
The Public
A National Journal of Fundamental Democracy &

A Weekly Narrative of History in the Making

LOUIS F. POST, EDITOR

JAMEs H.*ard, Louisiana

Pºcº Srepress, cºnjeut
L. F. C. Qazvin, Rhode Island

Heszlº F. Ring, Texas

*****Rt S. Bigelow, Ohio

Fasberic C. Howe, Ohio

* Mrs. Harriet Taylor Upton, Ohio

| Brand Whitlock, Ohio

HENRY GeoRGE, J.R., New York

Robert BAKER, New York

Bolton HAll, New York

FRANcis I. Du Pont, Delaware

HERBERT Quick, Wisconsin

Mrs. LoNA INGHAM Robinson, Iowa

S. A. Stockwell, Minnesota

WILLIAM P. Hill, Missouri

C. E. S. Wood, Oregon

ALICE THACHER POST, MANAGING Editor

A D VIS G R Y AND C O N T R IB UT IN G E D IT OR S

John Z. White, Illinois

R. F. PettiGREw, South Dakota

W. G. EGGLEston, Oregon

Lewis H. Berens, England

J. W. S. GALLIE, England

Joseph Fels, England

John PAUL, Scotland

GeoRGE Fowlds, New Zealand

--

Wol. XIV.
CHICAGO, FRIDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1911.

No. 708

_

Published by Louis F. Post

Ellsworth Building, 537 South Dearborn street, chicago
EDITORIAL

Single Copy, Five cents Yearly Subscription, One Dollar

Entered as S
-econd-Class Matter April 16, 1898, at the PostChicago, Illinois, under the Act of March 3, 1%. Office at

CONTENTS.

EDITORLAL: /

Pemocratic Politics in Illinois......................1089

Y\lam Randolph Hearst for President....... - - - - - - -1090

New Judges for Chicago.............................1091

...” Appeal to Justice..........................1091

w. Fight in Pennsylvania...................... 1091

The §. Suffrage and Direct Legislation............1091

Aºi. Car Question in Cleveland..............1092

Educ in g for “Oregonian” Editorials..............1093

*tion ........................................... 1093

jºins a Blank Check (John Freemantle)..........1093

*Portant Facts Not “Even Faintly” Appreciated

QLevi s. Lewis)............................. - - - - - - 1096

*...º. CORRESPONDENCE:

° Victory in California (S. w. Tulloch) . . . . . . . . . . 1097

*.NTAL SUGGESTIONS:

ºs Through the Curtain (A. D. Cridge)....... 1098

*vel Glimpses (C. F. Hunt) . . . . . . . . . . .............1098

N#ys NARRATIVE:

#.; : Revolution..............................1099

§...": for La Follette..................... . . . . . . 1099

A Signifi Convention of Woman Suffragists. . . . . . . . . 1099

New 9ant Political Departure in New Zealand... 1100

P **otes .......................................1101

** Opinions ................................. ... 1102

*ATED THINGs.
Pro

-

#. #* and Oppressive Wrong (Michael
erra

The Sea, . * * * * * * * * * : * > . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1104

The i. of Irr-corruptibility (F. R. Crane)..........1105

*erendu r-m in Court. ................I.1105

Books:

A.

tº. for the Times............................... 1106

i. Chara * . . . . . . . . . . . ...................... . 1107

\\. *cew ed. ...................................1108

mphlets . - - - - - - (........."- - - - - - - - - - . . . . . . . . . .1108

Democratic Politics in Illinois.

Impudence could hardly go farther than the

attempt of William Randolph Hearst to identify

the Hearst-Harrison partnership of this year

with the movement that Governor Altgeld led.

Consider how grossly impudent it is. Describing

the recent Hearst-Harrison gathering at Spring

field as “an exact parallel” of the “rally led by

Altgeld in 1895,” the Hearst Examiner of Oc

tober 16th says that “the Sullivanites stayed out

of the Democratic State organization until they

came back about seven years ago by an ‘exhibition

of strong arm politics’ that William J. Bryan

characterized as the methods of train robbers.”

Are Democratic memories so short in Illinois that

Hearst's relations to that train-robber perform

ance are forgotten? Didn't Hearst himself make

it possible for Roger Sullivan to seize the Demo

cratic party of Illinois on that occasion? If Sul

livan was a train-robber, Hearst was his pal.

*

The consideration? Sullivan's agreement to

give Hearst the Illinois delegation to the national

convention. , Sullivan kept his agreement, and

Illinois consequently made a ridiculous nomina

tion of Hearst for Presidential candidate. It was

then that Hearst broke with Bryan and began a

newspaper campaign-against Bryan which culmin

ated in 1908 in Hearst's giving back-door support

to Taft. Did Hearst break with Bryan because

:
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Bryan did not bring up the Nebraska delegation

in the wake of the Illinois delegation for Hearst?

Or was it because Bryan denounced Hearst's politi

cal partner of that year as a train robber?

+

And what does all this Hearst-Harrison palaver

mean now? It means now what the Hearst-Sul

livan alliance meant in 1904. Hearst is to get

the Illinois delegation—this time with Harrison's

aid as the other time with Sullivan's. Everything

democratic is to be sacrificed to that one object

by Hearst and his factotum Lawrence, as hereto

fore in Illinois everything democratic has been

sacrificed by that precious pair.

*

And the pity of it is that some of our best

democratic Democrats down the State are inno

cently turning themselves and their influence

over to Hearst. Among them are good men who,

on the principle of never allowing yourself to be

fooled twice by the same man and in the same

way, ought to know better. They have had sad

enough experience with Hearst politically already.

But their hostility to Sullivan is such that they

fall an easy prey to Hearst with his new outfit of

velveted claws. Knowing, as Sullivan did in 1904,

that Hearst cannot be nominated for President,

they, like Sullivan, are willing he should have the

Illinois delegation in return for his aid in putting

down what they consider more important. It is

more important, but the price they pay is risky.

The Illinois delegation has been Hearst's stand

ing price in this State for anything and every

thing in all his political relations here. For grant

ing it, Sullivan got into Hearst's good books; for

denying it, Dunne was pitched out of them.

We need not say that we sympathize heartily

with down-State Democrats like Judge Thompson

and Congressman Graham in their desire to end

the Sullivan regime. Sullivan has been an Old

Man of the Sea on the back of the Democratic

party in Illinois ever since he combined politics

with illuminating-gas investments, and never has

his game been more subtle or intolerable than

now. But our democratic friends won’t end the

Sullivan regime by giving Hearst a power of

attorney to do it for them. They can end it by

recognizing Dunne's well-deserved popularity,

closing their ears to Lawrence's insinuations

against him, and making perfectly plain what the

fact is, that Sullivan's present support of Dunne,

so far from being friendly, is as sinister as ever.

and this may imply that Mr.

Should they give Hearst and Lawrence the pºwer

to crush Sullivan, this power would not unlike;

be used for Sullivan instead of against him, shºuld

Sullivan decide in 1912, as he did in 1904, that

Hearst, through Lawrence, is the man for him tº

make terms with.

+ +

William Randolph Hearst for President.

Only the thinnest veil is any longer thrown by

the Hearst papers over Mr. Hearst's Presidential

purposes at the election next year. He dºs M

announce his candidacy himself, but his pºſs

quote other aspirants for the Democratic nºmia.

tion in such a way as to leave to any habitual

reader of the Hearst papers no doubt at all ºf

their proprietor's designs, innocent thºugh tº

men quoted doubtless are of intentionally pm

moting them.

+

The nearest Mr. Hearst himself hº º tº

making a formal announcement is in his “retum.

of-the-prodigal speech” at New York.” week.

That speech might be condensed and ſº park

phrased into something like this: ".

of the Democratic party—Here I am * º
in the Democratic fold just in the " of time

to demand your Presidential nominatiº ſº º

self. I shall fight every other aspirant ſt t º

doesn't give me the right hand ofºº

I shall make monkeys of those aspin"."ſº

Champ Clark is freely quoted " º tter he

papers among the latter, and among*º
is pretty certain consequently tº fin

when Mr. Hearst's monkey-makingº
gins. His humiliated companion. at nd Oscar

will probably include Mayor Harriº Hearst's

Underwood, both of whom are in * about

Presidential gamebag now. No, ..". tial pº

Mr. Underwood. He is the only P*º <sly

sibility quoted in the Hearst papº *intº
naming Hearst for the Democratic is tº

Underw matº.

be graciously allowed the place ofºº

“I understand,” says Mr. Underwood ºr

Chicago Examiner of October * * him tº *

the Democratic party on Hears” º influenº

that “the Hearst following will " the contº"

to have the New York delegation at initionſ.

tion place Mr. Hearst's name tºº and 1

the Democratic nomination for Pr i] tº the

feel sure the California delegation . of Chicº"

convention pledged for Hearst.” M.ged tº gº

know, of course, that Harrison, lº pl and frºm

Hearst the Illinois delegation if he ºsplaying

the way Lawrence, Hearst's man”


