
THE PROGRESSIVE PARTY AND THE TRUSTS
Editor's Note. This is the

second article in the series
contributed to this news-
paper by George L. Record of
New Jersey in support of the can-
didacy of Theodore Roosevelt.

By George L. Record.
Consider the trust issue. an

be hoped from the
Republican stand-patter- s. Their
leaders are owned by and repre-
sent the trusts, as Archbold's let-
ters to Penrose says. The Dem-
ocratic party 'has offered no spec-
ific bill which canbe taken as an
indication of 'their method of
treating the problem. Their plat-
form seems to promise only more
lawsuits. Gov: Wilson's utter-
ances are extremely vague. He
says that the Democracy pro-
poses o regulate competition;
that the trusts have destroyed
competition; that the directors of
the Steel Trust Corporation are
the directors of more than half
the railways of the United States ;

that the independent business
man cannot remain independent,
and it is difficult for the hew man
m any business to get ahead, be-

cause the new or independent
man cannot get credit at the
bank.

But the governor suggests no
remedy. How is the little fellow,
or the independent, to be protect-
ed ? How" is the man who needs
credit to be enabled to get it?
How are the directors of trust to
be prevented from controlling
railroads? How is competition
to be regulated? What is the dif
ference between regulating com- - i

petition and regulating monop-
oly?

The governor and the Demo-
cratic platform offer no answers.
They declare only in favor of
strengthening the Sherman lav
and .more lawsuits under it. But
the Standard Oil and Tobacco
cases were won under the Sher-
man law, and the outcome of
these victorious lawsuits has be-

come the joke of the country. It
takes years to try these cases, as
the law now is, and when the
Sherman law is strengthened by
new amendments these provi-
sions- must bepassed upon by the
courts and further delays are
sure. It is plain. that the Demo-
cratic plan to handle the trusts
is wretchedly inadequate and of-

fers' little hope.
Now consider the Roosevelt

progressive plan. We favor
keeping and strengthening

law for whatever it may
be worth, but our main plail is to
establish a strong industrial com-
mission, with ample powers to su-

pervise and control big business,
somewhat as the interstate com-
mission's doing with the rail-
roads, viz.: to enforce complete
publicity, to investigate the capi-
tal, prices and property values of
big corporations, to prevent un-

fair competition, stock watering,
rebates and all special privileges.

There is no hope in this pro-

gram.' We win at least get from
it the facts which we need for the
complete solution of the problem.
We can find out whether the big
trust owes its control of the mar- -
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