
FREE DEM. 
Rejected Beneficial Measures and 

Enacted Disastrous Legislation. 

"Doc" Bryan Seems Unfortunate in Both His Remedies and His 
Appointees., , SI 

A Trinity of Beneficent Republican 
Laws—Free Homesteads—Na

tional Irrigation—Free 
Delivery. 

The IDchmxtmUc party has gone on 
record :is having strenuously opposed 
establishment of rural free delivery 
service, on tlio ground thai it was ab
solutely impracticable and too expen
sive to meet Democratic approbation. 
Vet the only time this same Democratic 
party has held the reins of power dur
ing the past forty-live years, it in
creased the national debt at the rate of 
half a million dollars a day during its 
entire twin of olliee, and each day we 
lost a half million dallars in foreign 
trade. The value of farm products de
creased more than live hundred million 
dollars. 

UI nan I ruun Democratic lleglnie. 
The business of this nation, in two 

months after the enactment of the Wil
son law decreased six per cent. Hanks 
closed their doors, business houses as
signed, the balance of trade was 
against us. We had deserted mills, 

i smokeless factories, silent machinery. 
We had trumps and beggars and indus
trial amies and starving women and 
children. In the midst of plenty, with 
bountiful crops rotting unliarvested in 
the Holds,'at a million hearthstones sat 
Famine, pitiless and cruel! It shut 
the door of industry and clothed labor 
ill rags. 

It fought under the dishonored ban
ner of free silver. It subseril>od to the 
driveling stupidity that a nation cjnn 
create values by law, that the govern
ment could stamp a lie u[>oii fifty cents 
worth of silver and make it a dollar. It 

.••opposed keeping our Hag in the Orient 
and advocated that it be lowered in re
treat and trailed in the dust «»f dis
honor. And yet this same party which 
has not learned anything or forgotten 
anything in liity years, opposed the ex
tension of the rural free delivery serv
ice on the ground of expense. 

Pcoplu Cuming lato Tlivir Own. 
At least (JO jht cent of our people 

are so situated as to be served success 
fully by the rural delivery service. 
They and their fathers have been the 
pioneers of this country, in blazing 
the trail of civilization and in subju
gating the land for the benefit of all 
the people. Tliey are the legitimate 
heirs to all the benefits this govern
ment can legally and consistently lie-
stow upon them. They are the natural 
beneficiaries of three of the greatest 
pieces of Republican legislation known 
to recent American history—that trin
ity of laws looking toward the creation 
and development of homes on the pub
lic domain for all who wish them 
the homestead law, the national irriga
tion law, and the establishment of a 
rural free delivery. Each und all of 
these have been fought by the Demo
cratic party and in after years two of 
these measures have been claimed by 
that party as its offspring. It is more 
than probable that 'before the expira
tion of another, fifty years, the Demo
cratic party will claim the credit for 
having established rural free delivery. 

Democracy'* "IIln<l-Slirht." 
The party's remorse over its repeated 

failures and its attempt to deceive 
the people sometimes conies to the sur
face and appears in a more or less piti
ful light. For instance, at all modern 
Democratic conventions the Democrats 
show Uieir veneration for the memory 
of Abraham Lincoln. Although while 
he yet lived, while is was doing the 
deeds for which they now praise him, 
the Democratic party, north and south, 
exhausted the vocabulary of vitupera
tion in traducing and maligning and 
reviling him. They praised the great 
McKinley only after his death. The 1110 
live in such cases may be appreciated 
while the morals of a political party 
which seeks to have its former opposi
tion to a public measure forgotten in 
the loud clamor of its present appro
bation, cannot be approved. 

ItepukllcaiiN (u I'l-i 'fi 'rl I he Work. 
The rural delivery service will 1h 

continued under succeeding Republican 
administrations until it will be fully 
provided for the entire United States. 
It drives home the impression ui>on our 
people that this great government care
fully looks after their individual inter
ests and personal convenience as far as 
possible. Through this service the gov
ernment delivers at the doors of rural 
citizens their mail as promptly and 
conveniently as it delivers the same to 
the residents of cities. The service is 
one of the greatest means for the dis
semination ot knowledge anil informa
tion to the |K'ople of the country, they 
tiure ever enjoyed, lty it. they are en
abled to keep in touch with the markets 
of the country and with current events 
In all parts of the world. It lias ripened 
into a permanent service which will 
continue to improve and eventually 
reach the door of the humblest citizen 
In its growing benelits. 

Mauy Beneficent lteonltn Follow 
It has removed the nightmare of 

loneliness and of isolation from the 
country and brought to it many of the 
benelits of city life. It lias allayed the 
spirit of discontent and restlessness 
which drove many of the better class 
of young jxwple to the cities. It has 
apiiealcd to the densely populated cities 
whose noxious atmosphere hastens the 
dread disease of tuberculosis and in 
duccd them to raise tilie cry of, "Hack 
to the land, back to nature," and move 
out ui)on the extended plains, peaceful 
valleys and the inviting plateaus of the 
country. 

ltural free delivery, the nationa 
Irrigation act and the government 
homestead law are the three jewels of 
legislation in the crown of the Republi
can party, whose cli iciest and priceless 
gem, is its abolition of human slavery. 
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—From the Chicago Tribune. 

6BH« sis™. 

LOST ONLY BIG CASE. 

Bryan Hade Poor Showing Before 
United States Supreme Court. 

In a letter to the New York World 
a New York lawyer punctures Mr. Bry
an's legal record as follows: 

"Mr. Bryan's qualifications for high 
executive ollicc must be inferred from 
his record in the four lines of work in 
which he has engaged—namely, those 
of lecturer, journalist, lawyer and colo
nel. 

"As a lecturer he is certainly at least 
the equal of Mr. Roosevelt. As a jour
nalist he is probably the equal of Mr. 
Watterson or Mr. Hearst. In either 
capacity lie is probably the superior of 
Mr. Taft. 

"As a lawyer he can best be judged 
by his most famous case. This was the 
Nebraska rate case, llis State impos
ed a tariff of maximum rates upon the 
railroads and hired him to defend it 
in the Supreme Court. The case was 
brought by persons interested in the 
railroads against the ollicers of the 
State to get an injunction to prevent 
the enforcement of the law. This rais
ed, of course, the question whether 
such an action is not an action against 
the State and therefore forbidden by 
tile eleventh amendment to the United 
States Const it nt ion. It is the same 
point which many of the Western and 
Southern States have been endeavoring 
to make during the past year for the 
purpose of preventing injunctions 
against their Iwo-cent-fare laws. 

"The Attorney (ieneral of Nebraska 
took the point iu this Nebraska rate 
case, but Air. Bryan overlooked it when 
he came to argue the case in the Su
preme Court. lie made no defense 
against the injunction on this ground, 
lie was beaten in the case, and its de
cision lias been the basis for the devel
opment of tin" doctrine of interference 
by the federal courts with rate legisla
tion. If Mr. Bryan were President 
would lie be likely to get the nation 
into dinieulty by similar oversights?" 

iv The Choice uC Ageuta. 
The issue settles down to a choice of 

agents, and here the judicial temper, 
the industrious energy, the repose of 
temperament, the unhurried and less 
spectacular art of achieving results 
commend Judge Taft as the safest lead
er. Not In all things does The Repub
lican agree with him. but the measure 
of his merit is large. He has done 
things, while Mr. Bryan, the foremost 
political orator of his time, has been a 
brilliant and magnetic propagandist. 
Ilis service to the country in this Held 
has been large—'but who will irnike the 
better President? The one man would 
be so situated as to Inspire and comi>el, 
in so far as a President can, congress 
to the forward march—the other might 
lie checked and held back by the senate 
in a way to make the reactionaries 
glad.—Springliold Republican. 

"During (ho luKt seven year* 
the Ilc*i>iil»Ii<'iiiia lnivu not 
IiiiNNCtl n law that it Democrat 
wonlil <lnr« iiroitoxe to repeal." 
—Senator Albert J. lievcrlilue. 

INSURES AGAINST DEMOCRACY. 

Big Wool Firm Fears Loss Should 
Bryanism Prevail. 

Siginund Silberman of the firm of 
Silberman Bros., dealers iu raw wool, 
Chicago, have offered a premium of 
$10,000 for a $100,000 insurance policy 
against the election of Bryan. 

The firm is one of the largest of its 
kind in the west and handles annually 
lie,000,000 pounds of wool. The stock 
being carried over election is about 10,-
000.000 ]K>unds. 

"We could easily afford to pay the 
large premium." said Mr. Silberman, 
"for if Mr. Taft is elected we can af
ford it, and if Bryan is elected our 
loss probably will be $100,000. We 
would lose at least 1 cent a pound of 
we sold immediately after his election 
or if we held it six months it would 
cost us a cent a pound for storage and 
care. - '  

•Mr. Silberman is n Republican and is 
conlident of Taft's election, but said 
that his offer to pay a 10 per cent 
premium on a policy maturing in less 
than three weeks was entirely a busi
ness proposition unaffected by his po
litical views.-Chicago Tribune. ... _ , _ 

-V Democratic "Mule." 
llarlil what means that, rumbling— 

O'er the land. 
Can it be a platform tumbling 

O'er the land. 
The "Mule' ' is looking awful thin, 
The Bryanitos have lost their grin. 
They feel their chance is mighty siiin! 

O'er the land. 

They fed that "Mule" the best lia\ 
O'er the land. 

They felt sure lie would make it pay 
O'er the land. 

They rode liini up against the wall, 
There he bucked—and let tliein fall, 
lie needed oats—not so much gall 

O'er the land. 

That Democratic "Mule" is great 
O'er the land. 

Ills leaders make a great mistake 
O'er the land. 

They try to work him night and day! 
That's what I hear the neighbors say, 
He hardly can get time to bray— 

- '  O'er the land. 

That fool "Mule" works to beat the band 
O'er the land. 

lie seems to be in great demand 
O'er the land. 

The time will come, not far ahead 
When he will wish that ho was dead! 
And will go home und go to bed. 

O'er the land. O'er the land. 

Then that old elephant, you know—i 
With his majestic step, so slow; 
Will give that trumpet blast and roar. 
That will be heard from shore to shore! 
And for the poor "Mule" he may sigh 
Aiul walk away, with all the pie. 

—>M.K. Spielnian in Topeka Capital.,; 

BONAPARTE GIVES DATA. 

The election of Taft will give an im
pulse to all new enterprises; the elec
tion of Bryan would lie a hold-up of 
business, perhaps for years. What good 
seaman fails to slow up in a fog?—St. 
Louis (Jlube Democrat. s 

Replies to Daniels's Second Letter on 
Trust Prosecutions. 

Attorney (ieneral Bonaparte has re
plied to a second letter from Josephus 
Daniels, chairman of the press bureau 
of the Democratic national committee, 
at Chicago, iu which he complained 
that in the attorney general's answer 
to his first inquiry as to trust prosecu
tions he had uot differentiated between 
the prosecutions under the Sherman 
anti-trust law and those under other 
laws. Answering the inquiry specific
ally, the attorney general states that 
under the Sherman anti-trust law pass 
ed iu 1S90 there have been sixty-live 
proceedings in all, fifty-six under Repub
lican and nine under Democratic ad
ministrations, forty-six since Mr. Roose
velt became President, in September. 
1001, and nineteen during the preceding 
eleven years. 

Among the prosecutions of the Demo 
era tic administration the attorney gen 
oral says is included resistance to tlu 
petition of Eugene V. Debs for a writ 
of habeas corpus. It is also assorted 
that live out of nine proceedings under 
Democratic rule were directed agaius 
labor organizations and their leaders, 
and that under Republican rule then 
have been in all three such t 
out of tifty-six. 

Seven Pointed Queries Propounded 
the Democratic Candidate. 

Failed to Answer Any ot tlie 
Questions. 

Taft 1'rexeatM tlio I- nets. 
Those who have been reading Mr. 

Taft's speeches during the present cam
paign must have observed that the Re
publican Presidential candidate illus 
irates his argument continuously by the 
citation of circumstantial evidence, lie 

i not given to a fanciful, glittering 
generality sort of speeclnnaking. A-
ne himself has expressed it, he does not 
"tloat away into the cerulean blue." 
He proves hit. statements with the care 
of a lawyer arguing a case before a 
critical and discriminating judge. 

In the specs-lies which he has been 
delivering iu Ohio this week he has 
taken lip liis own record while a judge 
of the l. 'nitcd States district court upon 
issues in which organized labor is in
terested. He claims that his act in 
granting an injunction in what is 
known as the Arthur case has been 
not a hindrance to trade-unionism, but 
has operated to the building up ami 
numerical increase of lalwr organiza
tions. In his speech at Zauesville he 
said: 

"1 only expressed what the law was 
at that time, in an opinion which it 
happened to me to formulate. Under 
that opinion the trade-unions have 
doubled in this country; they never 
were in such a prosperous state; the 
American Federation of Labor lias in 
creased 1(H) per cent. The labor organ 
izations have never reached the point 
of usefulness before that they now 
have. Thev have never exercised the 
useful intluence or the power in pro
tecting their own interests before as 
they have under the law as I laid it 
down sonic ten or fifteen years ago."—. 
Baltimore American. 

Prior to his recent speech at Omaha 
Mr. Bryan had propounded to him the 
following pertinent questions by the 
Omaha Bee. Mr. Bryan did not see 
fit to attempt to answer any of them. 

The (Ideations. ,  

1. You. Mr. Bryan, are making much 
of Democratic friendship for labor. 
Why is it that practically no legislation 
to protect labor lias been enacted in 
the southern States in which Demo
crats have absolute control? Why are 
there no child labor laws in the south; 
Why are there no laws to protect wom
en wage earners in the south? You 
and your fusion friends had absolute 
executive and legislative control of 
Nebraska for several years. Why was 
no legislation to protect labor passed 
then? Why did the wage workers of 
Nebraska have to wait for succeeding 
Republican legislatures to remove the 
$.">.000 death damage limit, to get an 
equitable employer's liability act and 
to get a child lalior law? 

2. You, Mr. Bryan, are trying to 
make your paramount issue, "Shall the 
people rule?" The most advanced 
step toward popular rule has been 
through the direct primary. Why is 
it, Mr. Bryan, that your fusion friends 
when in complete control did not give 
Nebraska a direct primary law? Why-
is it that the Republicans of Nebraska 
had to secure the direct primary law 
over the opposition of the Democrats? 
Why is it that the progressive Repub
lican States have enacted direct pri
mary laws to bring the filling of offices 
closer to the people, while the Demo
cratic States of the south direct pri
mary laws have been enacted avowedly 
to disfranchise the people? 

3. You, Mr. Bryan, are bidding for 
ofiico on your anti-trust remedies. 
Why is it that all the effective legisla
tion against illegal combinations have 
been enacted by Republican congresses 
and for the most part by Republican 
State legislatures, while the Democratic 
States have no effective anti-trust leg
islation? 

4. You. Mr. Bryan, are bidding for 
labor votes by promising to abolish 
the writ of injunction in labor dis
putes. Do you not know that Injunc
tion abuses have been chargeable as 
much to State courts as to federal 
courts? Can you name a single Demo
cratic State which lias passed a lew 
to prevent the abuse of injunction by 
State courts? Why was no such law 
passed in Nebraska when your fusion 
friends were in complete control? 

5. You. Mr. Bryan, are bidding for 
votes on your scheme of bank deposit 
guaranty. Oklahoma is the only State 
(hat has put such a law on its statute 
books. Why have none of the other 
riemocratic States enacted deposit guar
anty laws? You, especially, intro
duced such a bill into congress in the 
early 00's. Why did you not get your 
fusion friends to enact the bill as a 
state law when they were in complete 
control of Nebraska? A deposit guar
anty bill, which you endorsed, was 
offered in congress last winter as a 
substitute for the Vreeland bill, but 
only a handful of the Democratic con
gressmen voted for it, the remaining 
others voting against it or refusing to 
vote. The only Democratic congress
man from Nebraska was one of those 
who refused to vote. If your endorse-
•nent of that bill was unable to make 
these Democratic congressmen vote for 
it last winter, how will you be able 
to make them vote for it next winter? 

<!. You. Mr. Bryan, are trying to 
make much of the popular election of 
t 'nitcd States senators. We have the 
statement of Mr. Tibbies, made three 
wars ago, that a large sum of money. 
<aiil to be Slo.i'-OO or $20,000. was con-
M-ibuted by "Ryan. Belmont & Co." iu 
VMM. through your brother-in-law to-
•vard your campaign for 1'nited States 
•enator in Nebraska. Is Mr. Tibbies 
mistaken in his assertions? If so. win-
lid you not correct them long ago? If 

not. why did you not put your name 
-m the ballot as a candidate for senator 
and ask a vote of jiopular preference 
• iiuler the Nebraska law which gives 
von that right? Why did the Denio-

• Tats refuse to submit candidates for 
1'nited States senator to popular vote 
in Nebraska in 180S. in 1900 and 1004? 

T. You, Mr. Bryan, are making 
much of publicity of campaign contri
butions. Nebraska has a campaign pub
licity law. but it was enacted, as you 
know, by a Republican legislature after 
.our fusion state administration had 
' 'ailed to pass such a law. Why is it. 
Mr. llryan. that your brother-in-law 
and Democratic campaign managers 
have persistently and wilfully violated 
the Nebraska campaign publicity law? 
Why. if you are so devoted to campaign 
fund publicity, were you so insistent 
•hat the $.">0,(XH1 contribution to your 
'•ampaign made bv the Bennett will 
should be kept secret? 

S. Finally, Mr. Bryan, will you 
nlease tell us why you keep up the dis
honest fusion masquerade in Nebraska? 
Why do you permit your Democratic 
•residential electors to be inisbramled 

on the olliclal ballot as populists? Are 
they not trying to get votes by false 
pretenses? Is it not for the purpose 
•>f fooling populists into voting for you, 
who would otherwise vote for the pop
ulist candidate for president? If this 
usion trick as played in Nebraska Is 

defended by you as legitimate, why do 
you not try to play it on other states? 

BRYAN IN LEAGUE 
WITH LIQUOR DEALERS 

.lohn Worth Kern, the Democratic can
didate, who lost his railroad pass, is 
campaigning in Nmv Jersey this week.— 
Philadelphia Press. 

"The Democratic party is absolutely 
necessary to restore prosperity," de
lated Mr. Bryan iu .his speech at Max

well, Iowa. The last time the Deino-
•ratie party was in power was in lSOU 
We were under the impression the couu-
• iy had had some prosperity since then. 
\ little more than it had from 1S!»2 
to ljiOd, too. —Sau Francisco Chronicle. 

Gov. Hoch Has Somo Interesting 
Correspondence on the Subject. 

Just as the temperance people of 
Kansas -were beginning to believe that 
Win. J. .Bryan, the Democratic candi
date for President, would make a pretty 
good standard bearer, Geverner Hoch 
comes along with some cerrcspendencfr 
that is calculated to put Bryan out of 
the running as a temperance candidate. 
Governor Hoch got into an argument 
with a Democratic politickm at Marion 
and made some statements be could not 
back up with proof on a moment's no
tice. However, he sent to .Nebraska 
for it and got everything he wanted. 
The Omaha editor to wbern Governor 
Hoch wrote not only confirmed every 
statement made by the governor but 
ho sent copies of letters written by Mr. 
Bryan himself in regard to the pro
hibitory amendment when it was uip for 
adoption by the people ef Nebraska 
in 1SOO. 

In this letter Mr. Bryan says in other 
words that he is opposed to prohibition 
but that he wanted the Nebraska Dem
ocrats to make no declaration on the 
subject. This occurred in the campaign 
in which Bryan was elected to Con
gress. The Democratic platform de
clared against prohibition and Bryan 
stumped the State on the anti-prohibi
tion platform. All this is shewn in tlio 
correspondence in the hands of Gov
ernor I loch and it Is brought out by the 
criticism made by Democrats of Taft 
because in a speech in Topeka three or 
four years ago he made the statement 
that "it is hard to legislate morals into 
people." 

The Bryan letter written to a Demo
cratic friend prior to the Democratic 
convention in Omaha in 1S90 reads as 
follows; 

"Your favor just received. I expect 
to attend the convention at Omaha and 
am glad you are going. I will try and 
leave here at once, so tbat we can 
get together and talk ever the platform 
before the convention. 1 have no doubt 
we will agree on tariff opinions, 'but 
I have been in much trouble over the 
temperance plank. I, like you and the 
great bulk of the party, am opposed to 
prohibition, but thought as the Repub
licans took no stand on prohibition we 
bad better content ourselves with a dec
laration against sumptuary legislation, 
such as we usually have. 

"We have a number of men who will 
vote for the prohibitory amendment. 
They do not ask us to declare in favor 
of prohibition, but simply to do as the 
Republicans have done—leave it to •each 
individual to vote as he likes. By de
claring against prohibition we will lose 
a good many votes, while we will not 
gain Republican votes. We tried that 
last fall in this county; declared in so 
many words against prohibition, and 
the saloons went solid against us. 

"I wish I could see you before the 
convention. Can't you come up here 
Tuesday morning and go from here to 
Omaha, and we can discuss all planks? 
Will draw up the plank you suggest. 
Yours truly, 

* j— *"W. J. BRYAN." 

DEPOSIT GUARANTEE AT WORK. 

Growth ot IlanUH in Oklahoma Ar« 
Oootited by Promoter.*. 

The purpose of the deposit guarantee 
plan is to secure greater safety for de
posits. But the business world wants 
sound banks as well as safe deposits. 
The failure of the deposit guarantee to 
meet the need of the business world, 
and Its contrary tendency to encourage 
unsound hanking, is evidenced in Okla
homa, where, since the guarantee lavr 
went into effect, out of seventy-seven 
banks organized, forty-two started busi
ness with but $10,000 capital. One pro
moter is said to have planned the or
ganization of twelve more. No guaran
tee of deposits cian offset the danger of 
unsound hanks. Even if insurance of 
deposits were all that is needed to per
fect the banking system, it must be 
recognized that no wise scheme of in
surance perpetrates the folly of encour
aging or permitting a continued in
crease of the hazard.—Boston Herald. 

t? J 
Tlio Two-faeed Bryan. 

To attract votes, silent votes. Mr. 
Bryan is circulatiiig two political docu
ments of a strictly personal nature. One 
is the "Prince of Peiu-e" sermon, which 
is mailed to liicinU rs of all denomina
tions. It is expected to do ellicient 
work among the religious and benevo
lent. to whom it is a bid to support Mr. 
Bryan as a truly virtuous man of lofty 
ideals and altruistic purposes—the good 
man who could do no wrong. 

The other document is an account of 
Mr. Bryan's visit to the Vatican, in 
which he gives an appreciative and 
pleasing picture of Plus X. This Is sent 
only to Catholic voters. 

There is no reason why anyone 
should resent Mr. Bryan's unctuous so
licitations to vote for him for reasons 
of religion. They will react upon him, 
for the American people hate a hum
bug.—New York Sun (Ind.). 

Another l rnaiii*werc<l Que*flou. } 
Hon. W. J. Bryan—As a laboring' 

man, a supporter of a family, dej>eiideiit 
upou my day's work. I am interested 
in this campaign. The all-lmporfciut 
question to me is work first, wages seo-
o"id. 

Will you kindly In your next address 
sta/e definitely your answer to the fol
lowing questions: 

What particular policy will you pur
sue if elected, that will insure more 
men work and better wages than they 
now have? JOHN G. SHUSTER. 

Curtailment of Work. 
"When he (Bryan) talks about curtail

ing production lie nm.v think he is aim
ing nt big cor|>orations, but what lie is 
really aiming at, whether conscious of it 
or uot, is the workingmen, for curtail
ment of output means curtailment of 
work and discharge of workingmen. 

"Dismemberment of plants means pros
tration of business industry. On the 
other hand, we have been making progress 
iu this country. We have had forceful 
leadership. The people rule; they ruled 
when they elected Melvinley and repu
diated Bryan. Tliev ruled four years ago 
when they elected Theodore Roosevelt and 
he has been a forceful representative of 
the people ever since."—Governor Hughes 
of Now York. 


