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basis. In these circumstances the
S-cent-fare movement in Cleveland
will probably gain move from the
zood influence of the adverse de-
cision on public sentiment than it
will suffer fromn loss of revising
power over franchises by the city
council.

A crusade against salary “loan
sharks" is being made by the Chi-
cago newspapers in the “interest
of the poor.” How easy! How
very: much easier than attacking
the really dangerous enemies of
the poor—the enemies that make
them poor. *Loansharks” may be
very bad men, but even if they
were the worst alive they could
not force people to borrow from
them nor to pay them exorbitant-
Iy for loans. They do not coerce
people to borrow. What they do
in to refuse to lend except on their
own terms, and where is the
wrong in that? The borrower is
at perfect liberty to reject the
proffered terms. To enact legisla-
tion limiting those terms can re-
sult in only one or both .of two
things: (1) deviees for cirenmvent.
ing the restrictive law, or (2) a
lessening of opportunities for bor-
rowing. Apd pray how are the
poor to be benefited by legal re-
strictions upon borrowing oppor-
tunities? What they nced is to
be freed, not from lenders who
cannot lend to anyvone who re-
fuses to borrow, but from legal
monopolists, who, by denying
them their natural rights, force
them to forego a lion’s sharve of
their earninga. These “loan
sharks” are te monopolists as a
sunfish to leviathan.

THE OOLORADO LAWLESSNESS.

“A  gigantic combination of
American mines"” by the Standard
0il “crowd” and under the leader-
ship of John D. Rockefeller him-
self! Buch is the startling disclos-
ure of the news reports of the
present week.

The par value of the stoek of
this gigantic combine is reported
to be no less than two billions and
a half in dollars: and the combine
is to control the whole mineral

output of the United States, with
the possible exception of the Cal-
umet and Hecla copper mine in
Michigan. Thus doth the pious
process of subduing the earth and |
the inhabitants thereof go onat a
thrilling pace.

It appears that the plans for
this great monopolization have
been secretly in the way of execu-
tion for a decade. “For ten years,”
say the press reports, “the Stand-
ard Oil millionaires have been ac-
quiring the mines of America
through their banking interests.
In Colorade David Moffat and
Dennis Sullivan, of the First Na-
tional Bank of Denver, have paid
ont many millions in the past six
Years for productive mines, and
are said to control 70 per cent, of
the pmducti\'e gold, silver und
lead mines of the. middle Ro: ky
Mountain district.”

In the last clause of that repm't
there is much food for serious re-
flection with reference to the
present disturbances in the min-
ing regions of Colorado. That the
Standard Oil “crowd” owns the
fuel mines of Colorado and large
connecting railway interests was
already known; but that this law-
less *crowd"” also owns controlling
interests in the gold mines there,
was only suspected. The fact that
they do control those mines is
enough to account for much—for
very much indeed.

It accounts for the scandalous
bribing of the Colorado legisla-
ture (p. 154), for the purpose of
overriding the lawfully expressed
will of the people, which is de-
seribed in MeClure's for  May,
this is one of the Standard Oil's
well known methods of riding
rough-shod over public law and
popular rights.

It accounts, moreover, for the
contemptible subgerviency of
the Governor of Colorado; the
control of public administrators,
whether by corruption or intimi-
dation or Mephistophelian “jolly-
ing,” is another well-known meth-
od of Standard Oil lJawlessness,

It aceounts.also.for the employ-
ment of troops, not to maintain

the law of the State impartially,

but to overthrow it in the interest
of these millionaire monopolists:
this alse is a Standard 0il
method, although detectives in-
stead of State troops have hither-
to been uged "when the monopo-
lists have furnished the funds.

It accounts, likewise, for the
effrontery with which this mo-
nopoly revolution has been ex-
ecuted; effrontery in lawless
ness is peculiarly a characteristic
of the Standard Oil “crowd.”

It accounts even for the dia-

bolical explosion at Indepen-
dence; for  explosions, with
cruel indifference to human

life, are among the methods to
which the Standard Oil “crowd”
resorts when it hasany advantage
to gain thereby, as Lloyd's
“Wealth Against Commonwealth”
clearly proves by reference to sev-
eral instances, including that of
the competing oil refinery at Buf-
falo in the 'eighties.

The Colorado explosion certain-
Iy has served the mine owners’
purposes; and if the mine owners”
interests and the Standard Oil
“erowd’s” interests are the same.
it has served the Standard Oil
“crowd.” They charged the in-
famouns thing to the strikera,
thereby scenring an advantage

1 with public opinion and affording

an excuse to their tools in the of-
ficial service of the State for over- *
throwing all law and turning the
militia into an armed and organ-
ized and nominally legal mob. 1t
is evident, then, that the Stand-
ard Oil “crowd” had a motive, suf-
ficient according to their past rec-
ord, to account for resorting to
this piece of diabolism. They had
much to gain and only a little to
risk. To find a motive for it on
the part of the strikers is not o
easy. The strikers had much to
lose by it and nothing to gain. The
only guilty motive that can with
any show of reason be attributed
to them would be revenge, or in-
sane anger. This must have been
individual if it existed at all; it
could not have been organic. So
far as motive is concerned, there-
fore, it points most strongly not
toward the strikers but toward
the mine-owners; ard if they are
dominated by the Standard Oil



164

The Public

Seventh Year.

“crowd,” the trail badomes fresh-
¢r, since Standard Oil methods
stop short of nothing, not even of
bribing the underlings of an ad-
versary to destroy property and
human life by means of explo-
sions.

And when we consider op-
portunity for the crime. the ele-
ment that comes next in import-
ance to motive, it is evident that
the strikers had almost no oppor-
tunity, while the opportunity of
the mine ‘owners’ tools wax per-
fect.  What opportunity was
there to plant an elaborate infer-
mnal machine under a railroad sta-
tion, with connections for explod-
ing it extending a hundred yards
or more away—what opportunity
could there have been for strikers
to do this, when the whole place,
in the hands of the company, was
wuarded day and night by de-
tectives? The strikers were under
surveillance. It was therefore
practically impossible for them to
place and explode 8o elaborate a
wontrivance as the infernal ma-
<hine at Independence is de-
#cribed to have been. But a
‘Btandard Oil detective, or a bribed
miner under the protection of
-wnch a detective, could easily have
done the deadly work, and there-
by have served the mine-owners’

. burpose.

It isx by no means at all im-
probable, then, that the sup-
pressed story of this explosion
from Cripple Creek is true—the
story that when bloodhounds
were put upon the cage they ran
to the houses of the c¢ompany
witchmen, and that thereupon
the attempt to run down the crim-
inals with bloodhounds was aban-
doned.

The advantage which this ex-
plosion has given the mine own-
ers over the strikers, and which
could by either side have been
foreseen, is elear. It has enabled
them to throw down with impun-
ity every legal barrier to the end
they seek. .

They have suspended the eivil
law; they have driven officials
out of oftice and put mine
owners' tools in their places; they

have censored a newspaper and
thendestroyedits plant; they have
gutted coopbrative atores and de-
stroyved the goods they contained;
‘they have arrested men in shoals
and deported them from the
Ntate by scores, for nothing but
refusing to join the mine-owners’
union; theyhave governed without’
right or justive and slaughtered
without reason or mercy. This
they have done in the name of law
though against the law,under the
b orders of the governor who obeys
their commands, by means of a
militia paid by them and officered
by their employes, and for the
furtherance of their own schemes
of mine monopolization.

They have even closed a peace-
ably conducted commpeting mine,
where  there had been neither!
disorder nor a strike, driving
five hundred men out of peace-
able employment. and by the
orders of the militia officer in
command forbidding the owners
of the competing mine to reeume
operations with any other work-
men than such as hold cards from
the lawless combine (presumably
the Standard Oil “crowd”™) permit-
ting them to work.

Here is lawlessness worse than
_has ever been charged to labor
unions, and all the more danger-
ous for being done falsely in the
name of law and order.

Had labor organizations been
half as lawless, either in hos-
tility to officers of thelaw or
in harmony with them in the
name of law, the newspapers
of the TUnited States from
coast  to coast would bhave
rung with denunciation daily, and
the primary necesgity for law and
order would have been iterated
and reiterated in their columus.

Why, then, are the papers so in-
different to law and order now?

In the editorial pages of the Chi-
cago papers, Hearst's and Walsh's
alone excepted (and the latteris
brutally frank in defending the
monopoly law-breakers), the si-
lenee on this subject is painful.
This silence has been broken in

only two or three instances, and

then gso weakly and apologetically
and pusillanimously, as to inspirc
contempt.

A press -that stands up for
law and order only
a puny element of lawlessness iu
trade unions, not daring to de-
mand law and order nor to de-
nounce lawlessness when the law-
breaker is  the Standard Oil
“crowd,” is but an apology for
journalism. Can it be true, as
workingmen in growing numbers
assert, that law and order, no lon-
ger a bulwark for all, is only a lux-
ury for the rich? Is it true that
respect for law is a card to be
played when the monopolists’
game needs it, but to be discarded
whenever it weakens their hands?

In this emergency, when their
erstwhile “law and order” song
has no charms for the newspapers,
it is unhappily true that but little
encouragement in restoring just
dnd orderly government comes
from the trade umions. Their
most influential leaders seem to
have no conception of the impor-
tance and magnitude of the strug-
gle in the opening battle of which
they are especially involved.

To some, the Colorade affair
means only the suppression of a
rival labor organization; and why
should they bother about that?

To others, the sun will shine and
the rain will fall as'long as “busi-
ness agents” can bargain with
“capitalists” about trifling ques-
tions af hours and wages; and why
should they get excited over the
arbitrary arrests and lawless de-
portationg of workingmen whose
“business agents” couldn’t bar-
gain.,

To nearly all, the issne is
only a “labor” issue at most, and
in an emergency like this they are
stunned. Pathetically they find it
“a' a muddle, a’ a muddle.”

Perhaps the worst exhibition of
the incompetency of labor organi-
zations at this crisis was the de-
mand, both from Denver and Chi-
cago labor organizations, that
President Roosevelt intervene.
Roosevelt might be worthy of
more respect if he had replied with
courtesy, at least to the Denver
application. The rudeness of si-
lence, such as _he has exhibited

against,
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toward the miners of Colorado
who appealed to him, he never ex-
hibits toward “business” classes
when they appeal. But bad man-

ners aside, Roosevelt is right
in refusing to send troops.
True, Cleveland sent troops

to Chicago when the railroad
combine asked for them; bur
he was able to say the Chicago
strike interfered with the United
States mails. That was a subter-
fuge, to be sure, but it was a plaus-
ible subterfuge. Roosevelt could
have made.no such excuse even if
he had wanted to comply with the
demand of the miners. But sup-
pose a plausible subterfuge had
been available, what is to be

thought of labor leaders who in-

vite the worst forms of tyranny by
rommitting themselves to the
theory that the President may in-
vade a State with Federal troops
whenever he wantsto? Have they
no notion at all of the kind of con-
flict in which we are all involved?
Do they not realize that American
liberty is at stake in the lawless
use of military power against
workingmen, and that if the
man-on-horseback has not yet
come the corporation-on-horse-
back is already here?

This is no mere labor fight. Itis
a great conflict between interests
--the centralizing interests of mo-
nopoly on the one hand, and unor-
ganized or only loosely -organized
non-monopoly interests on ~ the
other.

The line between them is not
yet sharply drawn, but it will
be soon. At present the centraliz-

ing monopoly-interests are get-
ting contrel everywhere of the|

machinery of government. When
they shall have accomplished that,
and after it is too late for the peo-
Ple to divest them of their enor-
mous eentralized power, then will
the line be drawn; and, amazing
a8 it may sound, then also will
“business” men who are now help-
ing the monopolists, find them-
selves on the nether side of the
line along with workingmen.

The significant thing about the
Present stage of this acquisition
of power and division of interests
8 not the explogion at Indepen

dence nor the arbitrary arrest and
deportatiop of Colorado miners.
The most significant thing in Col-
oraflo is the lawless closing down,
by soldiers under command of the
centralized mining corporations,
of a competing mine.

L.et no one suppose that thisisa
partisan question. The Standard
0il “crowd” is as non-partisan as
u citizens’ league. Republican of-

“ficials are doing their work for the

most part, but that is only-because
Republicans are in power for the
most part. Monopolists can find
the necensary tools among the

politicians of both parties. In the |

Democratic party nationally they
would be as well content with
your Clevelands and your Parkers
as with such Republicans as will
dominate the convention at Chi-
cago next week. In Colorado it
happens that their subservient
governor is a Republican, but
might they not have gained the
good will of a Democratic govern-
or had one been in the chair?

Like Jay Gould in the early days
of the present trend toward
government of the people by and
for privileged corporations, the
Standard Oil “crowd” are Repub-
lican in Republican localities and
Democeratic in Democratic locali-
ties, but for Standard Oil inter-
ests everywhere,  Significantly
enough they have not yet been de-
tected in the disguise of Bryan
Democrats or La Follette Repub-
licans. From that fact a valuable
lesson wight be learned by intelli-
gent voters in both parties.

EDITORIAL OORRESPONDENOE.

NEW YORK,

Lake Mohonk, N. Y., June 4. —Perhaps
the newspapers are not to be blamed
for slighting the Mohonk peace confer-
ence, When a number of men, most of
them men of influence in their respec-
tive communities, who gather together
to ask for international arbitration pride
themeelves on their “practicality” and
take advantage of every opportunity to
ingist that they are not *“fanatics”
“dreamers,” “vislonaries,” it is not sur-
prising that they are taken not quite
seriously by chroniclers of the doings
of the world. They were so Intensely
practical that while assuming to be
leaders in this cause, they were forever

fearful of getting ahead of public opin-
ion. Their chief proof of teing prac-
tical was their insistence on the inevi-
tability of war “under present condi-
tions,” one of thelr spokesmen who has
taken part in several previous gather-
ings even declaring his belief that wars
would continue “until God shall change
the hearts of men.” If such men are
determined to find a scapegoat upon
whom to lay the blame for the greed
and lust of kings, emperors and other
rulers, surely it would be more fitting
and less irreverent and illogical to
blame the devil. While men who affect
to lead in the cauee of arbitration are
open fatalists, those who profit from
war and warllke preparatlons need not
worry that their business of supplying
$7.500,000 battleships and 100-ton guns
will come to an end. It was not neces-
sary to scratch very deep to find even
in this “peace” gathering many who are
worshipers of war. So wedded to the
old idea were they that they saw noth-
ing inconsistent in a suggestion that
an international army be created to
compel obedience to the decrees of The
Hague court. Force, force, force!. One
might think that moral considerations
or Influences have no place in the world.

Much importance was attached to the
formation during the recent session of
Congress of an American section of the
Inter-Parliamentary Union for Arbitra-
tion. The Union Is said to number some
1,500 members, or about half the en-
tire membership of the parliamentary
bodies of which they are members.
How intense is their devotion to the
cause of universal peace and good will
among the nations of the earth is seen
in the fact that each of the parliament-
ary bodies In Europe of which these
men are members is annually Increas-
ing army and navy appropriations. If
anything like half the membership of
European parliamentary bodies were
pincerely desirous of establishing a
world’s peace, would they in their sev-
eral bodies vote increasing taxation
upon the poor to provide funds for
larger and ever larger armies and na-
vies? They cannot now, if the total
membership in the Inter-Parliamentary
Union is correctly stated, plead that
they would reduce the appropriations
for their own country If other countries
would do likewlse. To do that is to
impeach the good faith of their fellow
members in the Unlon.

I fear that little importance can be
attached to the numerical strength of
the I, P. U. for A..for {ts European mem-
bers treated it about as seriously as the
Americans do. How gerlously it is
regarded here, and how little it affects
their officlal acts, is shown in the fact
that although 43 members of Congress
were present at the meeting in January
when the American group was formed,
and about 100 others subsequently gave
in their names, only one other member



