
t<r

EXTRA SESSION
IN HIGH FAVOR
Continued Prom Firat Pas*.

too Indefinitely prolonged. at large expense,
«r that the bill enacted might not come up to
puMlo expectations, and in either event the
public displeasure would be reflected in the
next election.

But after all has been said for or against
the proposition, we must bear In mind that
the power to call an extra session was by
the constitution vested solely in the gov-
ernor, and It should be left to his good
judgment. He will undoubtedly do what la

best when the time comes. If an extra ses-
sion is called, I think the republican majority
should Insist on its being Just as-brief and
Inexpensive \u25a0 as possible, and' confined solely
Co the consideration of the report of the tax
commission.

A. W. STOCKTON, Twenty-eighth District
(rep,)—l am in favor of an extra aeesion of
tne legislature.

I believe there are many members who
nave a right to expect an extra session, aa
much legislation which seemed to them of
Importance was defeated last winter owing
to the session being shortened for the par-
ticular purpose of holding this extra session.
and these members consented to and voted
tor such shortening with the distinct under-
standing that the governor would call an
•xtra session, and, moreover, I understood
that he promised his closest friends and ad-
TUera If there were an early adjournment
he would do so.

But there is another reason of vastly more
importance to the people of the state why
there should be an extra seaslon. A legisla-
ture convened for the special purpose of
enacting a tax law should be able to give
the people much better results than would
be possible when that body is assembled in
regular session, when many other conflict-
Ing interests will oome up, particularly those
Involvingcorporations and individuals not at
the present time bearing their just propor-
tion of taxation.

As to the question of expense, I have no
doubt that such tax laws can be passed as
\u25a0will produce an income far In excess of the
present, and amounting to much more than
the expense of this extra session.

And I believe that our very able and capa-
ble commission will not only have their re-
port ready in ample time, but will have
f*rformed their duties In so thorough and
efficient a manner that not much work will
be required on the part of the legislature in
order to give the people a good tax law.

ALLEN J. GREEZR, Third District (rep.)—
I think It would be the wisest thing for the
legislature to meat on the call of the gov-
ernor and take up and pass the tax code.
There ia a good deal better show to pass it,
•with less trouble to the state, through the
present senate and house, than later, with
a new body of men in both houses. We have
an excellent commission, and I think the
code which they have prepared will likely
be adopted without changes—or, at least,
many such.

JOSEPH UNDERLEAK, Fourth District
(rep.)— Much depends upon the work of the
tax commission. If the commission reports
tills which substantially cover the whole
subject, and which will, if enacted, equalize
the burden of taxation, it would certainly be
the wisest course to consider the subject in
•xtra session.

It is the general impression that, since the
so-called gross earnings bill was passed, the

Srincipal need of an extra session is removed,
ut those who have studied the subject know

there are mauy classes of corporate property
which are paying a much smaller proportion
of taxes than are the railroads, and these
certainly ought to pay their just proportion.

Should the tax commission's bills be con-
sidered at a regular session, the legislation
will drag through the entire term, and, be-
ing intermixed with other legislation, will
come out—if it comes out at all—with so
many amendments as to be of little if any
Value.

If the tax commission's report covers the
(round properly, it is my judgment that it
would be best to call an extra session, at
which no other legislation should be consid-
ered, unless it be something urgent. Thus
a better opportunity will be given to pass the
bills without amendments intended to destroy
their efficiency.

L. H. SCHELLBACH. Seventeenth District
(rep.)—l am not particular. The real benefit
to be derived from the revision has been ex-
aggerated. So matter what the law is, in-
tangible property will always be intangible
property, and the taxes assessed on that ac-
count will be then, as now, a tax upon a
man's conscience.

But inasmuch as the present commission
was created by the present legislature, it
would seem appropriate to have a short ses-
sion to dispose of the report as unfinished
business.

M. R. EVERETT, Twenty-seventh District
(dem.)—lf the revision of the tax laws will

accomplish all that has been claimed by ad-
vocates of the bill favoring the commission,
\u25a0we should certainly have an opportunity, at
the earliest possible moment, to pass upon the
recommendations to be made by the commis-
sion, and to enact laws to give the recom-
mendations force and give the people the
benefit of the labors of the commission. The
people want the tax laws revised, and the
earlier It is done the better it will please
them. I should favor an extra session.

SAMUEL LORD, Seventh District (rep.)—l
favor an extra session.

S. SWENINGSEN, Sixth District (Rep.)—
The legislature adjourned last winter withthe distinct understanding that if the billproviding for the appointment of a tax com-
mission should pass, then an extra session
should be called to act on the commission's
report, providing said commission made its
report by February, 1901. For this purpose
I favor ah extra session within the timelimit

C. C. MCCARTHY, Fifty-second District(Rep.)—My answer to the question, "Do you
favor an extra session • to receive and actupon the report of the tax commission T"-is,yes. My reason for such position la *"to
receive and act upon, the report of the tax
commission." ,

Your request to "please state your reasons
for your position" seems to imply that thereare reasons to be urged in favor of a special
session or against a special session that
\u25a0wore not considered last winter when thequestion was under discussion in tho legis-
lature. I know of no reasons either for oragainst the special session, that were not
considered then, and after such consideration
the legislature by an overwhelming majority
put itself upon record In favor of a special
session. Here are some of the reasons ad-
vanced sow against a special session:

First—That the -people should have suffi-
cient time to study, investigate and digest
the report of the tax commission, and that aspecial session does not give them such
lime. \u25a0 :

Second— special session will cost the state
from 460.000 to $100,000.

Third—From the standpoint of party poll-
tics a special session "is fraught with dan-ger."

Bach one of those reasons was considered
and discussed last winter and after such
consideration and discussion the republicans
of the legislature were almost unanimous infavor of such session. Not only that, butthroughout th« state the sentiment of thepeople seemed to be In favor of such ses-
sion. ' .. .
I believe a revision of the tax laws, in

fact a new tax code altogether, to be abso-lutely necessary. r .
\u25a0\u25a0I believe xre We an able, competent andqualified tax commission now at work pre-
paring such revision or code.
I believe the present legislature owes It toItself and to the state to complete the workit commenced by enacting a good, equitable.

Ja»t and efficient tax law. I don't believe inshirking nor evading any duty or responsi-
bility. , • .
' ?*\u2666& t**80 Twenty-first District (Rep.)—I think an extra session would be a benefitto the 'state.

JOHN J. RYDER. Sixty-second District,
(Rep.)—Yes, I favor the extra session. Inthe caucus to decide the matter I was one ofa very small minority who opposed it. Wewere beaten so decisively et all points and
the large majority were so earnestly in favor
of the plan that they should have opportunity
to vindicate their judgment Then too asGovernor Van Bant pledged himself to call an
extra session, provided the regular one was
shortened, good faith and good politics bothurge consideration of and aotlon on the re-port of the tax commission, apart from themany entangling measures that usually oc-cupy the time of a regular session.

A very good friend of the governor has toldme with seeming confidence that there will
be no extra session: but he may have beenonly guessing. Still, he has guessed right
nearly always, mo far.

E. X. ROVURUD, First District (Rep.)—Thelegislature which made it possible for thegovernor to appoint a tax commission would,
if convened, be la duty bound to act on thereport of the commission. A new legislature
might, with some degree of justification, say
that the tax commission and its report are theoffspring of other men and that they are netbound to care for them. Knowing that our
tax laws have been amended and amended
f\atil portions of them are verr ambiguous,
fend b*Uevlng that some of the provisions
should be radically changed and that new
sections covering new property should be
added to our tax laws, I am in favor of an
extra session of the legislature in February.
1902, tor the purpose of considering the report
of the commission.

LOWELL. H. JEPSON, Forty-fourth District; (Rep.)—First, when we *shortened f our . last\u25a0Kile* .v* pledged to the people oS Minne-
\u25a0!'\u25a0\u25a0> "C:';^- >\u25a0*\u25a0'\u25a0» "*-.'\u25a0:*' ""-. ".\u25a0\u25a0• \u25a0\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0•\u25a0\u25a0 .- \u25a0~--i .-. - \u25a0 -

sota that an extra session would follow to
consider the report of the tax commission.

Second—l believe that the tax laws of our
state as they now exist result In most un-
equal taxation.

Third—J believe that the conditions fully
justified the creation and attendant expense
of a tax commission.

Fourth—l believe that, in the interests ot
the people and economy, the report of this
commission, which will be ready for submis-
sion on or before Feb. 2. 1902, should be
promptly received and perfected and acted
upon by our legislative body and put into
operation at the earliest date.

S. A. STOCKWEL.L, Forty-second District
(Dem.) —I am very much In favor of an extra

cession of the legislature, for the considera-
tion of the report of the tax commission, pro-
vided, of course, their report Is ready by the
Ist of February. My reasons for my position
are:

First —I believe wo have a very able, consci-
entious and painstaking commission. From
what I know of the work they are doing I
think their report will be worthy of the most
careful consideration and, la my judgment,
this can best be done at an extra session and
by a legislature that has had experience In
legislation. In all probability, as is usual,
the next regular session of the legislature
will contain a majority of men who have had
no legislative experience. It usually takes a
member-the best half of a session to learn iho
routine of the business. The charaoter of the
work done by the last legislature would seem
to indicate that they would take up the report
of the tax commission and do it justice.

Second—The most Important function of the
state Is that of taxation. Crooked taxation
has blotted whole nations off the map. A
just system of taxation will develop a coun-
try and add greatly to Its welfare, as witness
New Zealand and New South Wales. In order
to get Minnesota headed in the right direc-
tion, certain amendments to our constitution
must be passed, and it is important that we
get them before tho people at the earliest
possible moment. If the report of the com-
mission Is what I believe It will be and our
present legislature will take up the report
and give It careful consideration the expense
of an extra session is a mere bagatelle com-
pared with the good that will finally come
from It.

Third—The educational value of an extra
session called for the purpose of considering
tiis all-Important subject of taxation will be
worth all it costs, even if no material change
were made in our present laws. The gener-
ality of people know but little of the subject
of taxation, and the discussion that would
naturally follow an extra session called for
the purpose of considering the subject would
be invaluable. Of course, I understand that
we shall never have an absolutely just system
of taxation until we have the single tax, but
there are many things that can be done to
help matters, provided we go in the right di-
rection.

M. J. DALY, Fifty-ninth District (Dem.-
-pop.)—l favor en extra session of the legis-
lature to act upon the report of the tax com-
mission if said report ie made on the Ist of
February, 1902, for the following reasons:

First —The subject of taxation is the most
intricate and important subject in these day 3
that can come before the legislature for ad-
justment.

Second—This legislature has gone further
tban any of ita predecessors for many years
in this state, as is shown by the passage of
the gross earnings, express company and in-
heritance tax measures.

Third—Better results can be obtained at a
special cession, where the subject of taxation
alone is considered.

Fourth—The expense of an extra session is
not to be compared with the benefits to the
taxpayer of a Just and equitable system of
taxation, which will as far as possible com-
pel each Individual and Industry to bear his
or its proportionate share of the expense of
good government.

J. T. M'GOWAN, Thirty-eighth District
(dem.)—l certainly favor an extra session of
the legislature this winter, although it will
inconvenience me very as I intend
going to California for my health and will
have to return if an extra session be called.
There is no doubt but the tax commission will
report some more equitable system of taxa-
tion, along with some proposed amendments
to the constitution, which will need to be
acted upon at an extra session, in order that
they may be voted upon at the next election.
I think it would be well If the tax commis-
sion would look Into the investigation made
by the Colorado commission as to the tax
on land values in the Australian colonies. I
see from the report of their investigation (If
it be true) that they favor such a system
very much, and I believe, after all, that is
the only just system of taxation. I say
most emphatically that. If it was necessary
to appoint a tax commission last winter to
revise the tax laws, it is certainly wise and
economical to call an extra session to make
their report a law as soon as possible.

JOHN A. JOHNSON, Twentieth District
(dem.)—Yea, I favor an extra session, pro-
vided, however, that the report of the tax
commission shall be unlncumbered by the
Introduction of other business. The present
legislature would be free to act Impartially
upon the report. The next legislature would
not be as free as this because local Interests
would hare to be protected and those in
charge of such Interests might of necessity
be compelled to subordinate the larger and
more important matter of the tax report to
the minor one of local interest. I believe
that the report would receive consideration
at a special session which it could not pos-
sibly get at a regular session, and God knows
that it needs the fairest possible treatment.

JOHN H. IVES, Thirty-fifth District (dem.)
—I favor an extra session unless I misappre-
hend the situation. During the last session
of the legislature, after the construction of
the tax commission, there seemed to be a
universal sentiment that the best interests
of the state demanded an extra session to
act upon its report. Spurred by that senti-
ment and to minimize as much as possible the
expense of an extra session, the legislature
expedited its business and adjourned twelveor thirteen days short of the allotted time
and, in addition to that, substantially clearedup its general orders and calendar, a cir-
cumstance never before transpiring within my
observation.

If the necessity of an extra session is now
obviated, it is undoubtedly due to eventstranspiring since the legislative session. Iam not sufficiently in touch with current
events to know whether such events havetranspired.

WM. GAUSEWITZ, Eighth District (dem.)
—I favor an extra session, though personally
it will be a great inconvenience to me to at-
tend. We have needed reform in our tax
laws for a long time, and for one reason and
another it has been put off. Last winter we
created the tax commission, and agreed to do
something this coming winter. People expect
it, aad this legislature cannot shirk its re-sponsibility.

EDWARD E. SMITH, Firty-third District
(rep.)—l favor an extra session, for the rea-son that it will afford the legislature a betteropportunity to examine the revision of the tax
laws to be submitted by the tax commission,
than at a regular session, where so many
other matters are necessarily considered.

Opposed.

E. B. HAWKINS, Forty-ninth District,
(rep.)—l am not in favor of an extra session
to consider and act upon the report of the tax
commission for several reasons. I do not
think we will have sufficient time to properly
consider the report before the meeting of
such session and I do not think that thedegislature can properly consider the matter
in any time so short as that between the re-port of the commission and the termination of
the proposed extra session. On so important
a matter I think It would be far wiser for
the people of the state to have the eight or
ten months between the proposed extra ses-
sion and tho regular session of 1908 to con-
sider the matter and instruct their represen-
tatives as to their wishes as to some of thevery important changes in tax matters which\u25a0will undoubtedly come up in this proposed
change. I think it is far more Important that
the enactment of this law be postponed ten
months rather than hastily acted upon andperhaps some very unwise legislation passed

E. L. HOSPES, Thirty-first District, (rep.)
—I am not in favor of an extra session. Inmy estimation an extra session of the legis-
lature in 1902 for the purpose of acting on the
report of the tax commission would be unwise
Itwould tend to unduly hasten legislative ac-
tion on this important subject The matter is
of such vast importance that the commissionshould be given ample time, aad probably
more time than is allotted it to prepare itsreport The public should have time to dis-cuss, digest and understand the import of thereport of the commission. Considering every-
thing, my judgment is that the object would
be best served if action on it would be left
to the next regular elected legislature and it
might be well to elect a legislature on the is-
sue of the revised tax code contemplated by
the report of the commission.

P. FITZPATRICK, Second District (dem.)—
I supposed it was definitely settled last win-
ter \u25a0 than an extra . session would be called.
If it is still an open question, my opinion is
that an extra session is. not desirable.

If the tax commission ! completes its labors
and makes Its report (Including a comprehen-
sive . proposed tax • code and ibills providing
for constitutional amendments) *. to the gov-
ernor by ; the ; first' day of February, 1902, '\u25a0 as
the law requires, it will do well. Prom that
time until the regular session of 1903 Is
a short enough period for the people and the
lawmakers to study and digest the proposed
bill '. or bills. i \u25a0 It seems to me that if an
extra session .is called it -will be ' necessary
to continue it for a much >, longer \u25a0 term thanten or fifteen days, if the legislature is to act
intelligently upon . such '\u25a0 important and, nec-essarily, voluminous bills.

Conditional.
JULIUS A. • COL/LER, Twenty-sixth Dis-trict (dem.)—lt will depend largely upon thereport of; the : tax commission. If the com-

• mission .recommends I changes Iin the | present
; tax lawayJtieh. would require an JTOBflfflßUl I

to the constitution, we ought to have an ex-
tra session so as to bring the proposition
before the people at the November, 1902, elec-
tion. If no amendment to the constitution
is proposed, or required to carry out the
recommendations of the commission, it is for
the best interest and welfare of the state «to
let the legislators stay at home and attend to
their own private business.

Non-Committiil.
VAL BATZ, Fifty-fourth District (dem.)

—The last legislature adjourned previous to
tho date of a full session with the under-
standing that the governor call an extra ses-
sion in Feb. 1902, providing the report of the
tax commission will be completed. I cannot
see how the individual opinion of members
of the legislature, expressed in the public
press, will affect the situation. The gov-
ernor must exercise his good judgment in
this matter, and if he should ask some of the
members for their opinion, I presume it
would be cherfully given.

HOUSE MEMBERS

In Favor.
M. J. DOWLINQ. Speaker, Twenty-second

District (Rep.)—l favor an extra session be-
cause the present membership of che senate
and house of representatives is willing and
able to give the people of Minnesota a tax
code that will more nearly equalize tho
burden of taxation. Add to this condition the
fact that the extra session will be held only
a few months previous to the primary elec-
tion and you have convincing reasons why
the task of revising our tax laws can be
safely entrusted to the present legislature.

The governor appointed three capable and
energetic men on the tax commission. Their
report will be made on time. It will be the
result of patient and painstaking effort that
will guide the judgment of the legislators. If
changes requiring a constitutional amend-
ment are necessary an extra session will
hasten relief nearly, if not quite, three years.

The regular session was shortened with an
understanding that there would be an extra
session. We anight wait in vain for the
people to formulate a scheme of tax reform,
but a legislative body can deliberate, debate
and create a plan of taxation that will either
meet with the approval or disapproval of the
people and herein lies the present oppor-
tunity for the republican party of Minnesota.
In my judgment the republican legislature
can and will enact a system of taxation that,
together with the excellent record of the
present state officers and the legislature, will
will Insure an overwhelming majority for
the entire republican ticket next year.

If any other reasons are wanted it is only
necessary to mingle with the people of small
means and listen to their criticisms of our
present method of raising revenue by taxa-
tion. The farmer is taxed for everything
and even more than he possesses, while many
large interests escape a fair share of the
burden. The small merchants In the villages
of the state are heavily taxed, while the in-
dividual owner of cash loans his surplus in
the name of an eastern relative and fails to
pay any taxes at all. The owner of non-
productive property is compelled to pay as
much as the owner of very productive prop-
erty of the same apparent value.

Why not tax farms like they do in Mani-
toba? There improvements and personal
property are exempt. Tnis offers induce-
ments to the farmer who actually farms and
causes the speculator to "let go" his grip
on lands wanted for agricultural purposes.
From personal observation and investigation
Iknow the Manitoba plan is popular with the
farmer who farms.

Another thing th»t I like In the Manitobaplan is the manner of taxing merchants.
Merchants are not assessed by guess or on
a "run down" stock. They tre assessed ac-
cording to the square feet of floor space oc-
cupied by them. Here is another. Suppose
John Smith and Sam Jones own two lots ofequal value and on these lots are buildings
of equal value. The Manitoba plan is to tax
the lots just the same and tax the buildings
thereon according to rent paid by the ten-
ant. No rent, no tax. I airl aware of the
fact that single taxers will claim this as theii1

plan but a careful study of the tax scheme
of our neighbors on the north will convince
anyone that it Is not the practice of Henry
George's theory so much as the result of well
matured plans to wean the Yankee from his
consuming patriotism and got him to settle
in Canada by offering him inducements that
will appeal to his selfishness.
I have mentioned these for the sole purpose

of calling atention to what might be done.
Let us have an extra session and do all we
can. The expense of the session would be
as nothing If we succeed In perfecting the
tax laws. If we do not succeed we deserve
the disapproval of our constituents.

CARL L. WALLACE, Forty-third District,
(rep.)—l most assuredly do favor an extra
session. As to my reasons for so doing, I
consider this matter of sufficient importance
to the people of Minnesota to warrant Itsbeing taken up at the earliest time possible,
also I believe that the report can be con-
sidered in a better manner at a session where
there is no other work in the way than it can
to come up at a regular session of the legis-
lature.

J. H. BURNS, Fifth District (rep.)—l am
in favor of an extra session of the legisla-
ture. I believe that a majority of the voters
of the state demand that the legislature be
called together in Bxtra session to revise the
tax laws of the state. At the beginning of the
last session of the legislature it was ad-
mitted by all members that the most impor-
tant measure to come before the house would
be a law revising the tax laws of the state;
many had prepared bills to remedy someparticular defect in the laws, but most of
the members refrained from introducing them
for the reason that one of the first bills in-
troduced was a bill providing for a tax com-
mission and the duties of that commissionare to provide a tax code for the legislature
of Minnesota and to complete its work before
Feb. 2, 1902. The law provided that "such
code shall include a complete system for
the just and equitable taxation of all proper-
ties, both tangible and intangible," so when
this bill was approved Feb 26, by common
consent, all legislation pertaining to the tax
laws was dropped. The governor of the state
had pledged himself to numerous members
of the senate and house to call an extra ses-
sion of the legislature in 1902 to act upon thereport of the tax commission, providing the
session of 1901 would adjourn earlier than the
date prescribed by law. Three able, honest
and conscientious men have been enlisted by
the state to prepare-a tax code which, when
enacted into law, is expected to relieve many
from the burden of unjust taxation and toplace a part of the load upon the shoulders
of those who have long escaped it by reason
of defects in the laws.
I am in favor of an extra session because I

believe the state will gain many thousandsof dollars by its action. lam in favor of an
extra session because I believe the responsi-
bility should rest with the legislature which
created the commission, and that the people
should hold them to account for the passage
of just and equitable laws on matters oftaxation. I am in favor of an extra session
because the law directs the commission toprepare a bill or bills for any constitutionalamendments they may deem necessary and
unless an extra session is called theseamendments cannot be voted upon by thepeople until the general election of 1906which means a delay of two years.

FRED SANDER, Twenty-first District (rep.)
—I am heartily in favor of an extra session,
providing the tax commission is ready toreport. It is generally said that our taxation
is faulty and imperfect, and so, if It could
be replaced by something better, the sooner
X is done the better it will be for everybody
that is therewith concerned.

THOMAS A. BURY, Fifty-first District(rep.)—l agreed to the action taken by thelegislature in this regard while in session.
At this time I see no reason to recede frommy original position.

H. C. ORA.SS, Fifteenth District (rep.)—l
am in favor of an extra session. Our taxlaws are in such bad condition that the sooner
they ara acted upon by the legislature thebetter.

W. A. HINTON, Thirteenth District (rep.)—
Yes. I am infavor of an extra session to actupon the report of the tax commission. Some
of my reasons are:

Our tax laws were considered faulty enough
to make the appointment of a tax commissionadvisable.

Now, if this be true, would Itnot be better
and cheaper for the state to call an extra
session to act upon the report of the tax
commission and submit the question to thepeople the coming election than to call one
and delay the matter for two years longer?

If our tax laws are not right (and it must
have been so considered or the appointment
of a tax commission was unnecessary), thesooner the question Is acted upon 'after
the report of the tax commissison the betterfor the state.

HENRY LEE, Forty-fifth District (Rep )—
After ten years' experience as county treasu-rer of this county I must say that the tax
laws cannot be amended any too soon.

As a matter of fact, our present tax lawsare altogether too slack. I know of my per-
sonal knowledge that persons hare allowedtheir taxes to run in order that they might
bid them In at the forfeited sale at oO centson the dollar.
I do not think, however, that this shouldbe considered with politics, as It affects allclasses and parties alike. While I would not

be in favor of a protracted session, I cay by
all mean* that if the commission Is ready tosubmit their report, the sooner we get this
matter before the people the better, and ifthere are no other Important matters I thinkyou can depend on the legislature getting
through with this matter in a short time;probabiy In fifteen or twenty days, and I
think it will be money well spent.

GEORGE W. ARMSTRONG, Forty-fourth
District (Rep.)—An extra session of the legis-
lature of vary brief duration, to "receive and
act upon the report -of the >tax commission."
would in an probability be 'of considerable
value to the state. No one disputes the fact
that the tax laws are in the most urgent need

LOLretiaiao JUtf swUflsajJoji,, .Sufih^wjaJ^aji- I

not ba done too quickly tor the interest of the
state cf Minnesota.

Tha increased revenue derived from the
legitimate taxation of c«rUiu large interests
which have hitherto borne only a small pro-
portion of the public burden would, 1 believe,
more than pay the cost incident to an extra
session. And then the- legislature which Cre-
ated the commission would naturally take
n:ore pride In ltd work and would no douDt
be more inclined to act favorably upon its
recommendations than a succeeding legisla-
ture. The personnel of the commission is la
itself a guarantee that its report will be a
clear, comprehensive codification and revision
of our present involved, cumbersome and con-
flicting laws en the subject of taxation.

N. K. HUNT, Forty-fifth District, (rep.)—
I do favor an extra session as it was under-
stood when that resolution was passed there
should be one, and many bills were not pre-
sented which would have been had it not
been understood there would be one called. I
was not in favor of the resolution at the
time, and now think we should not have
asked the governor to call on* in the resolu-
tion.

WILLIAMP. ROBERTS, Fortieth District,
(rep.)—l favor a special session next winter,
and, when convened, shall favor confining its
work to the consideration of our tax laws.
Whatever is to be done upon taxation matters
should be speedily done, and will be better
done absolutely divorced from the manifold
matters and often conflicting interests which
crowd our calendars at regular sessions. This
crowding is liable to be worse at the next
regular session than usual, for the report of
the commission for codification of the statutes
will then await legislative consideration. If,
as I hope, the report of the tax commission
can be ready a month before we are called
together, it ought to be disposed of and the
legislature adjourned in a week. Good politics,
in my judgment, demands a special session,
and a reformation of our tax laws.

THOMAS TORSON, Thirteenth District,
(rep.)—l am in favor of an extra session be-
cause that was the understanding before we
passed the Laybourn bill and also when we
cut the last session short, and further, be-
cause there were many of the members that
voted against certain measures because they
thought the tax commission would take up
the matter and we could act more intelligently
after the tax commission had made their
recommendation. But I understand the grain
interests and some more of the corporations
are against an extra session, but on the other
hand, I think the common people generally
are in favor of more equal taxation, and I
think we ought to take the responsibility and
have an extra session.

J. A. ARMSTRONG, Twelfth District,
(rep.)—The tax commission was appointed for
revising the tax code and to report same by
Feb. Ist, 1902, so that the extra session to be
called could legalize the act and make it
operative for the assessments of 1902. If any-
thing is to be gained, and I think there is to
make taxation more equal, I am in favor of
the extra session to perfect the plan advised
by our governor.

W. W. DUNN, Thirty-third District, (rep.)
—I favor the extra session because new tax
laws are needed, and a bill to accomplish
this end is of such importance it should be
the only matter considered when before the
legislature.

P. C. DEMING, Thirty-ninth District (Rep.)
—I am in favor of the extra session. Oar tax
laws are complicated and conflicting—a con-
stant temptation to attack "and litigation.
This was so apparent to the present legisla-
ture that only eight members, out 282 voted
against the appointment of a commission to
revise them.

Under our present laws it is claimed that
inequitable burdens are imposed on a large
number of persons least able to bear them.
Ifso, the state should apply the remedy with-
out an unnecessary year's delay. The action
of the legislature in abridging the last ses-
sion, and the governor's request that it do
so, constitutes a pledge from both these
branches of government to the people that
an extra session will be held to consider the
tax laws; and any person who should feel
aggrieved at the failure of the legislature to
so convene, would have a right to protest
that a solemn pledge to the people had been
broken.

J. C. SWEET, Thirty-ninth District (Rep.)
—I most emphatically favor an extra session
in February, 1902, for the reasons which
actuated the governor and the' members to
agree to hold one. Nothing has arisen to
warrant a change. The "movement" not to
hold the extra session comes from sources
not calculated to inspire any enthusiastic
support on my part.

A. H. WILCOX, Sixtieth District (Rep.)—
I favor the extra session.

JAMES A. PETERSON. Forty-second Dis-
trict (Rep.)—l favor an extra session. The
enacting of a tax code is the most important,
as well as the most difficult, work that be-
longs to a state legislature. It would be
hard to enact a satisfactory one at a regular
session. A large number of the members
would be interested in other bills to such
an extent that the tax code would suffer, find,
instead of being an expression of the best
efforts of both houses, would be a com-
promise and a patched up piece of legislation.
Ifthe legislature is convened to consider only
the tax code we will gst much better results.

At the next regular session the report of
the commission to revise the statutes will
have to be considered and it would seem that
thiß is all that that body ought to be calledon to do in addition to its regular work.

S. D. PETERSON, Nineteenth District (rep.)
—Should the report of the tax commission
be such that it will seem important to the
people of the state to have legislative action
in order to better the present conditions, I
am in favor of an extra session. Besides,
other important interests to the people of our
state may be acted upon at such a session.

A. AANENSON Sixty-first District (rep.)—
If the report of the tax commission is animprovement on our present tax laws, it
would be advisable to enact the same into
law as soon as possible. And it was, to a
certain extent, an understanding last win-
ter to call an extra session, so I think thepeople look for a reform of the tax laws.

GUNVOLD JOHNSRUD, Ninth District(rep.)—l am in favor of an extra session next
winter, for the following reasons:

First—The state will have the operation of
the new tax law one year sooner than by
postponing action until the regular session
in 1903, and I have the utmost faith in the
tax commission that they will formulate a
law that will be a great improvement on our
present system of valuation and taxation.Second—The legislature of 1901 adjourned
twelve days before the time provided by law,
with the understanding that an extra ses-
sion would be called In February, 1902.. J. T. ALLEY, Forty-sixth. District (rep.)—
I am in favor of the extra session provided
the report of the tax commission is submit-ted in time. The revision of the tax lawsof the state is a matter of very great impor-
tance, and if this work goes over to the ses-
sion of 1903 I doubt if the report of thecommission would receive the consideration
It ought to have, on account of the rush ofother business.

It would, I fear, have only a hasty con-
sidration, and injudicious and poorly consid-
ered amendments would be permitted to creep
in and the work as a whole would not, ormight not, be well done. lam of the opin-ion therefore, that an extra session should becalled, but that no businws other than the
revision of the tax laws should be taken up

However, considering the expense of an
extra session, I must admit *that I am notvery decidedly In favor of one. I simply
think it would, perhaps, pay, and if It wasa matter to be Toted on, I would vote for it

L. H. JOHNSON. Forty-third District (rep.)
—I am in favor of a special session, provided
we can meet, do our business in two weeksand adjourn. But I em certainly againstholding a protracted session at a large ex-pense to the state, as I believe all mattersaside from the tax question should be leftuntil the regular session in 1903.

P. A. GANDRUD, Fifty-fifth District (rep.)-—I favor an extra session, for the reason
that I believe tax laws would be enacted
which would prove popular with the largest
number of our people, and do credit to the
dominant party in the state. I feel confident
of a republican victory in the next electionbut the fruit of the acts of an extra session
would, I think, make victory even more a
certainty.

THE MINNEAPOLIS JOUKNAE.
I am certain our governor is a man of his
word and will call an extra session.

J. K. OPPEGAARD, Sixty-Becond District
(Pop.)—l am at present in favor of an extra
session, and one of my principal reasons forsame is my hope of getting auother chanc*
to try and rectify present inequituble law*
which permit certain cities in the state
(among whom is the city of Crookston, inmy district) to receive the penalty and inter-
est on their delinquent taxes, which privilege
towns and. municipalities in general through-
out the state do not enjoy. If this injustice
could be remedied (which it. of course, canif a majority favors it) at the extra session,
it would be of far more benefit to my con-stituency than many tlmea tueir share of the
additional cost of an extra session.

PHILLIP MARTIN Thirty-fifth District
(dem.)—l favor the extra session of the legis-
lature for the reason given by the advocates
of the creation of that commission. If the
cost and expense of said commission was
needful, it is more imperative that the mem-
bers of the legislature should pass upon its
work. The house resolution requesting the
governor to call the extra session and cut the
last regular session ten days short stands as
a matter of record. Assuming that the ma-jority knew what the people of the state
wanted them to do, we are in duty bound to
carry out the wishes of the citizens, regard-
less of political fear or favors.

JOSEPH A. JACKSON, Thirty-third Dis-
trict (rep.)—l do most earnestly favor an ex-
tra session to receive and act upon the re-
port of the tax commission, and for the fol-lowing reasons:

First—l consider the revision of the tax
laws of sufficient importance to warrant an '\u25a0

extra session. The
t question of expense to

the state should not be considered. No de-
lay should be permitted in considering thereport of the tax commission. It will not
cause any great expense to the state, inas-
much as the last session was adjourned twelvedays before the regular time expired.

Second—The bill creating the tax commis-
sion was passed with the understanding that
there would be an early adjournment and an
extra session.

Third—l cannot see how the governor can
find any valid excuse for refusing to call an
extra session. It was publicly stated, on
the floor of the house and in the senate, by
different members, on the authority of the
governor, that if the legislature adjourned
before the ninety days would expire he would
call an extra session to consider the report
of the tax commission, and we were urged
to accept the governor's suggestion to ad-!journ early. In good faith, the governor \u25a0

cannot now refuse to call an extra session.
I have not yet seen any valid reasons ad-
vanced why the extra session should not be
called.

Fourth—My main reason for favoring an ex-
tra session is, however, the great importance
of revising the tax laws. With a better
system of taxation and intelligent tax laws,
the state will greatly increase its revenues.
The expense will be a good and wise invest-
ment.

Fifth—The tax commission's report will re-
ceive a more careful consideration at an
extra session than it could receive at aregular session. The fact that it will be theonly bill considered will sufficiently demon-
strate this statement.

GUNERUS PETERSON, Twenty-second Dis-
trict (rep.)—Personally I am not interested,
and would not like to put the state to an
outlay unless it should be in great need, but
on the other hand, I think our tax laws
should be taken up and passed on as soon
as the tax commission is ready to report.

CHARLES W. STITES, Seventeenth Dis-
trict (rep.)— Yes, I favor an extra session to
receive and act upon the report of the tax
commission.

The late regular session provided for the
appointment of the tax commission and was
shortened for the avowed purpose that the
commission might revise the tax laws of the
state, report at the time stated and the legis-
lature be called in extra session that the re-
port might be taken up and needed reforms in
the tax laws of the state made a year in ad-
vance of the time possible by the regular ses-
sion next following and the state be a year
ahead in reaping the benefits.

The governor stated plainly at that time,
and has as plainly said not long since, that
he would call the legislature in extra session
for the purpose of acting on the report of
the commission. If the revision of the tax
laws was of importance enough to provide
for the appointment of the commission and
the requiring the commission to report at
the time- named, it is of importance enough
for the calling of an extra session, that the
people may have the benefit of the revision
a year sooner than might be had in theregular way.

GEORGE R. WILDER, Eleventh District
(rep.)—l am in favor of an extra session to
act upon the report of the tax commission for
the reason that last winter's term was cut
short for that purpose. I also feel that it is
a duty that the legislature of 1901 owes the
people of Minnesota—the proper adjustment
of our tax laws.

Opposed.

J. L. DOBBIN, Forty-flrst District (rep.)—
First—From the character of your ques-

tion, I assume that you believe the governor
has the power to call an extra session for the
sole purpose of receiving and acting upon
the report of the tax commission. Ido not
so understand the law. Where will the gov-
ernor get the power to call a session solely
for this purpose? Not from the constitu-
tion, nor from the statute. He may convene
the legislature, but he cannot limit its ac-
tion.

Should the legislature convene in extra
session, it can, in my opinion, remain in
session ninety legislative days and act upon
any legislation that may come before it.
if this is true, who can foretell the length
of such Be&sion, the expense thereof or the
effect upon the party responsible for call-
ing it?

Second—ln my judgment, there is no neces-
sity for an extra session. Ido not wish to
be understood as undervaluing the services
of the commission, and I believe that their
report will contain many valuable sugges-
tions. Yet I also realize that, under the
present tax laws, we have for many years
collected the public revenues much more sat-
isfactorily than they are collected in most
states of the union. These laws are not
so crude as to affect the welfare of this
state if action upon the report is deferred
for a single year. The time intervening be-
tween the making of the report and the time
of acting thereon, will be well spent in its
study. The difficulty with most of our legis-
lation now results from our method of "rail-
roading" bills through without the consid-
eration they deserve. Hence the necessity
for amending nearly every law at a future
session. The most important measure—the
gross earnings tax bill—after being placed in
the hands of the commission, was recalled and
disposed of so far as the legislature had the
power to dispose of it. Had this Drll been
under consideration by the commission, I
could see the necessity of the legislature
passing upon it, that it might be submitted
to the people, as the constitution requires,
at the next election. But no such emergency
now exists.

Third—l am opposed to an extra session be-
cause of the cost it would entail. Notwith-standing the cost has been figured by Th c
Journal to the minimum, every one
knows who has served in the legislature that
the cost, in all probability, will be very little
less than that of a regular session. I am
aware that it is possible for the republican
majority in both houses, by caucus, to de-
cide to take up no other business but the re-
port of the tax commission. But would the
majority do this? It will be remembered
that on the last night of the last session, in
the house, a number of very Important bills
were on the calendar for passage. A heatedargument arose over a trifling matter. The
leader on one side of the discussion moved
an adjournment and it carried. Fully three
hours of good working time were thus cut
off, and many members with important bills
were sorely aggrieved. I believe every such
member will decline to enter a caucus limit-ing the business to be done, and will, at the
first opportunity, reintroduce his bill. Other
members will demand the same rights and
introduce new bills which they deem impor-
tant. This will require a force of clerks
and other employes as large as at a general
session, and the expense will be correspond-
ingly great.

Personally, I would be pleased to meet the
members of the legislature in session and
renew the friendships I formed last winter,
but my pleasure is a secondary consideration
where the welfare of the state is concerned.

GEORGE R. LAYBOURN Fifty-first Dis-
trict (rep.)—l am opposed to the extra ses-
sion. My reasons have already been statedin the columns of The Journal.

WERNER HEMSTEAD, Forty-eighth', Dis-
trie* (dem.)— am in favor of an extra ses-
sion. I do not *understand that either the ,
desirability or necessity for it is in any Conditional.

\u25a0way a^ party measure. I believe that a tax J. p. JACOB3ON Eighteenth District rren }
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REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 6 BUSINESS CHANCES
Charles' W. Aldrlch and wife 'to Jessie

M. Simmons, lot 8, block .7, Calhoun \u25a0

Park $600
Kate M. Austin to Duncan M. Price,

lot 3, block 9, Menage's supplement.. 450
D. C. Bell Investment company to Win- ;

ihrop M. Swift, lota 12, .13 and 14, . <
block 20, Remington's second addition. 1,000

D. C. Bell Investment company to Gus-
tav Meeby, lot 19, block 3, Lincoln
street supplement ..............,....,. \u25a0 915

George L. Boughton et al. (executors if
to trustees of Western Real estate
trust), part lots 1 and 2, block 51,
town of Minneapolis 19,000

Delia F. Curtis and husband to Harry
M. Wells, in block 1, amendment to
Calhoun Park 675

Delia F. Curtis and husband to Ward
R. Ford, part lots 3 and 4, block 1,
amendment to Calhoun Park 675

Flora V. Doty and husband to Louise
E. Cravath, lot 3, Woodford sub-
division 1,100

Edinburgh North American Investment
company to Adam Hannah, in section
34, town 120, range 23 2,100

Hettle A. Hardesty and husband to
Annie Erlckson, lota 13 and 14, block
4, Camden Park addition 300

Helen V. Deming to Clarence A. Judd,
part lots 25 and 26, block 19, Men-
age's supplement 1,000

Ellen A. Paine et al. to Ellen A. Paine,
lot 3, block 2, A. C. Lorlng's ad-
dition, etc 7,673

Ellen A. Paine, Sr., et al., to Cor-
delia A. Paine, lot 8, block 5, South
Side addition, etc 11,672

Asa Paine et al. to Ellen Adele Paine,
Sr., part lots 1 and 2, block 23, town
of Minneapolis, etc 33,489

Louisa Lathrop to Josephine S. Hol-
man, lot 4, block 2, Baker's second
addition 1,200

William G. Iverson and wife to Caro-
line E. Magee, part lot l», block 2,
South Side addition 850

D. M. C-Bborne & Co. to William G.
Iyerson, part lot 19, block V, South
Side addition 400

Virginia Gibson (executrix) to William
P. Devereux, in section 18, town 117,
range 22 lfoßo

Adolph Humisch and wife to Johanna
Schibert, lot 2, Hamisch's third addi-
tion 200

Samuel D. Hopper to A. L. Holland, in
section 11, town 118, range 21 100

F. H. Peterson (trustee) to William J,
Vender Weyer and John Lohman, lot
4, block 23, Gale's subdivision 700

H. W. Richards and wife to William
L. Savage, lots 13, 14 and 15, block
1, etc., Cedar Avenue addition 1,000

Lomira Robinson to Barbara Mettson,
part lot 1, block 3, Atwater's addition 660

Otto Luserke and wife to Charles L.
Sargent, lot 8, block 8, townsite of
Langdon Park 300

Urial Thomas and wife to George W.
Sublette, part lot 5, block o, George
Galpin's addition 2.0Q0Farmers' and Mechanics' Savings bank
to Martha Francis, north half lot 22,
block 2, Stillman's addition .., 2,100

Thirteen minor deeds SS6

Total, 39 deeds ' $91,125

Mrs. George E. Appleby, 4042 Lake Har-
riet boulevard, dwelling $2,500

William Leary, 2009-11 Columbus ave-
nue, fiats 6,000

Births.
Mrs. John F. Henry, 2909 Garfleld ay boy
Mrs. John Swanson, 2914 4th st N girl
Mrs. George McDavitt. 1401 21st ay N boy
Mrs. Leigh S. Furleigh, 5218 Belmont ay

twins boy and girl
Mrs. Morris Rosenthal, 259 7th ay N boy
Mrs. George Jensen, Crystal Lake road..girl
Mrs. Aleck C. E. Nelson. 824 Plymouth ay.boy
Mrs. John Lofgren, 3325 3d st N boy
Mrs. A. Carlson, 3645 Washington ay N..boy
Mrs. Charles J. Johnson, 3955 Emerson
wav N girl
Mrs. Peter Becker, 224 20th ay N boy
Mrs. NeU Lindberg, 2540 Fillmore st boy
Mrs. C. W. Peterson, 2707 14th ay S boy
Mrs. Philip Danter, 2633 Jackson st boy
Mrs. John Johnson, 641 Jackson st boy
Mrs. George J. Sparrow, 2623 Monroe st..boy
Mrs. Wm. Demings, 728 3d ay NE boy
Mrs. Olaf E. Christopherson, 1718 Pierce

st girl
Mrs. Thomas Soscnowski, 2229 3d st NE..boy
Mrs. Knud Hollard, 2310 BVa st S girl

Marriage Licenses.
Chester A. King and Vera C. Sage.
Albert Llckett and Theresa Lanch.
Schiebold Jensen and Elizabeth Bren.
Adolph R. Hesik and Nettle Erb.
Charles F. W. Britenstein and Bertha A. L.

Reinker.
William S. Kelly and Anna J. Hunt.
George H. English, Jr., anu Elizabeth Ly-

man, Embry, Mo.
Charles A. JoUn&on and Katie E. Hanson. '

Building; Permits.'

1 AGENTS WANTED :*",

male, reference; none" but responsible rus-
tlers; money for the right parties. Addresa
Room 56, St. James Hotel. '
OUR SUBSCRIPTION AGENTS' ON COM-
mission clear from $15 to $30 weekly above all
expenses; great premiums; easy work; we
want agents for' country fairs in Minnesota
and adjoining states and for soliciting farm-
ers in small towns; steady work all fall;
references required. Northwestern Agricult-
urist, 1237 Guaranty building. ...-
WANTED—RELIABLE PARTY TO REPRE-
SENT US IN EACH TOWN OF 1,000 OK
OVER, WITHIN 200 MILES, AND SELL DI-
RECT TO CONSUMER; $15 TO $25 GUARAN-
TEED EARNED WEEKLY. , . .

' JAVA COFFEE CO.,
IMPORTERS TEAS AND COFFEES,_, 58 SEVENTH ST S. '

WANTED—SO FIRST-CLASS BOOK AGENTS
for the state and city. Call 70 Syndicate blk.

2 ANNOUNCEMENTS.
82 :. - t . •\u25a0\u25a0 \u25a0\u25a0 \u25a0-•• \u25a0:• r Ua A WORD WILL REMIND YOU &
88 \u25a0..-........\u25a0\u25a0..\u25a0'. gj
Zi That careful direction, attention $«
&4 to details, employment of experi- \u25a0 gj
Zi ' enced help and modern machin- zi
5* . cry, use of the best methods zi

IZi along all lines, will combine to Zi
8* . . produce satisfied customers. -i.

& A LOOK WILL CONVINCE YOU &

*• That in all of these respects, as j#
;. well as others not mentioned' %i', here, when applied to the busi- Ji
*• nes of doing laundry work'on a ;.
% large scale, there stands first in 14
$t this city ... 8*S \u25a0

\u25a0•'• --^ ''"" ' '-*\u25a0 \u25a0 • 82S« THE FULLER LAUNDRY, ' g» j
8* 609-611 Hennepin Avenue. - . &
5¥ Visitors' days, Wednesdays and Thurs- J£
Zi \u25a0 days. £
B*BBB^BBggSßggßgOT»»gßjj> jS»S!58888 B£S^

SUMMER RESORTS
la^ce^mlnn^tonlca^^Xlig^lls^^^
tages, lots and acres on and near Minne-
tonka, within easy access Minneapolis andSt. Paul. Jaeger & Torelle, 310 Bank of
Commerce. ;"-.-\u25a0\u25a0 . \u25a0

\u25a0 \u25a0

5 BUSINESS PERSONALS
SSWiT73H^rSWiTCH2^

90 cents aud up. Send for price list. Feeiy
6 Crocker, 515 Ntcollet ay. \u25a0 - .
g BUSINESS CHANCES
VoTT^cXN>r^PL^NlslD^pltbliTfs~^Y'
judicious, systematic operations on the wheat
market; $20 will margin 1,000 bushels 2 cents.
Send for our free book, '.'Facts and Figures,"
explaining option trading. The Osbora Grain
Co., 813 to 815 Phoenix building, Minneapolis.
Members Chamber of Commerce. . .

HOW TO MAKE MONEY.
Our new book, just Issued, tells you how to
make from $5 to $20 per day with a small
investment in grain or stocks. Your name
on a postal card will bring It tree. Write

\u25a0 to-day. :;'. •: \u25a0..<-.:\u25a0>':' -' \u25a0 , \u25a0\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0 \u25a0 - \u25a0 • •

THE COE'COMMISSION COMPANY.. Bank of Commerce Building,
\u25a0 • Minneapolis. Minn. •

THE SAVINGS FUND CO., 110 TEMPLE
Court, pays 4 and 6 per cent on deposit; capi-
tal, $850,000; surplus. $30i: •;\u25a0 . .
GET YOUR FURNACE REPAIRED NOW;
don't wait until you want. to start a fire; re-
pairs for ail furnaces. Great Western StoveRepair Co. Tel. - 161. . 312 Hennepin ay.. ,-J^
PARTY WANTED TO TAKE INTEREST, INa good, new, up-to-date, paying business
Must have $600. Address 1652, Journal. - ;>
BAKERY, , HOTEL AND RESTAURANT,
baking.,2so loaves bread daily, 43 regular
boarders and good . transient trade; - price
$5,000 for building,, stock, furniture'and flx-tures; best of reason for selling. AddressLundgren & Holberg, Wlnthrop, Minn. \u25a0- -;.
FOR SALE, REPUBLICAN WEEKLY NEWSUpaper In eastern North Dakota; official county
paper; annual business . about $1,500; -price,
$600 cash; good reasons for selling. Address.
1705, Journal. . \u0084—

ILL* HEALTH CAUSES ME TO SELL my
property, at Lowry, Pope county, Minn.,, con-
sisting of : one 14-room • neat; dwelling-house,
with spring water, well and shade trees, < one
double front store, 40x80,; with ]fresh, up-to-
date general merchandise, with , a prosperous,
paying business; \u25a0. call or write at . once for
further Information. John \u25a0E. \u25a0 Benson. ,-.'•-*::
A GOOD BUSINESS OPPORTUNITY; LE-
gitimate, .pleasant, honorable;" pays good \u25a0 In-
come -and increasing rapidly; business - else-
where forces sale; I small capital seeded. r Ad-

1842. Journal * * ;- - •. , J

WANT ADS ON PAGES 10 and 11

Continued.
SMALL AMOUNTS CF MONEY EARN GOODweekly Incomes; no speculation or risky vent-ure; business-legitimate, and money securedby property. .For particulars address E. J.Arnold & Co., Benoist building St. Louis,Mo, •

\u25a0 -\u25a0•\u25a0 -••\u25a0\u25a0 -• '' .. -:.. . --..:\u25a0\u25a0,...- .
IMPLEMENT * BUSINESS FOR SALE-western central Minnesota; good town, boopposition; will sell at a bargain on accountsickness. - Address Lock Box 6. Awlubcn,Minn.
FOR SALE-HOTEL IN GROWING TOWNfor $1,200; no competition; terms reasonable.-Address' Mrs. Jane Roberta. Pierpont. 3. D. *

WANTEI>-TO BUY. OR. LEASE . HALF IN-terest In republican paper in southern or park
region of Minnesota. Address 1873, Journal.
MAN WITH $2,000 CASH CAN BUY INTER!est in *8,000 hardware store at 80c on 1 dollar
and manage same. 1874, Journal. ,
FOR SALE—WELL ESTABLISHED. GOOD"paying express and dray business. For par-
ticulars call on C. S. King, 2641 16th ay S.
FOR SALE—GROCERY STORE; GOODplace, good trade; bears investigation; cleanstock; 1800. Inquire 2927 Grand ay.

LIVERY , STABLE FOR SALE. WITH
stock; five nice living rooms over carriage
room for rent; will sell furniture also 2329
Central ay. : "•-
FOR SALE—A HALF SHARE IN WHOLE-
sale fruit and produce business. 1909, Journal.
FOR RENT—UXFtfRNISHED~HOTEL ANDboarding-house, average 20 regular boarders,
besides transient trade; good barn and ice-
house. All buildings in first-class ( repair H.F. Chaffee, Amenia, N. D.;
$800 GROCERY, ~ $30~DAILY BUSINESS";
rent cheap; confectionery, $400. Hotel, $4,000;
county seat; will exchange for city property.
Walker & Smith, 404 Century building.

7 BUSINESS specials
~~

SUPERFLUOUS HAIR, MOLES, ETC PER-manently removed by. electricity. Miss Hol-Uster, 77-78 Syndicate block. Pioneer stand of
the northwest. Exclusive specialist.

9 KIDNEY and LIVER MEDICINES

V TOILET goods, perfumes, drugs and •>•> . family medicines;* highest quality and •>* absolute purity guaranteed; mail orders \u2666\u2666•
<\u2666 solicited; send for printed matter Hof- •*\u2666
\u2666;\u2666 flin's drug score, 101 Wash, ay S, Mpls •>*XrH-:~x*<*\u2666*;»\u2666\u2666\u2666 \u2666«:»\u2666«:«\u2666 +qq+++»

10 BOARD AND ROOMS
WANTED—BOARD, ROOM AND USE OFpiano four hours per day in private family
by Conservatory student, Sept. 2; referencesexchanged. Address 1392. Journal.
BOARD and room offered in private family
at Minnetonka_Beach, Lake_Mlnn :_l764. Jour.
LARGE FRONT ROOM. ALSO A SMALLERone, and board; house . modern, central nearpublic library. 1117 Hawthorn ay.

12 BOARD WANTED
WANTED—FURNISHED ROOM; ALSO
board and care for two boys, aged 6 and 8years, near school house. Address letter
stating terms, _R.JTodd,_l24 9th st S.
WANTED—BY MAN AND WIFE7TNr¥LEAirT
ant location, two connecting rooms- strictly
modern; with table board. 1777. Journal. .
WANTED-BOARD BY YOUNG"LADY INprivate family, near Harrison school. M. H.
WANTED-ROOM AND BOARD BY YOUNGlady in private family; best of reference
given and required. 17&3, Jovrnal. •
WANTED—BY GENTLEMAN, WIFE ANDtwo grown sons, two pleasant furnishedrooms, with board, In vicinity of public
library, to Dec. 1; afterward, if satisfiedfather and one son will remain all winter-
state location and terms. 1806, Journal. "
WANTED—BY TWO YOUNG LADIES TW(S
rooms with board, or near good boarding-
house, within six blocks of Central higa
school. Address our al.
YOUNG MAN IN PROFESSION WANTShome for winter in -refined private familyCan refer to prominent business men. Stateparticulars. 1897, Journal.
WANTED—BOARD AND ROOMS SEPT 3"about two weeks, for Congregational clergy-
man and four children; oldest 14, youngest 3years; must be reasonable and near Garfleldschool. Address, with beat terms, box 83Mazeppa, Minn. -
14 CLAIRVOYANTS

MRS. MANEWELL GIVES READINOB daily
9 to 5 p. m. 620^ Nlcollet, room 14. *' '
MME. CLAYMONT, wonderful clairvoyant
and magnetic healer. 1028 Hennepln ay.

16 "DYEING 'AND CLEANING^. THE MINNEAPOLIS DYE WORKSA. HORNUNO, PROP. FRENCH DRYCLEANING. OLDEST, LARGEST AND BESTEQUIPPED DRY CLEANING ESTABLISH-
MENT IN THE NW. OFFICE. 242 NICTEL. 610; AND 622 NIC. TEL. 3156-J-2
TWIN CITY DYE WORKS - PRACTICALdyers and French dry cleaners; out-of-townorders solicited; prices moderate. 420 Nlcol-
let. Telephone 1576.

17 HAIR DRESSING PARLORS
OUR $4.60 CURLY POMPADOURS, $2 SEH
out $1 switches; worth $2.50. Shampooing
25c. Face massage, 35c.

MME. DE LEO. 495 Syndicate Arcade.

19 FINANCIAL
WE HAVE A BLOCK OF EASTERN MONEY
to loan at 5 per cent on. choice residence
property. Thorpe Bros., Andrus bid*.
MONEY TO LOAN AT LOWEST RATES- NO
delay. Thayer & Gale, 213 N. Y. Life bids.
LOANS from $100 upwards; city property p7e-
erred; no delay. J. B. Tabour, 410 Ist ay S.

MONEY TO LOAN; EASY TERMS; LOW
rates. David P. Jones & Co., Oneida building.

4% TO 6 PER CENT MONEY, W"ITH~THK
"en or before privilege, to loan on improved
property in Minneapolis and St. Paul. . R. M.
Newport, 309-311 Phoenix building, 60 4ta st
S. Minneapolis. ------ .
$100,000 TO LOAN ON CITY AND FARMproperty; low interest. Barnes 8r05.,104 S 4tn.

iLARGEST BUSINESS IN LOANS TO BAI7
ARIED PEOPLE, RETAIL MERCHANTS.
TEAMSTERS, BOARDING-HOUSES, KTC.I
without security; easiest terms; forty office*
In principal cities. Tolman.. 920 N. Y. Life.
AT LOWEST RATES—MONEY TO LOAN. R.
D. Cone & Co., 517 Guaranty Loan building.
MORTGAGE LOANS—Rates" low; any sums;
no delay; gee us sure. Gale & Co., N. Y. Life.. :.: DO YOU KNOW : '. ~~
You can borrow money on your note If you
are a SALARIED PERSON and hold a steady
position! CHEAPEST RATES, LONGEST
TIMS AND EASIEST TERMS. No mortgage,
or lndorser required. No one knows except
ourselves. MINNEAPOLIS FINANCIAL CO.,
removed to room 408, fourth floor, N. Y. Life.
88288*38 SftettE'tte 1&BS&&^&b&X2&UBSgi
ft| MONEY TO LOAN SALARIED PEO- *g
U pie—We are prepared to loan reason- v
si able amounts to salaried people hold- &
Zi ing steady positions . with responsible Zi
14 concerns, on easy weekly or monthly zi
5* payments. We conduct our business Se'
Z» strictly confidential. Lowest rates and £
5* fair treatment guaranteed. *Room 306, §
J* Bank of Commerce building. - >'- gtf

QUICK LOANS
\u0084-.\u25a0 • r - .TO :. \u25a0•-,- = ,

SALARIED PEOPLE;'
SAME DAY AS APPLICATION.

On your own \u25a0 name *without security or la-
dorser; payment payable to suit yourself;
those who contemplate borrowing can be as-
sured of the confidential treatment that all
persons of refinement and pride feet is essen-
tial in matters of this nature. Our offices
are so arranged that you do not come in con-
tact with other applicants ~ and you can be
waited on privately and quickly.. Open
Wednesday and Saturday evenings until V.

PRIVATE INTERVIEWING ROOMS.;.-: MINNEAPOLIS LOAN COMPANY,
601-602 Globe Building.

MONEY. TO- LOAN ON REAL ESTATE
mortgages; no commission. 2899, Journal.
WILITSELL 30 SHARES~SECURITY-"BANK
stock. Send bid to i. P. J., Journal, before
Sept. 3. "*'"\u25a0'.':

SALARY LOANS TO EMPLOYES; ON '. •>+
Plain notes, without security.; - ' ~>-. --\u25a0'-.

\u25a0 Easier partial payments. 1'- Lower rates.- ; 1-'

RELIABLE CREDIT CO., Sykes block.
256 Hennepln ay.- Walkjip one flight.

MONEY .TO. LOAN" ON "W^ll* ESTATE.mortgages; .no commission 189gf«fc>ttfalU£3|

20 FOR SALE—MISCELLANEOUS
FREE "FOR SALE 1' CARDS TO THOSE
advertising under this'head. Be sure and
call for them when you leave the ad.
WOOD, dry.sl.7s; two 10ad5,52.75; green,sl up.
Plymouth Lbr., 4 Lumbw Exch. Phone 717-J3. \u25a0

FOR RENT - 90x170 TENT. AMERICAN
Tent and Awning, 125, 127, 129 Ist ay N, Min-
neapolis.\u25a0•* •-\u25a0'•-•\u25a0-••_• **',*a. j.-^_ :j -\u25a0 :

\u25a0-,; COLFAX MINERAL WATER •.
Will permanently cure "constipation. Via
guarantee jreaults;- $1.7* per > six-gallon case.
The Glen wood-Ingle wood Co., 313 Mennepln.
MATTRESSES MADB OVER;. .HAIR.OR
moss, $1.50; others $1; mattresses and furni-.
ture for ; sale. :: Ralnvllle lBros., manufactur-
ers, 17 Nieollet Island.* "Both phones-


