
ence he becomes a criminal, he is a
victim of bad environment and
should not be blamed. 'Some will say
that he was old enough to know bet-
ter. I contend that if a" man goes

y wrong he does not know any better,
because if he did he wouldn't have
gone wrong.

J. P. says: "Close to half of them
had good environment and education
in youth, of which they did not make
use." If you put a gold piece into a
box, and some time later come to
take it out, but in place of your gold
piece you find a copper cent, would
you believe that it is a natural phe-
nomena? So it is with the half of
the hoboes which J. P. described. If
they had a good environment and ed-

ucation, what became of it? When
one has a good environment and ed-

ucation he can't help but be good,
and if he is not it can readily be seen
that his environment and education

. wasn't of the right kind.
J. P. seems to be prejudiced against

the hobo, and it has carried him be--
i yond clear reason. He has formed

an opinion which will be hard for him
t to change, even if he is shown that

the degenerate ig not to be blamed,
but pitied. He has formed his judg--
ment from the effect and not from
the cause. Naturally his conclusion

' could not be different In conclusion
I will say this: All oUr actions from

" the cradle to the grave are controlled
1 by 'our environment and education,

ii! Harry Markh'am.
If

PERIOLAT ANSWERS. In an- -
;? swering my article you have started

1 right off the reel to advertise the fact
K to your readers that my article,

in Saturday's Day Book, and
J then you say you do not believe in

j advertising. In other words, buy
Saturday's Day Book and get both
sides of the story.

You claim you do not wish to con-
sider any interest but the public in-

terest. Does not the small business
man belong to the public? You cer-
tainly are not considering him at all,

s

and he is just the fellow who could
assist you in selling The Day Book
for 1 cent per copy and also help you
in knocking State street merchants.
By running an "adless" newspaper
you are doing just what the big fel-

lows want you to do. They are
laughing up their sleeve at your tac- -
tics. They are not paying you to C

keep your paper "adless," are they?
You say: "Of course, I could make

money by selling advertising space
in The Day Book, but I don't want to '
make money that way." Providing
you would take ads from small deal- -
ers, and you, your readers and the
advertisers would profit by same,
who would lose? State street mer-
chants, that's all.

If you do not like the certain kind
of money that you could get out of
good, clean, legitimate advertising
from small dealers the kind of ad-
vertising that would show the public,
where and what to buy at right
prices you could very easily give
your share to the poor, instead of
letting it go where it is now going,
to State street

I agree with you that the truth is
mighty cheap at 2 cents, and will go
a little farther bread is cheap at 6
cents per loaf to you or me, but there
are a lot of poor people who will balk
at paying that extra cent, and these
are just the class of people who
should get the truth by reading The
Day Book. ,

You are not saving your readers
real money, as you say you are, be-

cause nine out of te.n of them buy
other daily papers, glance at the
State street ads, and run right down
town and buy their merchandise.
Why? Because they do not see the gfc,
small dealer's ad which should be in
your paper, cutting the price of the
State street merchant in two.

An adless newspaper is a' step
backward and we are moving ahead
so rapidly nowadays thaWI cannot
see it at all. It would be all right in
the stone age. Charles B. Periolat,
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