Here is a confession by Mr. Taft

that he regards the trusts as neces-

to the nation's rity, for he
declares that an important
part in the malini i0e of prosperity,
and he charges that I would “extir-
pate and destroy”
pating and destroying
of vaLe .

In extir-
the principle
hﬂl?. is

has

rporation
per cent. of the
tle}: in wliloh it deals,
this control, regula the
the terms of sale. m
Democradio plan affect it?
would be fixed at 1
would take effect, and on or before
that date the corporation would be
required to apply for a lincense. The
evidence would show that it con-
trolled & er proportion of the pro-
duct than law permitted, and it
would be compelled to gell off encugh
of its plants to reduce its output to
fAfty per cent. of the total product.
It could then' comply with the jaw,
obtain its license, and proceed to carry
on its business in accordance with the
law. Would it “extirpate and de-
stroy” business to compel such a cor-
poration to dispose of enough of its
plants to reduce Its production to 50
per cent? The people would still

and
the

‘need the article which It produced,

and the plants which it was compell-
ed to gell would become Indepéndent
plants competing with It. This com-
petition would reduce prices, and the
reduced prices would increase the de-
mand for the article, and this Iin-
creased demand would stimulate the
bullding of more factories and give
a larger employment to labor. The
restoration of competition in that In-
dustry, instead of “extirpating and de-
stroying” the industry would revive
and enlarge it. A part of the benefit
would go to the vonsumers In the
form of a cheaper product and a bet-
ter product. part would go to the pro-
ducer of raw material in the form of
a better price, and part would to
the wage earners n the form of bet-
ter wages. The only pérsons to lose
would be the trust magnates, who
would no longer be able to collect
dividends on watered stock by con-
trolling the market. When the sub-
Ject is analysed It will be seen that
Mr. Taft must either be In darkness
as to the remed¥ and Its effect, or he
must argue that the Infroduction of
morals into business would “extirpate
and destroy” business.

. TAFT'Ss POSITION ABSURD.

I have quoted and re-quoted Mr.
Taft's language bevause I want to im-
présg upon the minds of those who
listen to me the absurdity of she ob-
Jection which he ralses to the Demo-
cratic plan of exterminating monopo-
lies, e fails to distingulsh between
the honest businbdss that makes a
country prosperous, and the brigand-
age practiced by private monopolies.
The peopls have been robbed by the
trusts to the extent of hundreds of
mililons a year, and If Mr Taft is not
yet consclous of what is going on,
and not yetaroused to the inlguity of
these trusts, how can the country
hope for relief through his e¢lection?

The Democratie party s the defen-
der of Competition and the only great
party which is seeking to restore com-
petitdon. Mr. Taft has, In the discus-
slon of this question, employed harsh
words |(nstead of argument. The
word “soclalistic™ js hurled at the
Democratic party and the Democratlc
platform. Now, as & matter of fact,
it |s Mr. Taft's party and not the
Democratic party which has given en-
couragement to soclallam. While pro-
fessing to abhor soclallem, the Re-
publican party has gone half way to-
ward soclalism in endorsing its fun-
damental principle, The sociallst
bases his contention on the theory
that competition 1s bad, and that an
economic advance is to be found in
monopoly. The soclalist, howeaver
wants the public to have the benefit
of the monopoly and, therefore, fa-
vors. government ownership and oper-
ation of all the means of production
and distribution.

The Republican party has gone al-
™Tost as far as the Boclalist party In
the economic defense of the monopo-
1y, but it permity the benefits of mo-
nopoly to be enjoyed by a compara-
tively few men, who have secured a
domfnant influence in the govern-
ment. I bBeg to cAll Mr, Taft's atten-
tion to the faet that the Republican
party has stimulated the growth of
sociallem in two ways: First, by the
endorsement that it has given to the
theory that trusts are a natural and
neceasary outgrowth of our ecaonomic
conditions, and second, by permitting
the development of abuses which
have been ¢ against individual-
tsm. If he will examine the vote
published the World Almanac, he
will find t.;}. in 3.’_0: the Republicans
polled 7,208,344 and that the
Socidlists polled but 86,991; in the

“almanae, he will find that In
epublieans cast 7,625,489
e Soclalists 402,288, Not-
withstanding the fact that the Repub.
licans have of their last na-
tional victory, their party polled but
417,000 mote votes that year than
four years before. ' This acarcely
more than covered the nataral in-
crease in the Republican portion of
the population, while the Soclallit
yote increased more than 300 per
cent., and the incréase in votes was
almost as great as the Increass In
Republican votes. . Fovd
REPUBLICANSE AND BOCIALIPM.

The blican leaders have been
in the habit of sneeri at the Bo-
cialists, while blindly different to
the causes that have, contributed
the of socialism. The Demo

that Soclalists are

a remedy for the

admitted by Secre-
dissent frc

now; we cannot afford to

as a cy of woe to a
generation. The consclefice of the
people is already awakened, and the
consclence Is the most potent foree
of which man has know Where
law makes one rightequs, consclence
controls an hundred; Whers omne is
kept from wrong<dol by fear of
prison doors, a thousand are restrain-
ed by those invisible walls which con-
sclence  rears = about

which are stronger than walls -0
granite. It is upon the consclence
that human institutions rest, and
without a stirring of ‘the conscienve
no great reform is poasible. To a
national conscience already aroused
we appeal, with the pledge that =&
Democratic victory will mean the
rin:iu out of industrial despotism
and the ringing In of & new era in
which business will be built upon its
merits, and in which men will suc-
ceed, not in proportion to the voer-
clon they may be able to :mﬁeﬂ. but
in proportion to their industry, thelir
ability and their fidelity.

BOTH RELY MAINLY ON PRESS,
Only Newspapers Can Place Onuses

Before the People—Press Agents to

the Fore.
Washington

more News,

In the absence of campalgn Tunds,
the managers of campalgns for both
political parties are planning to make
the newspapers do their work for
them.

To an extent mever before, known
the press agent will be the real cam-
puigner 4his yemr. The press agent
cosls less than the campalgn orator
and gets a vastly bigger audience.
Moreover, there is general belféf that
he is rather a more effective agency
for this campalgn. There {8 grave
doubt whether the people care to go
to political meeotings; there is no
doubt whatever that they are reading
more about publle affalrs than ever
before.

How potent the newspapers have
‘become in public affalirs since the cam-
paign (n 1896 may de judged from the
statement that newspaper circula-
tions in this country have more than
doubled in that perlod,, wihile maga-
zine girculations have had an even
greater increase. With that, the
amount of matter printed per news
paper or magazine (s v y greater
than it used to be. Rural free delivery
and other conditions have brought the
increased clrculation;  type-setting
machines and Dbusiness prosperity
have made it possible to make bigger
and better papers. Altogether, the
press reaches the public as it never
did before.

The newspapers don't require fees
for giving political matter to the pub-
lle, provided it looks like news. Mr.
Bryan worked long and hard in the
effort to cut his acceptance speech to
such shot compsass that all the pa-
pers would be able to reproduce It
complote.; He got excellent returns for
the effort. Mr. Taft's speech, try as
he would, was too long for a wvast
number of papers and had to be sub-
jected to the unsatisfactory process
of editorial blue-penciiing.

It costs an immense amount of
money to get literature to the people
by process of making and mailing
documents, and when thay are thus
sent out they don't get so good atfen-
tion as if printed In the newspapers.
The newspaper, in short, 18 the ideal
medlum. How to make , “our - stull"
look llke “news.™ how to Induce the
cold-hearted editor to “use the stuft,”
is the problem of this campalgn. g

8o the national committees are call-
ing into service a great number of
trained and experignced
men, The head of Republican lit-
erary bureau’is a newspaper mam, and
he is surrounded by a corps of the
craft, Henry Watterson has
placed In general eharge of the llke
work for the Democrats.

The chalrmen of the Democratic
national committes 8 a REWspaper
publisher, while the executive corps

of the namum commitiee s com-

X i ke Dudome
such an extent that it has e
to a joke. It ls pointed

ction that Mr. Bry-
and publisher, and

a8 an employed edi-
Mr, Taft began life
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an Oklah
burned recently, in which sev-
merchants of the town kept
balances In currency and gold
in deposit boxes rather \an place
them in open accounts, and this re-
gardless of the -guaranty law. This
wis exceptional, but shows the
timidity of some parts of the West
regarding banks _since last fall's
flurry.

The dnterior banks have HNitle to~
complain of concerning t return of
deposits, but there s constant

lest a sudden movement to
withdraw deposits shall cripple
operations, and it Is to t tgh
that the guaranty Jaw favor
with many. Three modifications of
the Oklmhoma law are demanded:
Limit of the assessments; no doubla
sqeurity  for State deposits; no
Fuaranty on interest-bearing de-
posits. ‘The modification of the law
is|opposed by the State administra-
tien, and it has
issue,

s

i
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NO MORE PHOSSY JAW.

White Phosphorons in Match Magu-
facture to Be Prohibited.
London Dally Chronicle,

After many years of agitation the
use of the deadly white phosphorous
in the manufacture of matches Is
soon to be prohibited. A bill backed
by Herbert Gladstone and Hearbert
Samuel with this object In view was
introduced In the House of Commons
last week, and fuller details of the
measure, which was lsued from the
printers on Saturday, will give satis-
faction to the thousands of peopls
employed in this dangerous t\ade,

The government's actlon i the in-
Wirect result of the Berne lnbor con-
fedence of Beptpmber, .1908,, when
representatives of France, Germany,
Italy, Holland, Denmark and Switser-
land consented to the. prohibition,
Great Britain then withholding her
agreement. As the outcome of a
consultation ‘with thg manufacturers
the promoters of the bill now before
Parliament have mads' it possible for
less dangerous substitutes for white
phosphorous which are protscted by
patents to be obtained on reasonable
terms by 2]l manufacturers’

The use of the polsonous irhite
phosphorous 18 not necessary in the
business of match-making. Its em-
ployment, moreover, is highly danger-
ous to the workpeople, for it gives
rise to the palnful disease of ner-
crosis of the jaw, commonly known
as ‘phossy jaw.” This discase has
much the same effect on those at-
tacked by it as that of leprosy;, and
it works the same horrible ravages
on the face and hands.

The bill, If it passes into law, will
not only forbid the -use of white
phosphorous in the manufacture of
matches but will also make it {legal
for any one to sell or ipport matches
in the making of which white pho-
phorous has been used,

become a campaign _
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The following gentlemen will ad-
dress the people on the issueés of the .
campaign at the times and places
stated: \ "
HON. W. W. KITCHIN.

Dobson, Tuesday, Se ber 1st.

Wedneaday, ptember 24.

Jefferson, Thursday, September 3d.

Boone, Friday, September "4th.

Bakersville, Baturday, BSeptember
‘“. L

Burnsville, Monday, September Tth,

Marshall, Tueésday, Ssptéember Sth.

HON. LEE 8. OVERMAN.

Hillsboro, Saturday, August 29th,

Leneir, Tuyesday, Septem 1=t

Dobson, Baturday, Septémber 12th.

Norwood, Saturday, September 6th,

HON. C, B. AYCOCK. ¥

Greensboro, Saturday, September

th, .

HON. A. L. BROOKS,
Dobson, Tuesday, September 1st,
HON. B. Y. WEBB.

-

Rutherfordton, Tuesday, September

26th. 5
HON. W. T. CRAWFORD. AND _
HON. T. W, BICKRTT, &
Columbus, Ba , August S8th,
- Hendersonville, onday Augusi
st. )
Brevard,-

Tuesday, Beptember 1%
Asheville, Wednesday, Beptember

Weaverville, Thursday, BeplaM

“ivmuﬂm. Friday, September

- Webster, Baturday, &pl:un;tr
p Wﬂq Monday.

. Andrews

§ y

M
-l

A
-

S

g

Fis

o

4
b

Sth,
(night) Monday, Septem-

monopoly Is indefensis Peing taken to enforce the law, and

@ [ptolerable. We therefore | recommended the ensctment of fur.
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