
I can do no other hut say you are
great and. have the idea and mind of
the great. Continue to do the same
along life.

This Williams must never have had
a mother or sister he knew. It is
not for me to criticize because I am
a retired soldier and 'know very little
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LAWYERS JUGGLING WORDS TO PROVE WHAT
THE 'PHONE TRUST WANTS PROVEN

BY N. D. COCHRAN.
If there is anything that amuses

me more than a lawyer, it is several
lawyers and the more there are of
them the funnier they are.

I like to watch them do funny
tricks with words, and make lan-
guage mean what it doesn't say, and
say what it doesn't mean.

A corporation lawyer that is worth
his salt to his boss can pick a word
out of the dictionary, show it to you,
let you smell it, taste it and feel it
and then turn it inside out and show
you that it isn't a word at all, but a
pink guinea pig or a blue monkey.

I have just waded through, fifty
pages of printed opinion in whjch a
gang of corporation lawyers under-
take to prove conclusively that by no
possible construction can certain
words in a franchise ordinance mean
what the men who hired the lawyers
don't want them to mean.

And if the same lawyers had been
hired by the city I have no doubt at
all that they would have proven just
as conclusively that the same words
have an entirely different meaning.

By this dexterity in juggling words
and making the law mean anything
or nothing, these learned gentry
known as lawyers have succeeded in
making the people of this country
laugh at both lawyers and the law.

The opinions I have just been read-
ing and laughing at purports to have
been written by Daniel J. Schuyler of
Chicago, David W. Farleigh of Louis-
ville and Eli B. Felsenthal, place of
residence not given.

Two of the opinions are addressed

of civil law. But you spoke the law
of Christ and not the law of Sir Wil-
fred Lawson.

He I mean this Williams must
he a coward of the first water and I
am very glad you gave him. what is
coming to him. Alfred Hardyviek,

133 E. 26th St.
o--

to C. W. Hotchkiss, president of the
Chicago Tunnel Co., and one to Jog.
W. Harris, president of the Automatic
Electric Co.

. Now I'm going to tell you what it's
all about.

In the ordinance passed by coun-
cil Feb. 20, 1899, granting a telephone
franchise to what is now known as
the tunnel company, this provision
for forfeiture was made:

"And if said company, its success-
ors and assigns, shall fail to con-
struct, equip and install a telephone
system under the terms of the ordi-
nance to said company of February
20, 1899, adequate for the service of
20,000 subscribers', prior to June 1,
1911, or, if at any time after said June
1, 1911, said company, its success-
ors and assigns, shall not have in
operation or shall cease to operate a
telephone system serving 20,000 bona
fide subscribers, than and in each
case said company, its successors and
assigns, shall also forfeit to the city,
or to any licensee or grantee of the
city (designated or authoribed by the
city for this purpose), all rights ac-
quired under said ordinance of Feb-
ruary 20, 1899, together with its plant
and equipment for telephone pur-
poses, etc."

Now, being a human being and not
a lawyer, YOU would naturally think
that that provision in the ordinance
means what it says; and that if the
automatic wasn't actually serving
20,000 bona fide subscribers at the
time required, the plant of the' com-
pany, and "all its rights under the
ordinance, were forfeited to the city,
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