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EDITORIAL

The Taft Candidacy.

When the Republican convention nominated

Mr. Taft for the Presidency, upon the platform

which it adopted, including the deliberate omis

sions as well as the specific declarations of that

platform, it went a long way toward establish

ing plainly in public apprehension the real issue

in American politics. -

*H

Mr. Taft is neither a plutocrat nor a demo

cratic pretender. He is an honest aristocrat. A

better representative of the aristocratic ideal

could hardly be found anywhere in American pub

lic life. To him there appears to be an upper class

and a lower class, a directing class and a working

class, a guardian class and a class of wards. Are

we considering the independence of the Philip

pines? The Filipinos should have independence

as soon as they are fitted for it, and meanwhile we

who are already fitted for it must help these back

ward ones up toward our own level. Noblesse

oblige! Are we considering labor questions?

Workingmen should be encouraged to improve

their lot, and there should be paternal legislation

to ameliorate their condition without menacing

“vested rights.” Noblesse oblige! Secure the up

per classes in their privileges, and they will care

for the lower classes who have no privileges. No

blesse oblige! Such is the philosophy which Mr.

Taft represents. The antithesis of democracy, it
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proposes patronage from above instead of growth

from within.

•+

And as with Mr. Taft the candidate, so

with his platform. In spirit and letter

it is the platfrom of a party that con

templates privileges for the few and pro

tection for the many. Like its candidate, this

party as it now clearly declares itself, would go

down among the people and do them good and

regulate their lives; preserving intact the while

the vested privileges which make such condescen

sion possible. If there is now left in the Republi

can party as an organization the slightest spark

of the old Lincolnian doctrine of democracy, that

the masses must redeem themselves, and that they

will do so if unburdened with the privileges of

“upper” classes, it appears neither in the character

of the candidate nor in the spirit of the platform.

•+

This is ‘not to be deprecated. On the contrary,

let us sincerely hope that a candidate and a plat

form so frankly aristocratic will draw to the sup

port of the Republican party, with enthusiastic

approval, all voters who are honestly hostile to the

democratic spirit. There is nothing in either

platform or candidate to complicate the issue. If

we are to go as a nation in the direction of the

aristocratic ideal, we could not do so with greater

confidence in the personal integrity of a leader

than under the candidacy of Mr. Taft, commis

sioned by such a platform as his. The party

might have nominated a demagogue or a pluta

gogue—a candidate without sincerity, or one who

stands for the supremacy of the Big Business

which respects no one's rights. It has done

neither. It has given us a fair-minded patrician,

to whom the judiciously guarded rights of plebi

ans are as sacred, narrow, though they be, as the

expansive privileges of his own class.
* +

Thereby the Republican party has relieved the

pending political contest of all diverting influ

ences. Aristocracy has through it thrown down

the gauntlet to democracy. Here is the man and

here the platform which the aristocratic spirit

thrusts into the arena. Both are free from guile.

There is no wickedness and no hypocrisy. Shall

our government be aristocratic in the truest sense,

or democratic in the truest sense? Shall govern

ment of all by an upper class, yet for the good of

all in their several stations, as that class sees the

good of each to be, supersede government of all

by all and for all? This is the welcome issue

which the Republican nomination and platform,

so frankly representative of the spirit of aristoc

racy, precipitates. It is an issue which gives

promise of a campaign of vital principle frankly

declared, in place of the campaigns preceding it,

with their masquerades of principle and their fury

of personalities.

*H, +

The Republican Labor Plank.

One of the planks of the Republican platform.

the plank on labor injunctions, is denounced by

many as deceptive. We do not read it so. It is

one of the fairest declarations in the whole docu

ment. It could not possibly have been any more

frank without disregarding every principle of

diplomacy in the formulation of public declara

tions. -

*

What the convention meant, and what Mr. Taft

stands for on this subject, is the utilization of

the autocratic process of injunction for the pro

tection of employers in the hiring of workmen in

the cheapest market. Labor injuctions are util

ized for the purpose of defining offenses against

property in particular cases, without the inter

vention of the legislature; they are utilized for

the purpose of defining as property the right to

make any kind of contracts of hire that a glutted

labor market affords; their violation is tested by

mere affidavits, and without living witnesses or

the benefits of cross-examination, and before the

injunction-issuing judge and without the inter

vention of a jury; the punishment is as absolute

ly in the discretion of the judge as is the finding

of fact. The writ itself is a survival of the auto

cratic power of the king, acting through his chan

cellor. It was manifestly intended by the Repub

lican leaders to preserve this autocratic power in

cases of labor strikes, and that is precisely what

the Republican platform, with almost brutal

frankness, demands.

•K.

It declares against any modification of the

process of injunction; and while it expresses be

lief in the desirability of a notice before the

process issues, except in emergent cases, it thereby

merely re-declares the law as it exists. The evil

of injunctions in labor cases is not that they are

issued without notice. Neither is it that prompt

hearings are denied. The substantial evil is that

they create judge-made law; that under them con

victions of crime are secured indirectly without a

jury; that the testimony is by affidavit, and that

there is no opportunity to cross-examine witnesses.

The innovation of labor injunctions—for these
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injunctions were legal novelties only a few years

ago—was a distinct stride in the direction of cre

ating a new species of property for business men.

They created property for employers in the labor

of workingmen. And for the preservation of this

new kind of property they subject strikers to a

summary and irresponsible trial, by a judge with

out a jury, for alleged crime. This is the evil which

the Republican convention was called upon by la

bor organizations to declare against. It is the

evil which employers’ organizations asked it to

perpetuate. The refusal of the convention to

declare against this judicial innovation was frank

enough; its declaration in favor of it was equally

frank. Whatever else may be said of the labor

injunction plank of the Republican platform, it

cannot be denounced as deficient in candor.

* +

Republican Protection.

“The true principle of protection is best main

tained,” says the Republican platform, “by the

imposition of such duties as will equal the differ

ence between the cost of production at home and

abroad, together with a reasonable profit to Amer

ican industries.” Since it is now well established

as a fact that the cost of production in American

industries is less than abroad in the same indus

tries, there can be no real difference in cost of

production to protect by tariff. All that is left,

therefore, of the “true principle of protection” is

the requirement that there be added to the differ

ence in labor cost “a reasonable profit to American

industries.” Now to whom is that profit to go?

Who is this fellow called “American industries,”

into whose pockets our generous friends of the

Republican party want to legislate “a reasonable

profit” 2

+ +

Our Foreign Trade.

In one plank the Republican platform proposes

continued obstruction to our foreign commerce, by

making it unprofitable to trade foreign for Amer

ican products in the American market; and in

another it proposes to stimulate our foreign com

merce by subsidizing American ships. The Re

publican leaders would carry our products abroad

by paying for ships out of taxes to do it; and yet

they would obstruct the bringing back of foreign

products to pay for those carried out at the taxpay

ers’ expense. Was a more topsy turvy policy ever

seen this side the looking glass? And yet there

is method in the absurdity. Foreign prod

ucts are kept out so as to subsidize Big Business

by compelling American consumers to pay extra

prices for goods; and ship building is subsidized

so as to enable Big Business to profit by manu

facturing ships which won't pay for themselves in

open trade. Big Business is the point all the time;

for Big Business is our aristocracy. Give Big

Business a subsidy for ships, and Big Business

will give to ship builders and sailors so much of

the subsidy as is good for them in the estimation

of the “better classes” whom Mr. Taft represents,

and as much more as can be extorted by the lower

from the upper class without breeding necessities

for the injunction process.

+ +

The Distribution of Wealth.

The Republican platform boasts that the wealth

of the United States is $110,000,000,000; but it

is discreetly silent about the distribution of that

wealth. The matter is only one of simple arith

metic, however. If there is indeed as much wealth

as that—one hundred and ten thousand millions

—there is an average of $1,300 or more for every

man, woman and child in the country, which

makes an average of over $6,000 for every family.

Now we may ignore the families that are thrift

less and idle and poor, and those that are thrift

less and idle and rich, and consider only those

that are thrifty and industrious whether rich or

poor. Some of these can doubtless show their

$6,000. But how many Ask your industrious

and thrifty neighbor whether he has his share of

this wealth—whether he can put his hands upon

$6,000 of which he can say, “This is the share of

my family”?

+

In considering the question of the accumulated

wealth of a country with reference to the boasts

of a political party long in power, it is much more

important to know how the accumulated wealth

is divided than how much it foots up to. A polit

ical party long in power may be entitled to little

or no credit for the amount of wealth accumulat

ed; for accumulation depends upon the work and

thrift of the people of a country in far greater

degree than upon its politics. But a party long

in power is responsible in large measure for the

distribution of accumulated wealth ; for its dis

tribution may depend upon the laws of the coun

try in far greater degree than upon the work and

thrift of the people. Under unfair laws the ac

cumulated wealth of a country may be taken from

the industrious and thrifty who create and con

serve it, and be given to the idle and cunning who

influence law-making. It is of utmost importance

to know, therefore, how this $110,000,000,000 of
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accumulated wealth, of which the Republican

platform boasts, is distributed. Has every indus

trious and thrifty family of five got its share of

$6,000? If not, why not? What account have

the boasters of the Republican party to give of

this phase of their stewardship?

** +

Senator Burrows and American Wealth.

Some of those who listened to Senator Burrows

at the Chicago convention, saw and heard things

which did not reach the eye and ear of the

thoughtless throng. Senator Burrows was telling

of the great productions of wealth of the past

year. He specified $4,331,000,000 in flocks and

herds; $7,412,000,000 in farm products; 420,000,

000 tons of coal; $90,000,000 of gold; 5,000,000

bales of cotton and 19,000,000 pounds of silk in

manufactures; 25,178,000 tons of pig iron; and

billions of dollars’ worth of other products. Just

then there came from a distant corner of the gal

lery a voice that would have paralyzed Senator

Burrows had he heard it; a voice that would have

stampeded the delegates had it reached them; a

voice that nevertheless seemed to those with ears

to hear to fill the auditorium. Alluding to this

vast catalogue of wealth, that voice asked, “Who

got it?” And at the instant, as if in answer, a

great scroll at the rear of the platform unrolled,

visible only to those who had the eyes to see, as

the voice was audible only to those who had the

ears to hear. The Daniel who interpreted the mys

tic legends on that scroll, pointing his finger the

while at the delegates in the body of the hall, read

these ominous words: “More millionaires than

ever before. Millions of tenant farmers, and of

farm owners staggering under purchase-money

mortgages. Fewer home-owners. Greater need

for charity to relieve the sufferings of workless

workers.” Luckily for Senator Burrows and his

co-partisans, they neither saw the scroll nor heard

the interpreter. But the scroll was there, and

the voice was there, and the judgment is at hand.

+. *H

The Negro and the Republican Party.

One of the clearly thought out suggestions re

garding the treatment of the Negro race by the

Republican party managers was that of J. G. H.

Woods at a meeting of the Negro-American Polit

ical Equality League at Chicago during conven

tion week. As reported by the Chicago Tribune

of the 19th, Mr. Woods said:

There is just one way for the Negro to get his

rights, and that is to use the balance of power that

God has given him in these Northern States regard

less of parties. If we put the Republican party out

of business this Fall it may not do us any immediate

good. But you can bet that four years from now

the Republican party will be around wanting to

do business with us. And what is more, if we show

the Democrats that we can put them into power,

these same Democrats that have passed the laws

against us will be mighty tender of our feelings in

order to keep in power.

If the Negro of the North had adopted that

policy ten years ago, there would have been little

more than a remnant of the race question at the

South to-day. How can Negroes expect any spe

cial consideration from the Democratic party,

when they vote against that party in a mass, every

time, everywhere, and under all circumstances?

And why should they expect any special consider

ation from the Republican party, so long as every

time, everywhere, and under all circumstances,

...they vote for the Republican party?

+ , -k

Press Censorship. -

The longest stride yet in the direction of a press

censorship in the United States, of the most auto

cratic and irresponsible type, was taken last week

by the Postmaster General. He acts under a law

passed with hardly a protest at the recent session

of Congress. Senator Hale did give notice

upon its passage that it was a censoring law, but

it went through the legislative mill without a jar.

Under this law the Postmaster General has just

issued a notice to postmasters to exclude from the

mail all publications which in their respective

opinions contain “matter tending to incite to ar

son, murder or assassination.” If the publication

is in a foreign language, and the postmaster “has

reason to believe” that it contains “matter tending

to incite to arson, murder or assassination,” he

may withhold its transmission through the mails

until a certified translation is filed, and continue

to do so until the department rules if he asks a

ruling. If the local postmaster is “in doubt” in

any case, he must submit the question to the De

partment, and pending its decision must exclude

the matter from the mails. This is a terrific pow

er to place in the hands of postmasters. Scores of

thousands of censors are thereby established, cen

tralized justices of the peace, each with his own

test of what constitutes a publication “tending to

incite to arson, murder or assassination,” and

each beyond the reach of the courts. But post

masters are expected to act with “wise discretion

and conservatism, in order that no innocent pub

lisher may suffer injustice.” Ah! Publications

that are “right” must not be disturbed.

To call a Republican President a despot might
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subject a socialist publication to suppression as

tending to incite to assassination. But to call a

socialist on trial for his life an “undesirable citi

zen” might be legitimate in the interests of jus

tice. It would depend upon the point of view of

the postmaster.

+

Who is the man so blind as not to see that this

postal regime places every publication at the

mercy of the party in power? Who so obtuse as

not to understand that here is an engine for the

suppression of opinion not yet popular, more for

midable than any engine with which the advocates

of free press and free speech have ever before been

confronted. This is the sedition law of a hundred

years ago, done over into a form infinitely more

dangerous to personal liberty. Rights of publica

tion depend no longer upon the principle of a

free press. They depend upon the “wise discre

tion and conservatism” of an army of postmasters,

subject to no other review than their bureaucratic

superiors. The writ of injunction so necessary to

the protection of the property of Big Business

men in the labor market, does not protect the

property of little business men in periodical pub

lications.

+ +

The Church and Socialism.

The best attended session of the pan-Anglican

church congress in London, that of the 22d, was

distinguished for the emphasis its speakers laid

upon the importance of socialism. All the speak

ers but one are reported to have displayed social

istic tendencies; and the paper of the Bishop of

Birmingham, after contrasting the grinding pov

erty of the workers with the extravagant luxury of

the idle rich, demanded of the Church “a tre

mendous act of penitence for having failed so long

and so greatly to champion the oppressed and

weak.” The significance of this is not that church

men are becoming socialists, in any scientific or

definite sense of that term. Few if any of them

could pass the simplest examination, probably, at

the door of a socialist temple. But there is great

significance to it nevertheless. It is indicative of

an awakening of the sense of social justice, which

has been numb in all the churches. A very great

revival is that in any church which makes its

ministers exclaim with indignation against social

injustice, which makes them denounce as sin a

state of society wherein, so distinctively as in ours,

the poor are of the working class and the rich

are of the idle class. The economic, not to say

the moral, incongruity of such a condition, since

poverty means lack of labor products and riches

means abundance of labor products, should have

burned into the consciences of churchmen long

ago. That it is burning into them now is signifi

cant of social readjustments of the greatest value

to mankind.

+ +

Back in the Game.

In considering the princely offer of Thomas W.

Lawson to raise a campaign fund of $500,000 for

the Democrats if they nominate Governor John

son for President, and Bryan for second place

instead of first, it is important to bear in mind

one very suggestive fact. Through Everybody’s

Magazine several months ago, Mr. Lawson declared

his intention of abandoning his fight against plu

tocracy and going back into the Big Business

game.

* +

The Police and the Golden Rule.

One of the men to whom the Chief of Police

of Cleveland has appealed by his application of

the Golden Rule to the police service, and who has

written us expressions of gratitude for our having

scattered Chief Kohler's admirable address over

the country through The Public, makes these very

sensible as well as appreciative observations: “If

there is any class that deserves all the help and

encouragement yourself or others can give, it is

that very small class of which I may be consid

ered a member, who still believe in the efficacy of

the Golden Rule for the world’s redemption. Only

last night I saw two boys (17 or 18 years old) ar

rested. I do not know with what crime they were

charged, but I know that if Chief Kohler were at

the head of our police department it would be

the boys' own fault if they ever offended again

except that poverty instigated their ‘crime.” But

what will in all probability happen to them?

Roughly hustled into a cell; in the course of a

few days brought out and confronted by judge and

jury composed of men who, even if charitably dis

posed, are not allowed by custom or law to exercise

undue leniency; probably sent to jail for a period,

long or short as the judge may see fit; then the

completion of their term, and their return to their

former haunts and acquaintances. Perhaps they

try to do better, but find the doors of opportunity

closed against them. Then what? Chief Koh

ler's deeds and my beliefs may not be ‘practical;’

they may be only the phantasies of disordered

minds. But it seems to me as a believer in the

Golden Rule, that if his figures are correct, we

should at least give his plan a trial.”
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LABOR INJUNCTIONS.

Listen to the Republican bird of freedom yell!

How in the name of science can a stuffed eagle

make such a noise? Step around behind, and you

will detect a Delphic-oracle connection between

its mouth and that of a gentleman who proposes

to “stand pat.”

When Uncle Joe gets weary, the good Mr. Van

Cleave will take his place awhile.

Why are these gentlemen so excited 2

Reason enough: The country is hovering on

the edge of the brink of destruction, and the life

preservers are being distributed to the passen

gers aboard the ship of state.

What is the matter?

The right of employers to forbid workingmen

to do something that very likely they did not in

tend to do, is in the gravest peril.

Government by injunction, for which our

forefathers charged up and down Bunker Hill; of

which Jefferson and Adams, Paine and Franklin

spoke with words of burning eloquence; and

which is plainly set forth in the Constitution as

the bulwark of a free and orderly ruling of the

people by and for the Manufacturers’ Association,

has been assailed.

*

If judges could not issue injunctions, working

men on a strike would have liberty to run with

bowie knives and dynamite upon the public high

way, tear down buildings, fill the streets with

blood, block the wheels of commerce, shoot the

innocent by-standers for practice and amusement,

and make the reputed burning of Rome under

Nero appear by comparison as mild as Shakes

peare expurgated by Lieutenant Smith.

Are there no laws to prevent murder, riot, ar

son, and the like? Is it impossible to arrest and

imprison those who resort to improper means to

win a strike? Alas, we do not have such laws;

the framers of the Constitution never thought

they would be necessary when they had left us

the injunction to protect our liberties.

+

Is anyone except the striker ever guilty of de

stroying the life, liberty and happiness of other

folk? Yes. The Illinois Steel plant destroys its

workers and the happiness of their families; also

the packers of Chicago have been detected putting

up meat that would annihilate the happiness of

an Angora goat and six lives of an alley cat. Can

the courts stop the business of a packer while an

investigation of the plant is going on 2 Great

heaven, no; the packer's business would be dam

aged by radical and dangerous measures of that

sort. There was, indeed, some talk of such a pro

ceeding a short time ago, and the loud protest of

the packer against this unjust invasion of his

rights, rose to the brazen dome of heaven and

smote it till it shook. Nothing was heard then

about protecting the integrity of the courts.

What is the business of a workman on a strike?

It is to get a higher wage.

How will he do this? By persuading other

men not to work for the persons against whom

the strike is called.

How can he accomplish this if he is forbidden

to walk on the same side of the street with those

whom the packer has persuaded by his money to

work for him, and whom the striker wishes to

persuade with his argument to quit the job? He

cannot win if peaceful picketing is not allowed.

Then the injunction interferes with his busi

ness, but not the packer's business; and the law

“makes fair for one and foul for another” after

all 2 -

By no means. If the striker does not want to

work, what is to prevent his going fishing for a

year or so?

*
-

But what will happen if he does not like to fish,

and cannot win the strike? He will go back to

work for such a wage as he can get.

If this is not a “living wage,” will he get out

an injunction to prevent the starving of himself

and family Oh, not at all; it is not admissible

to get injunctions over the “mere matter of

wages” for a workingman.

What, then, will he do?

of malnutrition, I suppose.

How is his right to life, liberty and the pur

suit of happiness protected then * You do not

read the Declaration well. It says: Every citi

zen is entitled to life if he can pay for it, liberty

to work for what the employer will give him, and

the happiness which comes to those who are con

tent with what they have—even should that

chance to be a thirty days’ sentence to the rock

pile for looking hungry in the public park.

•F

If it were not for the exalted patriotism of

Uncle Joe and the Manufacturers, as successors

to, and interpreters of Adams, Paine, et al., how

should the common man be able to appreciate

these things?

He will die peaceably

LOUISA DANA HARDING.

+ + +

Imperialism is the pleasure of living with one's

inferiors.-G. K. Chesterton.
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Editorial CORRESPONDENCE

EMMA GOLDMAN IN OREGON.

Portland, Oregon, June 14.—Emma Goldman has

come, given five lectures, and gone; and we are all

laughing at the comedy you Chicago people played

for Emma's benefit, and we shoot the lip at your

big chief of police.

A small blue-eyed woman, and five interesting lec

tures. Oh, not nearly so violent as Thomas Car

lyle, Bernard Shaw or Wendell Phillips. What's

the matter with you people? Are you suppressing

free speech just from pure tyranny because you

don't agree with the thinker, or are you an adver

tising bureau for Emma”

She tells me she has been dragged off the platform,

in Chicago and New York before she uttered a

word. Nice home of the free and land of the brave,

this is!

Some of our hysterical people wanted her sup

pressed here. That's a catching disease—suppres

sion. The wretch, whose grandfather was sup

pressed by jail or scaffold in Freedom's cause, no

sooner gets freedom for his own ism or ology, but

he immediately wishes to suppress all other isms and

ologies. Mayor Lane of Portland told the hysterical

ones that a document called the Constitution of Ore

gon, expressly reserved the right of the people to

alter or abolish the government, and gave to every

person the right to freely speak on any question

whatever, subject only to a legal responsibility for

the abuse of that right. And Chief of Police Entz

macher said that whenever she violated the law he

would arrest her, as he would any one; and mean

while she had the same right as every Other Ameri

can to utter her ideas. Rev. Mr. Eliot, the Unitarian

minister, offered his church as a home for free

speech. But this was not necessary. No difficulty

was found in getting a hall, and Miss Goldman gave

five lectures about as turbulent as prayer meetings,

or a Chautauqua lecture.

They were attended by men and women of the

dinner bucket, and rnen and women of the idle rich.

Many came from mere curiosity, but most were

thoughtful people, interested to know what Anarch

ism really is. And I am ashamed to say, many were

surprised to learn that it is Christian Brotherhood

of Mankind—not bomb-throwing. Help for the dis

inherited and oppressed, not murder of rulers.

True, rulers were considered as useless and op

pressive, and forcible government supporting special

privilege was considered a last survival of despotic

institutions; but the remedy proposed was by thought

and evolution, not by murder.

Emma Goldman said in a tired, weary way, that

she supposed many who came from curiosity, having

got their knowledge of her from the newspapers,

would be disappointed. “But,” she went on, “I have

never advocated violence in my life. Anarchism

expressly condemns force against peaceable men.

And besides, violence as tactics would be folly. It

only entrenches more firmly the ones assailed. In

dividual force against individual officials is worse

than useless. It is not the official who is to blame;

it is the institution; and the only way to destroy

ºm the institution is to make it obnoxious to the human

mind. An act of violence obscures the whole issue;

creates sympathy for the one attacked, fear for

the peace of society, and discredits the sanity of the

cause.”

“Of course,” she explained, “poor, excited, unbal

anced individuals do brood over the wrongs done

in the name of government, and rush off to kill.

They are insane; they have my pity. But such

insane people are found among Republicans, as

Guiteau; or Democrats, as Booth; or among religious

denominations. It is only your ignorance, and the

ignorance, or worse, of your newspapers. which

makes you believe that I ever did advocate violence.”

“I am afraid,” she said, in the same weary way,

“if you have come to be excited by sensational utter

ances you will be disappointed.”

One of her lectures was on the “Revolutionary

Spirit of the Modern Drama,” dealing in a very sym

pathetic and intellectual manner with Ibsen, Haupt

mann, Shaw and Suderman, but especially Ibsen. As

I witnessed these quiet meetings to discuss high

thoughts, I felt how ridiculous the city would have

made itself in sending in police, or shadowing this

woman with detectives. You might as well send

police to the meetings of the trustees of the Chicago

University.

I admit the wisdom of police supervision over a

political convention, or a meeting of the legislature;

but Emma Goldman! Pshaw! You Chicagoans

are making spectacles of yourselves. By the way,

by what right do your police prohibit speech before

it is uttered ?

I notice that The Public has commented on the

Buwalda case (p. 220)—the man who, after fifteen

years' honorable service, was court martialed for

attending in San Francisco these identical lectures

given here in Portland. And for applauding during

the lectures, and for shaking hands with Emma

Goldman afterward, he was sentenced to dishon

orable discharge and five years at hard

labor in Alcatraz prison. (Commuted to

three years by General Funston.) Think

of it! and this “the land of the free!” Five

years' hard labor and a dishonorable discharge,

after fifteen years' service, for hearing Ralph Waldo

Emerson or Abraham Lincoln' For hearing a

woman simply plead for more freedom, less special

privilege, more humanity, less exploiting of the

masses; for more universal brotherhood and less of

blind patriotism and glory, so-called, which leads men

to destroy other men! Think of Buwalda being im

prisoned for hearing the doctrines of Christ made

practical and modern!

It is a shame and a disgrace to American manhood

and American intelligence. Nothing before that Re

publican convention in Chicago was as important as

this case of this obscure soldier, for it is the eternal

cause of immortal liberty.

It does not appear that there was any evidence

before the court to show what Emma Goldman said,

and what Buwalda applauded. He is court martialed

for going to hear Emma Goldman. He is court mar

tialed and convicted on the testimony of two spies—

hired detectives. It would be an educational act if

the members of the court martial could be compelled

to go and hear just what Emma Goldman says in

those lectures. It might at least give them some
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ideas beyond sword belts and Russian militarism! If

the Grand Army of the Republic, which fought for

human freedom, lets this man suffer in prison, I

shall believe the times have changed, and the spirit

of liberty is dead.

I suggest that those desiring to do so write to their

Congressmen. If we are all selfish cowards and

sunk in the mire of gold, with no thought but com

fort, let us know it.

C. E. S. WOOD.

News NARRATIVE

ebtaining continuous news narratives:

Observe the referenee figures in any article; turn back to the page

they indicate and find there the next preseding article on the same
subject; observe the reference figures in that article, and turn back

as before; continue until you come to the earliest article on the sub

ject; then retraee your eourse through the indicated pages, reading

each article in chronological order, and you will have a continuous

news narrative of the subject from its historieal beginnings to date.

Week ending Tuesday, June 23, 1908.

The Republican Convention.

Following the address of Senator Burrows as

temporary chairman of the Republican conven

tion at Chicago on the 16th (p. 274), the con

vention adjourned for the day. On the 17th,

after a session of fifteen hours, the committee

on credentials reported that the delegates placed

on the temporary roll by the national committee

were the delegates entitled to seats, and recom

mended that the temporary roll call be the per

manent roll call. The report was adopted with

out debate. Senator Lodge of Massachusetts was

then elected permanent chairman. After speak

ing half an hour he evoked a long continued ex

pression of enthusiasm with his climax to the

following tribute to President Roosevelt:

For his performance of his sworn duty he has

been bitterly attacked. It was to be expected.

Wested abuses and profitable wrongs cry out loudly

when their entrenchments are carried, and some

one is sure to be hurt when the bayonets of the

law are pushed home. In the great American elec

torate money has few votes, but it can command

many voices and cause many birds to sing. The re

sult is that the President is the best abused and

the most popular man in the United States to-day.

The applause lasted 47 minutes.

+

Meanwhile the committee on resolutions had

been in a turmoil over the platform since the

assembling of the convention. Mr. Samuel Gomp

ers, president of the American Federation of

Labor, had appeared before the appropriate sub

committee with a request for the adoption of the

following plank in the platform:

The Republican party is in accord with the great

emancipator, Abraham Lincoln, when he declared

that “labor is prior to and independent of capital.

Capital is only the fruit of labor and never could

have existed if labor had not first existed. Labor

is the superior of capital and deserves much more

consideration.” Through his wise and humane pol

icy the shackles were stricken from the limbs of

4,000,000 chattel slaves. The Republican party has

been the stanch defender of property and property

rights, yet holds and declares that personal rights

and human liberty are and must of necessity be

entitled to the first and highest consideration. Rec

ognizing the new conditions arising from our mar

velous industrial development, our people and our

nation realize the fact that the wheels of industry

and commerce of our time require that new law and

new concepts of law must be enacted to conform to

modern industry and commerce and advance free

dom in line therewith. We therefore pledge the Re

publican party to the enactment of a law by Con

gress guaranteeing to the wage earners, agricul

turists and horticulturists of our country the right

of organized effort to the end that such associa

tions or their members shall not be regarded as

illegal combinations in restraint of trade. We

pledge ourselves to the enactment of a law to pro

hibit the issuance of injunctions in cases arising out

of labor disputes, when such injunctions would not

apply when no labor disputes existed; and, that

in no case shall an injunction be issued when there

exists a remedy by the ordinary process of law, and

which act shall provide that in the procedure for

the punishment of contempt of court, the party

cited for contempt shall when such contempt was

not committed in the actual presence of the court

be entitled to a trial by jury. We pledge the Repub

lican party to the enactment of an amendment ex

tending the existing eight-hour law to all government

employes, and to all workers, whether employed by

contractors or subcontractors doing work for or

on behalf of the Federal government. We pledge

the Republican party to the enactment of a law by

Congress as far as the Federal jurisdiction extends,

for a general employers' liability act, for injury to

body or loss of life of employes. We pledge the

Republican party to the enactment of a law to the

extent of Federal jurisdiction granting women's suf

frage and to submit a Constitutional amendment for

ratification to the States for the absolute suffrage

of women, co-equal with men. We pledge the Re

publican party to the enactment of a law creating

a department of labor, separate from any existing

department, with a secretary at its head having a

seat in the President's cabinet. We pledge the Re

publican party to the enactment of a law for the cre

ation of a Federal bureau of mines and mining, pref

erably under the proposed department of labor, and

the appropriation of sufficient funds to thoroughly

investigate the cause of mine disasters, so that

laws and regulations may be recommended and en

acted which will prevent the terrible maiming and

loss of life in the mines. We pledge the Repub

lican party to the enactment of a law for the estab

lishment of United States government postal sav

ings banks.

In behalf of the Brotherhood of Locomotive En

gineers, Firemen and Trainmen, Mr. H. R. Ful

ler asked the adoption of the following plank on

the same subject: -

We pledge ourselves to such legislation as will


