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The Federal Maohine In New York,

Mr. RooSEVELT'S prodigious proficiency
in'the art of political chicanery is disclosed
with convincing force in his own State,
RBeneath the cover of 4 generous sentiment
attributed to Mr, TAPT, which implied that
there waa to be no undermining of Gover-
nor HuGHES, that he was to be undisturbed
in the enjoyment of his full quota of dele-
gates, New York's favorite son finds him-
self to-day bereft of his following.

« FEven the perfunctory and negligible
compliment of the presentation of the
name of CHARLES EvaNs HUGHES in
behalf of his State in the Republican
convention may be denied him. While
we have had reason all along to regard
Mr. HuoHgs'S candidacy as illusory and
have known that the Federal machinery
would be corruptly manipulated against
him, it has appeared otherwise to a great
part of the public and to Mr., HUGHES'S
many friends. We cannot compliment
the Republican party upon the achieve-
ment, complete as it is. On the con-
trary we make special and unreserved
proffer of our hearty contempt!

If Mr. TA¥FT ever said that he desired
that the Governor of New York should be
left undisturbed we do not for & mo-
ment question his sincerity and his hon-
esty. It is possible that he did so, but
wedoubt it. To usit has more the aspect
of one of those Machiavellian works of
art which the Associated Press and
other subservient if unconscious agencies
disseminate with such assiduity from
Washington. We hold Mr. Tarr as
wholly above that sort of thing. His
sincerity and ingenuousness cannot be
impugned. Il he were cast to-morrow
for the part of Othello he would straight-
way ifbt only black himself all over but
he would eat a whole huckleberry pie.
Acting a lie and deliberately profiting
out of a lie is something that is impossi-
ble to WiLLiam H. Ta It belongs to
a higher order of geniuf than his,

According to Washington advices Mr
TAPT has seven-eighths of the delegates
to the national convention. Why, then,
this intense effort, this frantic anxiety
in his behalf? Why (Mr. ROOSEVELT'S
deplorable letter to FrovrLkk 1o the
contrary notwithstanding) this turbulent
activity of the immense army of Federul
officeholders and Federal spies’ [f the
people are so overwhelmingly for the
meeudo-candidate, why all these schemes
{0 raise money, these projects to license
corporations, to issue “letters of marque”

« 'o malefactors and predatory plutocrats
for a consideration; to repeat, in fine, the
blackmail and extortion of the year 18017

The press has told how Secretary
Tarr's brother, CHARLES P. Tarr of
(‘incinnati, has contributed so fur $750,000
toward the expenses of the campaign,
We do not believe anything of the kind.
It i8 true that the gentleman in question
{s one of the most generous and warm
hearted of men and earnestly desires his
brother's success, but we have not
known and deem it impossible that
WitLiam H. Tarr has been conducting
that sort of a campaign. In the event
that Fate under the wireless guidance of
(ienius should acquiesce in the Chicago
programme, how nearer than a brother
to the Great this profoundly astonished
Mr. CHARLES P. TAFT would be!

Coming Naval Wars,

The discussion of the latest revision
of Germany’s naval programme, which
provides for the laying down of four
battleships of the Dreadnought type
every year up to and including 1011, has
called forth an interesting pamphlet by
M. LausguF, former chief constructor
of the French navy. He begins by ex«
“pressing the conviction that the ques-
tion of supremacy in the Pacific will
eventually have to be settled by hedvy
guns in favor either of Japan or of the
United States, but he foresees a truce
untit the Japanese Dreadnoughts now
under way are ready for sea. Inas-
much as the war would be a purely
naval conflict, he thinks that Japan
could stand the financial strain, but he
expresses no opinion concerning the
upshot of the contest.

The pamphlet, however, is mainly
devoted to an announcement of the
writer's belief that a trial of strength
upon the ocean between Germany and
Britain is inevitable, He also directs
attention to the fact that if Britain is
to remain as incontestably superior to
Germany In respect of sea power at the
end of 1911 as she is to-day she will
have to build seventeen great battle-
ships in the next four years, Her present
naval programme provides for only two
in the coming twelvemonth, but Mr.
AsQuiTH, speaking for the Government,
has said that next winter and there-
alter measures will be taken to keep
the British navy up to the “two Power"
level. Under the circumstances what
possible chance would Germany have
of securing maritime ascendency’

M. LAcBEUF replies that it might be
done in two ways, The Power which shall
be the first to build battleships of 25000

tons, high, speéd and. huge armaments,
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will .at once render even the existing
Dreadnoughts obsolete, As a matter of
fact, however, Germany is not pursuing
that course at present. Her nowest ships
are merely imitations of British vessels,
What alternative plan, then, is there by
which Germany might succeed In wrest-
ing the mastery of the sea from Britain?
M. LAUBEUF answers that owing to the
magnitude of the appropriations for the
purpose Germany by 1916 may have as
many as sixty submersible vessels ready
for action., He suggests that before
war broke out these submersibles might
be sent to British harbors, there to
wreak havoe among the assembled war-
ships. He deems it not impossible that
in this way sufficient damage might be
inflicted to equalize the battle fleets of
the two countries. The landing of
(erman troops might follow, and thep
in all likelihood Britain's history would
be ended.

To British siatesmen, on their side,
two alternatives are open. They may
continue to spend two millions of pounds
sterling annually to Germany's one
million, applying the money either to
multiplying the number of Dread-
noughta or to the construction of battle«
ships of greatly superior size and effi-
ciency; or else, if Britain should become
tired of suffering a limitless drain upon
her resources she might with a sudden,
crughing blow breu’ the power of the
German fleet befor® it reaches full de-
velopment. M. LAUBEUF, for his part,
in convinoed that the second course will
be followed. He foresees, he says, that
Britain will suddenly attack the Ger-
man fleet and break it, as she broke
successively the sea power of Spain,
Holland, Denmark and France. This
accomplished, he takes for granted that
she will turn and crush the victor in the
war between America and Japan for
preponderance in the Pacific, “Thus,*
he says, “would Britain's mastery of the
sea be assred for another fifty years.”

Walt Until the Weather Is More Ap.

propriate.
While we are heartily in favor of
inflicting condign punishment wvpon

CIPRIANO CASTRO, we have a very strong
impression that the whole matter can be
advantageously and wisely deferred until
(Congress reassembles in December. In
the first place, there is evidently no
. \

imperative need for hurry, ('A8TRO and
his derelictions are brought to the atten-
tion of Congreas at this particular junc-
ture solely to serve Mr, ROOSEVELT'S
political ambitions and personal ends,
Any thoughtful review of the documents
in the case will show how long it has been
pigeonholed in the State Department
awaiting the psychological moment for
its production.

("ASTRO cannot get away, and there are
no interests involved apparently which
have not learned to await Mr. Roosk-
VELT'S convenience and may therefore
easily awalt the convenience of Congress
and the convenience of the American
publie,

We disapprove of converting the larger
aflairs of State, particularly when they
concern our relations in this hemisphere,
to the vulgar use of d»magu.‘lery and
political buffoonery, There 1s abso-
lutely no urgency, so far as this country
is concerned, in the adjustment of our
affair with Venezuela, Besides, 'it will
surely be the part of wisdom to defer it
until we have some of our ships in.At-
lantic waters, in case of possible compli-
cations, as well until a seakon more pro-
pitious and suitable for tropical duties.

The .\I',vner_v of Wayne Parker's Vote,

Ypsterday we had the honor to report
our anxiety to learn the exact opinion
of the Hon. RIcHARD WAYNE PARKER of
New Jersey about the Sterling employ-
era’ liability bill, for which he voted
with the majority of 300 and against the
minority of one consisting of Mr. LITTLE-
FIELD. The occasion of our solicitude i3
highly creditable to Mr. PARKER. He in
an honorable legislator, an intellectually
self-respecting man, and, like Mr. Lit-
TLEFIELD, he brings to the considera-
tion of questions of constitutional law an
uncommonly clear head. Besides, the
Hon. RICHARD WAYNE PARKER stands
high or. the Committee on Judiciary,
His name is second in the list, while Mr. §
LITTLEFIELD'S is fourth.

Could it be possible that the constitu-
tional objections which caused Mr, Lit-
TLEFIELD to confront in dignified soli-
tude that preposterous majority of 30
unthinking or complaisant or cynically
indifferent candidates for the applause
of “Labor” seemed of no account to a
mind like the Hon. RicHARD Warvne
PARKER'S?

The Congressional Record of April &
brings an answer which solves our doubts
in one respect while increasing our per-
plexity in another. Mr. PARKER not
only spoke in the House against the
Sterling bill in its present form, but he
also signed and submitted, a8 & member
of the Judiciary Committee, a report
defining his position on the subject. This
report was stronger, if anything, thap
that in which his colleagues, Mr. LiTTLE-
FIELD and Mr. BANNON, recorded their
protest against this hasty and incon-
giderate legislation for politics. What
Mr. PARKER thought of the measure for
which he subsequently voted may be in-
ferred from these passages in his report
on the bill:

“The subject s |oo'vgmpucu'd for me or any

one else o be sure that his views are right, buf if (s
100 {mportant for any legisiakon to be passed which
i manifestly imperfect, Itis better 1o donothing
than to ereate any system where most of the money
pald shall go to the profits of an Insurance company
or legal expenses, or 10 pass & law which may be
held unconstitutional,”
o Witk reference to territory not within the ex-
clusive jurisdiction of the United States and the
mutual relations of employees and employers en-
gaged (0 Interstate commerce, [ Aave seen N8 cause
10 change my opinion that was expressed wpon the bill
Ihat was held unconstitutional by the Supreme Court,
1 belleve that the question should be left to the
Jaw of the State having jurisdietion of the employ -
ment, and that the jurisdiotion of the contract
of service should not be made national becauss the
employer Is engaged In Interstate commerce, "

“The attempt to pass such a law will cause inex-
tricable confusion as to where the State and national
law should govern, especlally In the case of local
employers.”
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to appeals to Unlted States courts of appeal which,
If these cases be added, might take ten years,
I do not belleve In that legislation which will
cause this result, as 7 dowbs atso whether it de con-
siitwtional 1o take all questions between employer
and smployee away from the State.”

These are Mr, PARKER'S views of the
Sterling employers' liability bill of 1008,
His judgment was as strong against it
as it was agalnst Mr, ROOSEVELT'S pre-
vious pet measure of 1908, declared.tin-
constitutional last January by the Su-
preme Court of the United States. Hin
speech two years ago this April against
the original employers' liability bill was
& warning which his party in Congress
did not heed, It required the memorable
decisions of the highest tribunal in the
Howard case and in the Adair case to
prove to the country that Mr. PARKER
was right then and that Mr. ROOSEVELT
was wrong, a8 was the facile majority
which in spite of Mr. PARKER'S protest
put through that political measure with-
out even the formality of a call of the
Yeas and Nays. And Mr, PARKER is no
less convincing now in his protest, along
with Mr, LITTLEFIELD, against the pres-
ent attempt to patch up that previous
unconstitutional law, riddled by the
court's decision.

Thus far all is clear enough, and Mr,
PARKER'S courage and independence
shine even as luminously as Mr, Lirrrik-
FIELD'S. The perplexity tbegiua when
we turn from the ldnguage ¥f his report
on the bill's unconstitutional, ill ad-
vised and dangerous quality to the
speech, on page 456556 of the Record, in
which My, PARKER announces his reason
for parting company with Mr. LITTLE-
FreLp and voting for the very measure
he had so vigorously and convineingly
denounced:

“1 shall vote for the Wil [Applause on the Re
publcan side ] 1 shall vote for the bill in the
hope that It will be amended before 1t Is Anally
passed, 20 ax 1o be constidutional "

When have we heard anything like
that from a man anything like RICHARD
WaAYNE PARKER?  On that principle, why
need the conscientious legislator ever hes- '
itate between the voice of his conscience
and the urgent appedls of partisan dis-
cipline? What measure can be so out-
rageously bad, so manifestly dishonest
in its inception and promotion, so pal-
pably uncongtitutional, that a Congress-
man may not vote for it with the vague
impe that somewhere and somehow the
objections will be removed, the crooked-
ness straightened, the unconstitutional-
ity rectified, before it finally reaches the
gtatute book? What a lubricant for the
conscience is this theory; what a relief to
the lawmaker's sense of duty and res

So the Hon. CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD

and the Hon, RICHARD WAYNE PARKER
on this occasion parted company. Mr.
LITTLEFIELD, having perceived the un-
constitutionality of the Sterling bill,
voted against its enactment, and his Nay
found no echo save from the ceiling of
the Chamber. Mr, PARKER, equally con-
vinced of the bill's unconstitutionality,
equally positive in his denunciation of
its provisions, expressed the hope that
it might be amended so as to make it
constitutional before it was finally
passed, and proceeded to vote for it
along with the 300, amid applause from
the Republican side.
s That was the difference. Has it come
to this, that in order to dare to cast & vote
of conscience, when the same is distaste-
ful to Mr. ROOSEVELT and obnoxious to
Mr. GoMmPERS, a Republican statesman
of conspicuous courage and independence
must previously, like Mr. LIPTLEFIELD,
announce his impending retirement from
public life?

Tammany Relents,

It i» announced, apparently officially,
that Tammmany is not to make an effort
to exclude the Hon. P. HENRY MCCARREN
of Kings county from the Democratic
State convention next week, Perhaps it
has beengsufficiently imprassed cn Tam-
many that Mr. McCApREN is what is
called in the reprehensible language of
the street “a live wire.”

So far the efforts of Tammany and its
allies against the Brooklyn leader have
not been conspicuously successful, The
brilliant scheme to eject him from the
Democratio State committee had to be
abandoned, The expeditions against his
strongholds have come to naught. Inthe
matter of keeping the tiger on his own
side of the bridge, in fact, Mr. MCCARREN
has been far more potent than the Fusion
generals of 1903 or HvaR MCLAVORLIN
ever were,

It is proclaimed vociferously by those
who do not like the man that P, HENRY
McCARREN i8 a bold and wicked person.
Bold he unquestionably is; wicked he
may be, for he has associated with poli-
ticians for many years and their influ-
ence must be bad even on the sweetest
and most delicate nature; but in spite of
this it must be admitted that he is a
peison whose ability to get and hold
what he wants ia not in any way to be
despised,

Philosophical and Historical Examl«
nation of the Cocktall.

To stir or not to stir a cocktail is a
matter to give us pause less than the
question: What is a cocktail? This was
genially touched upon by one of the sev-
eral informed correspondents who have
favored us with views evoked by the
current discussion of how an old fash-
foned cocktail is, been or should be
made. Basing beliel upon such respect«
able authority as is available, it seems
safe to assume a certain fundamental
negative, and 8o restrict the scope eof
inquiry.- That is, eau sucrée, flavored
with nutmeg and heartened with two (or
more) fingers of straight goods is not a
cocktall of any fashion, old or new, It
is & toddy. As to the obiter dictum of a
correspondent that it should be drunk
before breakfast, it, we sternly maintain,
depends upon the breakfast hour.

What, then, is a cocktail? To say that
it is a dream, and let it trickle at that,
is to drift into pleasing mists of inexacti-
tude where poets dwell. It is to sidestep.
To consult the dictionaries is to invade
a company no less inexact, perhaps, but
somewhat less misty.

However, Webster says that a cock-
tail is “a beverage made of brandy,
whiskey or gin, P‘vm’od or sweetaned”;
the Standard, an “iced drink made of
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aromatic flavoring”; Farmer's “Ameri-
canisms” gives more details, *a wine-
glass of brandy, whiskey, gin or other
spirit, to which is added a teaspoonful
of bitters, with a pinch of sugar, and
crushed jce, whisked briskly round until
the mixture, sparkling and foaming,
nearly overruns the vessel in which it is
made”; Bartlett's “Dictionary of Amer-
fcaniams” is the only authority which
admits water, but it is moderate in this
subject, concluding its list of ingredients
with “a very little water.”

Reddall's “Fact, Fancy and Fable”
includes under ane of its titular classi-
fications the story that the cocktail was
invented in 1779 by one ELIZABETH
FLANNAGAN, who kept & house of insplra~
tion in the road between Tarrytown and
White Plains, Westohester county, where
she merved her admired beverage to
American and French offiéers, who forgot
the hardships, the' horrors, even the poli-
tios of war ‘under’ the spell of Dame
FLANNAGAN'S Magic mixture, ~

Our search has vielded these impor-
tant points: whatever spirit forms the
basic principle of the cocktail there must
be added sugar (or syrup), bitters, and
if you wish, aromatic flavoring, which
may be vermouth, in which case the
Manhattan Cocktail of general commerce
stands revealed.

Waste of City Money.

No one possessed of even a slight ac-
quaintance with the methods that obtain
in the transaction of the city's business
will doubt that the estimate of $2,000,000
a8 the amount wasted in the last five
vears in a few bureaus of one borough
is conservative. This sum does not in-
clude the money paid unnecessarily for
lands bought, or what may be called the
excessive expenditures on capital ac-
count. It comprises merely the waste
and thievery in the maiotenance of nec-
essary public works, the days paid for
on which no labor was done, the Hames
improperly or illegally carried on payrolls,
the overtime “graft” and the like.

Nor is the one borough of which this
estimate is made unique or even bold in
ita manner of robbing tha taxpayers.
In the investigation of the affairs of
Manhattan the grossest mismanagement,
to say the best of it, was disclosed. The
affairs of Queens have had an airing
recently, The telephone bills of the
Brooklyn borough administration have
been called to public attention by Corap-
troller METz. Richmond has not been
shaken up vet, It is small and poor, but
its turn may come.

As notoridus as this wmisuse of the
city's money is, it is cheerfully accepted
by the public, and no serious effort is
made to prevent it. The voters are cap-
able of high excitement in the few weeks
of the campaign, They apparently care
nothing for their corporate affairs dur-
ing eleven months of the year. So, as
they think of the abuses” under which
they suffer, they may comfort themselyves
with the reflection that they are treated
a8 they deserve to be, and that while the
enterprising persons who rob them are
highly blameworthy and culpable, in the
end the principal fault lies with them-
selves,

\ R

This is the political situation i a nut-

shell: A man who isn't nominated expects

to be defeated for President by a man who
says he will not run.

Our eminent friend CHARLES RoGErs of
Chicago writes to suggest that Mr. Roogg-
vELT shalltake the second place on a tickes
headed by Tarr. The distinguished gen-
tleman loads a postal card with thesa
pregnant thoughts:

“Thus ROOsevELT would really succeed himself
snd nobody be any the wirer, Furthermore,
Mr. RooasveLr could endure such mominal ob
scurlly and grow fat on 1%, ready (o be elected
again to the Chlef Magistracy In 1912, giving us
really Ofteen years of hls pollcy. This s no scoop.”

We agree with the celebrated inventor,
It's no scoop.

Sources of Siate Reyvenaes.

I'he report of the General Treasurer of
Rhode Island for 1907 gives in detal the
sources of the revenues of that State, with
the sections of law under which they are
collected. The receipts of the treasury in the
year were §2.288,700, of which 850,000 were the
proceeds of a note and $72,173.64 the balavce
on hand on January 1, 1%07. The payvments
to the State came under these heads:

State tax,,. . . $570,052 83
Saviogs bank tax., . - 48K 526 34
State lusurance companles. ., 112,586 20
Forelgn lnsurance companies, ... 180 008, 80
PPines, &c., from jallers, &c.. 9 .980 92
Supreme and Superior courts 1425818
Iistriet courta.v.... .. 8 25,767.25
Telephone and telegraph companles, 10 843,95
Express companles. . ‘ 08 I8
Corporation charters. ... 21,563.00
Town counclls, licenses, .. ............ 199 801 64
Pedlers' licenses . ... vor 21200
Duty ou auction property. i, ......... 1,508,067
School fumd. . ...... oo 9.820. 23
Shell fisherles, T Y 85,004, 48
Civil commissions, 2 85,00
State lustitutions. RUREAR
Volunteer soldlers’ home . 15,9334
State home and school.... 00140

Commercial fertilizers. 26100
Street rallways. ... E1,602. 25
Interest, v . 3,326 11
Sale of public 1awe, o oo e 130,73
Ceurt reports . 4%0.00
Renta, unclalimed money, & o 2.1, 13
Motor oar licenses. 2.3%.00
State sanltarium, . O Eie 10,940,717
Huntlers' licenses. ... 20000

The Democratio Golden Oppertunity,

To TRe Ep1TOR OF THE BUN~Sir: If we
can nomipate Judge Gray we can carry
Pennsylvania,

The country wauis a rest, and with a man
in whom both capital and labor have con-
fidence, with a fair judiclal mind at the helm,
business of all kinds will start at ouce,

JOBN V. Cravey,

Weer CHRSTER, Pa., April 7.

The Wrestling Champlonship.

‘o TA® EDITOR OF THR SUN—Sir; [ would have
been proud If the world's wrestiing champlonship
Lad been falrly won by an American, but the gorge
rises at the outrageous deal that Hackenschmids
ot st Chicago.

If Hack could not be defeated save by gougine,
oll smearing, nose and ear wrenching, then for the
falr name of American sport let It be recognized
that we have no athiete capable of coping with
him. A champlonshipacquired In so foul a manner
causes us International discredit, :

NIW Yomrk, April 7. ERNEST GRARAM.

Negro Property Owners in Maryland,
From the Philadeiphia Record.

Under the property qualification clause of the new
distranchising amendment passed by the Mary .
land Legislature, and which will be submitied 10
the voters at the next State electlon, more negroes
will be entitied to the franchise than many of tne
politiclans supposed, They have been surprised
10 learn that the negroes own property In Maryland
assessed at over $8,500,000, Including $617,662 In
Balumore city. :

The largest amount of real estate owned by the
eolored race Is in Kent county, while Talbot, Prince
George, Montgomery, Somerset, S, Mary, Car
oline, Baltimore, Frederick, Harford and Dor
chester follow closely In order named, The quall
fication olause fixes the amount of value of property
mu-maq - .
& Vi e

[

TR T .

s

THE SUN, THURSDAY. APRIL 9, 1908,

QUESTION FOR THE DEMOCRACY,

MODIFIED PROHIBITION.

Wasamearon, April 8,—~The passage of
laws prohibiting the sale of intoxicating
liquors n many States has brought to the
front a perplexing question of State and
Federal authority. As the matter now
stands Federal legislation is needed to
make State legislation properly effective.
The story of the case proceeds by way
of the ‘original package” decision of the
Supreme Court and the so-called Wilson
bill of 1880 to its present status.

The “original package" decision recog-
nizes the right of residents of prohibition
States to obtain liquor by purchase from
dealers in States where the sale of intoxi-
cants la not unlawful if the shipment is
made in an original package, whether bot-
tle, jug or barrel. The Wilson law gives
to the State under its police power the
control of such shipments “on arrival in
such State or Territory.” Commenting on
this law on December 18 of last year Sen-
ator Tillman said:

“Now, that Is the law. Tbe courl in explainiog
or In Interpreting the meaning of Congress Las
declared that liquors do not arrive ypder this act
untll they bave been dellvered 1o the consigfie,
and from one degree of Intdrpretation to™dotné:
they have gone on untll they have absalutély (uwngd
louse outside liquor dealers to send whiskey lnto
prolibltion territory ad Hbitum.”

Under this interpretation liquor dealers
in non-prohibition States are wont to ship
large collections of jugs of different con-
tent and capacity to plaoés in prohibition
States. These are sent without specific
orders from patrons and are addressed to
John Doe, Richard Roe or apy other name
that may be adopted, The shipment is
made by express C. O. D. Asa result thirsty
souls in hundreds of arid districts may go
to an expreas office, as they woukl go to a
lawful dispensary, and claim a one dollar
or two dollar consignment to John Doe or
some other and obtain as much liquor as
they waht and as often as desired so long
as their dollars and the John Doe consign-
ments hold out.  Ineffect the express office
heoomes a sales depot for Hquor iu original
packages

This practice is manifestly a wrong and
an injury to communities which see fit
to proscribe the use of liquor and to pro-
hibit its sale. Their purpgse is defeated
by decigions of the Federal courts, and the
position of the courts is unquestionably
sound. It is, briefly, that liquor is a legiti-
mate subject of commerce and that a dealer
in & “wet" State may ship his merchandise
in an original package to a consumer in a
“dry" State. Manifestly the traffic cannot
be entirely abolished, but its present evils
are open to decided abatement.

Several bills relatidg to the matter were
presented during the last session of Con-
gresas and some have been presented during
the present session. The indicatfons are
that perhaps after an animated debate a
bill will be passed by which a stop will be
put to some of the particularly offensive
features of the present custom. It will
probably prohibit C'. O, D. shipments on the
ground that they are sales made in violation
of Btate laws. It will probably provide
that all shipments of the kind in guestion
shall be made in good faith as a result of
specific orders for the goods and that the
names of consignor and congignes shall be
genuine. There seems little reason to doubt
that such a bill would be supported by the
courts. It is possible that a bill of larger
scope may be approved, Thers are many
who believe that the Federgl authority may
lawfully surrender a portion of ita control
over interstate commerce and grant to
prohibition Statea the right to exercise
police power over the liquor traffic at their
borders. They believe that when a consign-
ment of liquor crosses the State line it shall
become there and then subject to the laws of
the State and fully released from Federal
control !

The pith of the question is the line between
the authority of the Federal Government
ander it8 interstate commerce laws and the
authority of States under their police
powers

A Poser for Professor Jenks,

To 14E Eptror or TRE BUN~Sire The
dn-rfu[unems in the hearings on the Hepburn
bill amending the Sherman anti-trust act
astonish one more and more. What are ye
to think of the mental attitude aud mo'.l
makeup of Professor J. W, Jenka? Accord-
ing to the reports in the papers he Lhas been
telling why certain things have been inserted
in the bill. For instance, he gave the aston-
ishing Information that when it was doubt-
ful whether the corporations could legally be
compelled to divulge “"certain information
« + ¢ not connected with interstate com-
merca " & provision had been inserted in
the bill allowing the Fresident to refuse
them registration unless they furniskh such
information. .

This, if correctly reporied, is indirection
with a vengeance. It seems incredible that
h professor of law at a reputable college
could father such a squint eyved proposition
and naively state it before a Congress com-
mittee

In plain terms, once a corporation registers
under the proposed law it Is to bg blndgeoned
out of ita legal rights at the will of the 'resi-
dent, and in this case the President would
be & mere legul flietion. Tuformation of the
highest value to competitors would be at
the merey of a $1,200 clerk in a Washington
burean. No business would be safe. Let
us have straight law, but uno trickery, no
indirection

What does Professor Jenks si1?

BrookLys, April 7,

LEx

Dr. Warne on Work for the Unemployed.,

Torne Epitor oF THE SUx~Sir: In your
report this morning of the Ethical Social
League meeting at the Hotel Astor yvesterday
on the question of the unemployed it is stated
that “Dr. Warue objected to the prosecution
of municipal works as & means of relief, say-
ing that this would mean an immediate check
to the homeward rush of laborers (o Europe
ansd would be of na henefit here "

I heg leave to state my position as being
heartily in favor of the immediate prosecu-
tion of public works as a relief measure for
the present critical situation among the un-
employed in New York city. At the same
time I also believe that such work should be
intelligently safeguarded in such a way as
not to check the homeward rush of immi-
grants now crowding the steamship lines for
Europe, If thls were done I believe that the
undertaking of public works would be of
fmmense benefit and would ald materially in
relieving the unemployed situation.

NEW YORK, April &, Fraxk Wanrxe,

An Incredulous Englishman,

To THe EDITOR oF THE SUN-Sir: Let me, as
an Englishman, congratulate Mr, Pdward Nicoll
Townsend on having achieked the feat of Nnding
new ceplihets describlug the stalesmanship of
Great Britaln. I have heard many and strange
charges made against It, but never yet those of
belng “farseeing and enlightened.”

In view of the signal and glorfous viotorles we
won against the Boers and the fact that there are
sald | be three Intelligent officers In the British
army (I simply record this statement withous -
dorsement—personally 1 do not like paradoxes),
can Mr, Townsend mean to hint that the empire
will bulld a wall really around her possessions and
that benighted “beastly foreigners” will be ex.
cluded from those regions of bilssful gloom?

What & horrible prospect for you “beastly for-
elgners”l No more of those delighttul Ehglish
Sundays for you—no more English cooking, I
would elaborate the list were it not for an uncone
trollable nt of yawning. RICHARD SEYMOUA,

Naw Yonrk, April 7.

Better Dodge.
First Ofice Boy -Golug to attend funerals this
season?
Second OfMce Boy- Nope; 1'll ask for afternoons
off ter ritn fer President,
Higher 8111,
—Is he & parior Soclalist!
No, drawing rooty
4 ) 5 AL o A :?-ﬁ«a
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LOOKS LIKE AN ARCTIO FAKE.

returned from the American Arotio last fall,
has received letters from Herschel Island,
dated January 26 last, which increase the
probability that the story of the finding of
Captain McClure's wooden exploring ves-
sel, the Investigator, abandoned on the
north coast of Banks Land more than half
& century ago, is not true.

“One of the despatches from British
Columbia,” said Mr, Stefansson yesterday,
“reported that small vessels had no diffi-
culty in getting the old ship.
The fact is that there are only two sea-
going vessels in the Arctio north of this
continent at the present time, apd it is
feared that one of them is lost, .Tbowhdﬂ
Karluk, Captain Wing, of San Francisco,

the Olga, a little trading schooner, which
was last seen near Herschel Ialand in Sep-
ternber just before a terrible storm came
up. Even the/stanch whaler Wah in grave
danger for a while, and as the Olga was
small and not seaworthy and nothing had
L been seen or heard of her up to the last
week in January, my friends répurt that it
is feared she is lost.

“Another despatch says that the whalers
who discoverad the old vessel were guard-
ing their prige in the Bay of Mercy on the
north coast of Banks Land, the fact being
that the only whaler in the north is the
Karluk, and she is 500 miles to the south-
west of the Bay of Mercy, where McClure
abandoned the Investigator. Moreover,
the letters 1 have received from friends at
Herschel Island say nothing of the discov-
ery of McClure's famous ship or of the
finding of any other derelict or stranded
hulk, but they have much to say about the
winter life on the only Beaufort Sea whaler,
and tell how many polar bears have been
seen and shot and how many ecaribou
slaughtered,

“One story says that the ship was dis-
covered floatiug about and ‘all safe,’ and
some of her provisions were still fit to eat.
But Mr. Krabbe of the British ship Reso-
lute, who vigited the Investigator on May 5,
} 1854, and was the last to bring news of her,
reported that ‘the ship had leaked so much
a8 to be full with water up to her orlop
deck.’

“Of course it is conoeivable that the In-
vestigator might have peen frozen into a
huge cake of ice and thus kept afloat; but
there are 8o many weak points in thestory
thatit is diffloult to give dredence to it.

“As# far as 1 know the nearest a whaling
vessel ever got to the Bay of Mercy was
some forty or fifty miles, and that was the
whaler Narwhal, Captain Leavitt, in July,
1907, She saw no sign of the Investigator
or of any human being.

“There is just one historic instance of a
ship abandoned in the Arctic and picked up
later while drifting in free water. This was
the British ship Resolute, abandoned by
Captain Belcher's orders in Melville Sound
in 1854 and found drifting a year or two
later in the Atlantio and brought to port
by an Awmerican whaler.”

AMERICAN BEER.

Its Purity and Freedoem From Adulterants
Defended,

To THE EpITOR OF THE SUN—Si,; “H. W,
K." asserts that he has been “infornied on
reliable authority that there arethousands
of barrelsof imported lager beer sold through-
out this country daily because our American
brewers, with hardly any exveption, will not
make the pure article.” When hLe talks of
the “thousands of barrels of iported lager
beer sold throughout this country daily,” an
opportunity of making money by brewing
“pure beer” seems to loom large before him,
If he had stopped to consult the figures he
would have been better informed, and pos-
sibly would not have rushed into print, The
congumption of American lager beer for 1008
was 54,051,637 barrels; the total importatioa
of foreign beers, including ale and porter, was
195 408 barrels, of which about 100,000 barre.s
was lager heer; one-fifth of | per cent. of the
domestic consumption -a negligible quantity,

Groundless charges of udulteration of the
vague sort advanced by "H. W, K." and by
like anonymous or irresponsible persons are
norarity. They are sometimes conceived in
ixnorance, but more often in malice: and the
bulk of thergmight Le traced to the declared
und organized enemies of our industr

First, then, as to the general, though ex-
tremely vague, charge affecting the purity
of American beers. Some years ago, ucting
under a wandatory law, the New York State
Board of Health caused nearly 500 saimples
of malt liquors brewed within &w State to be
analyzed by Dr. F. Engelhardt, State Analyst
Not one of the very large number of samples
ofticially analyzed was found to contain any
deleterfous substance whatever, the use of
which could be regurded as an adulteration.

Not less valuable und conclusive is the tes-
timony of Dr. K. W. Wiley, chief of the bureau
of chemistry, Unitea States Department of
Agriculture, who has done 2o much tawared the
establishment of a general pure food law in this
country, and who has paid a remarkable tribute

o the purity and high n(a,dnrd { American
eers.  Senator MeCumber’, one o?the fathers
of the Pure Food law, is recorded on page
2508 of the Congresmonal Record as follows:

I belleve that we manufacture fn this country
the purest beers that are manufactured upon the
face of the earth; and the fact that the brewers'
assoclations are all In favor of this pure fnod
bl evidences the fact that they are satisfied that
they mauufacture a pure article,

“H. W, K.'8" specific attack on coru, as
used by the American bréwer, evinces his
deplorable ignorance of the whole subject
more than any other feature of his article,
Persons who have any real kuowledge of
brawing need not be informed that corn grits
and rice are regarded as pecullarly Xulubie
as & malt adjunct in this and many Europeas
countries. As a matier of fact, instead o
the solitary brewer known to "H. W. K.,*
there are a great many brewers who use
only malt chnd many also use other capeals
with it. When corn {8 used only the best

rt, the lﬁuido of the grain, free from all

ially the Agricultérel D

_Finally, the Agricultural Department
United States, which is enp.nlly (h:‘r:zs
with the administration o t‘m pure food
law, admits corn, rice and wheat as barley
adjuncts In brewing., Perha I be
ullowed to add that the l'nll«rﬂutumirow-
era’ Association, representing practically the
entire brewing trade of the country, was
the first and for a long time the only body of
manufacturers that from the eariiest intro.
duction of the pure food bul mnnmon:?y

advocated its passage, v
NEW hml.‘:pru'i. Honagax:
In One Year 400 Executions for Robhery,

Kioelin correspondefce South China Poxt.
Armed robbery In still rife in this district despite
the efforts of the authorives 10 suppress it. Over
four hundred execulions of offenders for this crime

have taken place In this district alone during the
past twelve months,

FPlay Ball,
Each member of our baseball team,
On edge for the season’s fray,
Counts his posi be one supreme .
And final test of play;
When things look dim l?e fans on bhim
Depend o save the day,

Each player—bls work the records tell—
A frultful bat can wield;

And stolen bases joln to swell
The stick’s productive yleld;

In bim combined see brawn and mind
At clockwork polse revealed,

Cheer, while the band prolongs the din!
The rival teams come marching in—

A coln |s tossed, the cholce we win,
Our favorites take the field,

Thete's the oatcher who shiows good cause 1o brag
Of his lightning throws to the midway bag;
Outfielders three
Unfallingly
Pull down the screamers twixt earth and sky:
And the shortstop clever,
Who never, however
“lmpossible,” suffers a chanoe go by:
The basemen wary; the masoot amall;
The cyolone plteher who sends a ball
That, curved or stralght,
Sl culs the plate;
And the manager, last not least of all -
Is be managing winoers® Just walt (i fal)

Bare palm or mit,

Each man Is IT.
He rounds the team, and he makes It At
To notch the season's high per cent,

And float our flag from the champlon's tent,
' | demw O, Tasoway,
BB n Ak b e R

Mr. V. Stefansson, the ethnologist who'

has been wintering at Herschel Island. ]
The only other vessel in Beaufort Sea '“ﬂ
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In Bryan te Work the Party's Completa
Destruction?

To ram Epitor or Tur Svx-—Sir: If My,
Bryan is the candidate of the Democratia
party for the Presidency this year and meety
the same overwhelming defeat am in 1508 47 4
1900 the final destruction of the Democyy

, barty will be an accomplished fact,

The Republican party will o 1010 bave
been, with the exception of Mr, Clevelan | «
two terms, in uninterrupted control of /..
national administration for fifly years. [/,
Ing only two years of that entite period i«
the Democratio party had complete coniril
of all the branches of the national Giover
ment. For most of the period the Repul .
can party has been in undisputed control,
until to-day we see the Democratic party «

Lthe North practically wiped out of existen e,

while such inroads have been made upon (he
strength of the party In the South that
has becotie utterly impotedt as a factor
affairs’ of the nation, Yet the man under
whose “leadership” the party has reached (e
brink of destruction bids fair to be its non -
nee for the Presidenoy again.

The fatuous ignorance by which a paris
representing six or seven ruillions of vore
can take a siep of thik nature shakes ona's
confidence, to say the least, in the eMou s
of popular self-government. Yet the (4
must be faced that the election this fa)! o
either Mr. Roosevelt or his appointer, \I
Taft, means the final extinction of an oppos
tion pagty sud the practical permanent .
wtallation of the present corrupt aud brutaliz. |
Republican party.

The depth of degradation fto which (he
Republican party has sunk was recentle
pointed out by THr SUN in a brilliant and
soathing article, The truth of the statemen:
contained therein no honest man can deg:
The question is, What are the American
people going to do about it? Is it not aboy
time for thein to sit up and take notice when
they are compelled to choose between «
party saturated with corruption and one |~
by an ignorant and unprincipled mounte-
bank?

('an the people possibly deceive themselves
with the idea that thelr government can
long exist on its present foundations, whe
they are restricted to such a choice an th«
Can they not realize that thiscontinual “choii v
between two evils” can only end In disaste
to the nation? If the American peopla are
unable to realize this—If they cannot rige 1
u senne of their real danger and lift & han!
to save their country from the devil of Repuh
licanism on one hand and the deep ses o/
Bryanism on the other, then the end of
government in this country as planned by
our forefathers (s in sight, E. 1 8

New York, April 8,

SNEAK DIVORCES,

U ndignified Courts and Ignorant Litigants
(Wem«l.

Too s Evtror oF THE 8uN—Sir: Sone
figure« recently compiled by the Burean of
Vitul Statisties of South Dakota fllustrate in
4 srriling manner the divorce evil in sore
of our Western States and deserve seriou-
consideration. It appears that iy the yes
1907 the dyvorce mill netted for South s
kot upward of 8480000 derived from flw
issunnce of 622 divorces, of which 520 were
to persons not bona fide residents of the
sinte. This siim would pay the salaries
all of the execulive and judicial oflcers
South Dakela for a period of ten vears |
Ie estinnated that in ten vears tha Stata of
South Dazota has taken in $5,000,000 {n divores
receipts,

The amonnt of perjury, domestic restjves
ness and the low professionsl and jndiel,
standawis that thesa figiures indieye
appalling. 1t seewns incredible that resider
of this State shonld continne (o seel
ealled South Dakota divorees after the pos
tive, reiterated and specific declarations of
our Court of Appeals and the Tinited Siates
Supreme Court. In (818 Chief Justice Thon n
son stated the (rue principle in the oase ol
Borden vs. Fiteh, 15 Tohos, 121

It must, then, be taken, | think, as the settled
law of this State, that a Judgment obtained |n »
sister State agalnst a person not belng within 1~
furisdiction of the court, nor having been ser.«|
with process to appear, nor having appeared
defend the sult, will be absolutely vold, his
principle must apply equally 1o a divorce as '
any otber Judgment,

This principle vas rea¥Mrmed in the easa
of Bradzshaw va, ileath, 12 Wend. 407, andd
both of the foregoing cases were ecitod an
spproved in the case of People ve, Bake
76 N 7%, 82 Since 870, therefors, it ho
been the seftled law of this Stace that a conr
of another State cannot dissolve ghe matr
moninl relations of a citizen of Wew York
domiciled in New York, unless ho was actna
served with process within the other Niate
or voluntarily appeared in the cause Tie
last vestige of doubt was removed by 1l
decision of Chief Judge Andrews in the case
of Jones vs. Jones, 108 N. Y, 415, 424, whe
he said:

The processes of courts runonly within the !
diction which lssues them, TRey canno! be serieil
without the ‘nrisdietlon, and courts of one St
caunot aecanire [v-ledietlon over the eltizens o/
another State under - ~rutps which authorize a
substituted service. or which provide for act
service of noticr without the [vrisdietion so as 'n
authorize a judgment raonam against "
party proeceded againsi Is question has
cently been considered In several cases n
State with a filness of argument and Hlvsira
which leaves nothing to be sald and (1 iy s
10 efer (0 the dagdslons. * * ¢ The contra
of mai rlage cannot be annulled by fudielal sanc
ANy more (hon sny othier countract inter p
y\‘l(hum Jurisdictlon of the person of the defendar
Flie marriage relation I~ not a rec within the S
of the mn{ fnvoking the jurlsdiction of 4 ¢
10 dissolve It, xo as to suthorize the court 1o v
the absent pariy . & cltizen of another jurisdiction
by substituted service or actual notice of the pio
ceeding given without the jurisdiction of the o
where (he proceeding Is pending.

In nocqrdnm-e with this 1rim<l|ﬂe, the cour e
of New York have invariahly refused to ¢
a divoree rendered in another Btate agnii -
8 resident as entitled to be enforced in Ne

ork by virtue of the full faith and cred
clause of the Constitution of the | nited
States. Their stand has been sustained al
justified by-she decisions of the United States
Bupreme Court in the cases of Atherton *«
Atherton, 181 U, 8§ 155, and Haddock ve
Haddock, 201 U, 8. z62,

We have recently had a reiteration of the
same principle carried out to its logical con
clusion lg the case of Olmsted vs. Omsted,
decided by the Court of Appeals on Januas
7, 1908, but not yet reported in the offiis!
series.  In that case A, a resident of thi«
State, married D in (his State and had (o
chlla'iren. He then left bis family and went
to New Jersey, where he lived with anothei
woman, C, by whom he had two illegiting '+
sons, ile then removed to Michigan, broug!
an action ageinst his wife, B, for divorioe,
who was still living in the State of New Yors,
and prooured a decree annulling the mat
rigge upon the 10und that his wife, B, had

eserted him, without pergonal service agaln-
.‘O.I;‘ &lmgn:ar‘g; ot 'er no(lc«b'of the com

nt o aotion. Subsequenliy o8
married C, the mother of his two illegitimae
sons, It was held that the decree of divores
between A and B was absolutely invalid and
without eTect; thut “the gubsequent marrisse
hetween A and ¢ did not legitimize A's {90
sons and that therafore shey could not take
under a will executed in this State, givine
the remwsinder to A's lawful issue. Judge
Haight, writing for the court, says;

It Is, however, urged that although the Mict g4
decree’ may be Invalld and of no force or efec!
stll the illegitimate ohlldren became legitimale
under that decree, and therefore our colrts Are
bound to recognize them as leftllmne. We ran
not apgmve of the soundness of such a contentio
As we have already stated, the statute was desigus]
only for such persons as were free from legal olsia
cles pmnunf thelr marriage, and It consequent
follows that If the divorce was vold, then ex+!
obatacles did exlst to the marrage of these -
sons; for Olmsied (A) had another wife liviug (m 7
whom he had no valid divoree, and his mariisin
=. { such Mrrun;:nm wWas polygamons !

ceremony n this Stats
"'0““3 performed (n this
nally,

"™

have been bigamous and punishable (10

tee how any reputable Judge ean oontinie
to sign auch decrees, and his continued o'
duet in doing 8o wauld seem to indicare (1 #
thorough degradation of some of our Wese/n
courts where rlntrimonul actlons are o
cerned, ¢ tifogging standard of a ar0

rtion of the legal profession, and the erass
gnoranoe of the litigants who continus v
be satisfled with these rump decrees

| Josken Du ViviEs
New Yonrk, April 8.

Lawyer's Friend.
From Tu By,

As proprietor of Truth Mr, Henry Lahoucisr*,
popularly known as “Labby ® has had to epedd &
deal of money In libel actions. He onoe adm/t*4
In court that he had spent over £40000, “Then
sald the late Bir Frank Lockwood, "1 must 1040+
you, Mr. Labouchere, on bebaif of the profes:
Go on, and prosper!® Needloss to say, there ©° 8
roars of laughter In court,

Pessim|sm.

14 10 be oheaper.
1 don't axpeot te ot 154}

.

In view of the fore ol:c it i diffieul’ ‘0
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