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BEEFTRUSTDECISION

ull Text of the Supreme
Court's Pronouncement.

COMBINE CONTRARY TO LAW

Agreement of Packers Is Held to Pre-
vent Lawful Competition—New
Ground Taken on Inter-
state Commerce.

In response to Inquiries from several
quarters, The Oregonian prints herewith
the full 1ext of the decision of the Sa-
preme Court of the United States against
the Beef Trust, viz.:

STATEMENT OF THE CASE,

This is an appesa! from a deeree of the
Circult Court, on demurrer. granting an
injunction against the appellants’ com-
mission of alleged violations of the act of
July 2, 1850, chapter 647 (26. Stat, 208),
“to protect trade and commerce against
unlawful restrsints and monopolies™ It
will be peces=ary to consider both the bill
and the decree. The Dbill s brought
egninst a number of corporations, firms
sud Individvais of different states, and
snakes the followlng allegutions: )

First—The defendants (appellants) are
engaged In the business of buying live-
etock at the stockyards In  Chicago,
Omaha, 8t Joseph, Kansss Clty, East Bt.
Lovis and St. Paul, and sluughtering such
1 tock ut thelr respective plants in
ploces named, In difforent siates, and
converting the Hvestock luto fresh meat
for human consumption

Second—The defendants “are also en-
gaged In the business of selling’” such
iresh ments, at the several places where
they are so prepared, to *"dealers and con-
pumers In Giverse stotes and torritories
of the sald TUnitsd Statez other than

pose whereln the asid moatls are so pre-

red and sold,” as aforesaldd, and in the

letrict of Columbis and in foreign coun-
tries. “and shippilug the same meats
piem 50 sold from the sald pleces of
iheir preparation over the several lines
transportation of the several ratlrond
panies serving the same as common
4ers to stuch dealers and consumers,
rruant to such sales.”™

Third—The defendants also are

ged In the business of shipplng such

gh menls to thelr respective ngents st
principal markets In other states, ete.,
ale by those agents In those markets

: rs and oonsumers.

urith—The defendants

about six-tenths of the whole trade

commeérce in fresh meats among the
, territories and District of Colum-
mnd

h—EBut for the acts charged would
free competition with one another

Hixth—In order to restrain competition

nong smsclves us to the purchase of
Bivestock, defendants have engaged In,
nnd Y ocontinoe, a combination
for vequ and do and will require
their purchasing agents
gt the stockyunds mentioned, where
defeadants buy thelr livestock ithe
sume belng stock produced and
ownud principally in other states and
ingud] to the yards for sale) 1o refrain
bidding againet ench other “except
rfanctorily sand withont good fatth,'”

this mosns compelling the owners
sch stock at jess prices than
wanld recelve If the bidding really
s competitive
Seventh—For the same purpose the de-
dendants combine to bid up, through thelr
ngents the prices of Hvestock for a fow
deys at & time., =0 that the market re-
poris will show prices much higher than
the state of trade Wil warrant,” there-
by inducing stockowners in olher states
to muake lsarge snlpments to the stock-
vards to thelr disadvantuge

Eighth—For the same purposes, and
10 monopolize the eommerce protected by
the statute, the defendants ~ambine “‘to
arbitrarily, from time to time, raise,
lower and fix prices, and to maintain
uniform prices at which they will sell”
v deaders throughout the states. This s
effectiad by eriodical meetings,
where are fixed prices to be enforced until
changed st a subsequent meeting. The
prices are maintained directly, and by
collusively restricting the meat shipped
by the defendants. whemever oconducive
to the result, by imposing ponulties for
doviations by esteblishing a wuniform
rule for the giving of ersdit to dealers,
elc., and by notifying one another of the
delinguents of such deslers and keeping
n blacklist of delinquents, and refusing
in =ell ments to them,

Ninth—Tho defendants nlso combine tn
maeke wmiform charges for cartage for
the dellvery of meatls sold to dealers and
cofisumers in the ™nrkets throughout the

'es, ete., shipped to them by the de-
fenfants, through the defendants’ agents
#l the markets. when no churges would
have been made but for the combination.

Tenth—Intending to monopolise Lhe
sild@ commerce and to prevent rompeti-
tion therein, the defendants “have nll and
each engaged in and will oontinus” ar-
rangements with the raflroads whersby
the defendants recelved, by means of re-
bates and other devices, rates less than
the lawful rates for transportation, and
wore exclusively to enjoy and share this
unlewful advantage to the exclusion of
competition and the public. Ry foree of
The consequent inability of competitors to
rixage or continue o such commeree, the
drfendunts are attempting Lo monopolize,
have monopolized and  will mononolize
the rcommerce In Hvestock und fresh
meats among the states and territories
and with foreign countries

venith—The defendants nre and have

in conspiracy with each other, with

the rmallrond companies and others wun-
known, 1o obtaln & monopoly of the sup-
My and distribution of fresh meats
throughout the United States., ol
And 10 that end defendants artificlally
restrain the commerce and put arbitrary
reguiations in force affecting the same
from the whipment of the Wvestock from
tha plains to the final distribution of the
meats to the consumer There is a
prayar for an Injunction of the most com-
prehiensive sort, agninst all the foregoing
roe ngs, and osthers, for discovery of
books and papers reluting directly or in-
directly to the purchase or _-ahil.ﬁ;‘q.{ of
L. and the sale or shipment of

ment and for an aneswer under
The Injunction lssued s appended

in & nots

en-

together pon-

1o

[ rom
P

secrid

TERME 0OF PEEFETUAL INJUNCTION.

Fackers Are Allowed to Agree on Certain
Dietalls Held Not to lovelve n Possible
HestraMl of Trade

And pow. upon motion of the said attor-

ney. court does order that the pre-
liminary injunction heretofors awarded In
this rause, to restraln the said dofeadants
aud sach of them, their respective Hgents
nd attorneys, and all sthsr persons acting
belr behalf, or in behalf of elther of

thae
Th

. or cluiming =0 to sct, from entering |

taking part In or performing any con-
combination or consplracy, the pur-
eflect of which will be, ax to trade

merce in fresh meats between the

Sales and territories and the Dis-
Columbla, a restraint of trade, in

2tion of the provislons of the act of
ugress approved July 2, 180, entitied,
“An act to protect trade and commerce
agpinst unlawful restraints and monopo-
lies,” wither by direction or requestiag
their respective sgents to refrain from
bidding against cach other in the pur-
chase of livestock: or coliusively and by

agresment to refrain from bidding against
eich other at the sales of llvestock: or
by comblnation, consplracy or ocontract
ralsing or lowering prices or fixing wuni-
form prices at which the sald meats will
be sold, elther directly or through thelr
respective agents; aor by curtalling the
quantity of such meats shipped to such
markets and agents; or by establishing
and maintaining rules for the giving of
credit to dealers in such mests, the effect
of which rules will be to restrict com-
petition: or by imposing uniform charges
for cartage and dellvery of such meats
to deslers and consumers, the affoct of
whigh will be to restrict competition; or
by any other method or device, the pur
pose and efféet of which ls to restrain
commerce as aforesaid; and also from wo.
Iating the provisions of the act of Con-
gress, approved July 1 186, entitied, “An
art to protoct trade and commerce aguinst
unlawful restraint and monopolies” by
combining or conspiring together, or with
cach other and others, to monopolize or

attempt o monopolize any part of the'

trade and commerce in fresh meats among
the severa) states and territories and the
District of Columbda, by demanding, ob-
taining or, with or without the connivance

any of them, recelving from rallroad com-
panies or other common carTiers trans-
vorting such fresh meats in such trade
and commerce, either directly or by means
of rebates, or by sny other device, trans-
portation of or for such meats, from the
points of the preparation and production
of the same from livestock or elsewhere,
to the markets for the sals of the same
to dealers and consumers In other stutes
and territories than those whereln the
same are so prepared, or the District of
Columbla, al less than the regular rates
which muay be established or in foree on
their several lines of transporiation, un-
der the provisions In that behall of the
law of the said United Btates for the
regulation of commenrce, be snd the same
ia hereby made perpetual.

But nothing herein shall be construed to

prohibit the said defendants from agree- |

ing upon charges for cartage asd dellv-

&y and olaser incldentals conmnected with |
locs] sales, whers such charges are not |

calculated to have any eflect upon com-
petition In the sales and delivery of
meats, nor from establishing and main-
laining rules for Lthe glving of credit to
dealers where such rules In good f(alth
are calguiated solely w protect the de-
fendants against dishonest or irresponsi-
ble deslers, nor from cariailing the guanc-
tity of meat shipped to a given mariet
where the purpose of such arrangsment in
good faith to préevent the over-accu-
mulntion of meats as perishable articles
In such markets

Nor shall anything herein contained be
construed to restrain or interfere with the
action of any single company or fArm. by
s o~ their officers or sgenis (whether
such officers or agents are themsclves
personally made parties defendant hereto
or not) acting with respoct to its or their
owWn corporate or firm business, property
or afalrs,

i

SCHEME WITHIN REACUCH OF LAW,

Vagurness in Some Specifications Inevitable,
but Whole Structure of Charge Is Clear
and Sustalped.

To sum the bl up shortly, it charges a
combination of a dominant proportion of
the dealers in fresh meat throughout the
United States not to bid against ench other
in the livestock markets of the different
states, to bid up prices for a few davs, In
order 1o induce the oattlemen to sead
their stock to the stockyards, to ix prices
at which they "will s=ll and to that end
to restrict shipments of meat when neces-
sary, to establish a uniform rule of credit
to dealers, and to keep a blacklist, to
make uniform and improper charges
Tor cartage, and, finpally, 1o get less than
lawiul® rates from the rmallroads to the
exclusion ¢of competitors. It is true that
the last charge s not cléarly stated (o
be & purt of the combination, but as it is
ulleged that the defendants have each and
all made arrangements with the raflronds
that they were exclusively to enjoy the
unlawful advantage, and (hat thelr intent
In what they 4id was to monopolize the
commerce and (o prevent competition, and
In view of the general allegation to which
we shall refer, we think that we have
correctly stated the purpori of the bill.

It will be noticed further that the (ntent
to monopolize I8 alleged Tor the first time
in the elghth section of the bill as to
ruising, lowering and fixing prices. In
the earlier sections the intent alieged Is
to restraln competition among themsslves.
But afier all the spécific charges there I8
a general allegulion that the defendants
are conspiring with one another, the rall-
roads and others, (o moncpoilze the sup-
ply and distribotion of fresh meats
throughout the United Stutes, ole., as has
been stated above, and It seems to us
that this peneral allegation of intent col-
ofs xnd applies to all the specific charges
aof the bill. Whatlever may be thought
ceoncerning the proper construction of the
statute, a bill In equity Is not to be resd
and constroed as an Indlctment would
have been read and construed a bundred
years ago, but it s to be trken to mean
what It falrly conveys to a dispassionute
reader by a falrly ecxaclt use of Englih
speach. Thus read this bill seems to us
intended to allege successive clements
of a pingle connected scheme,

We rend the demurror with the same
Hberality. Therefore we take it 3a up-
plying to the hill generally for multifs-
riousness and want of equity, und also to
ench section of it which makes & charge,
and to the discovery. The demurrer to
the discovery will not need discussion in
the wview which we take concerning the
relief, and therefore we turn at once to
that.

The general objection is urged that the
bill does not set forth sufficient definite
or specific facts. This objection in serioun,
but it seems to @@ inherent In the nators
of the case
" The scheme alieged s 30 wvast that It
presents a new problem In pleading. 11,
as we must asaume, the scheme s enter-
tuined, It i, of course. contrary to the
vry words of the stutute. Its size makes
the viclation of the law more conspicu-
ous, and 3ot the same thing makes It im-
possihle to fasten the principal fact to a
certaln time and place, The eclements,
too, are s0 numerous and shifting: even
the constituent paris alleged are, and
from thelr nature must be =0 extensive
in time sind syace that something of the
same impossibility applles to them. The
law has been upheld, and therefore we
are bound to enforce It, notwithstanding
these difficulties,

On the other hand, we 2qually are
bound by the first principles of justice
not to =anction a decree S0 VAEUe as Lo
put the whole conduct of the defendant's
business at the pertl of & summons for
contempt. We cannot lssuy a general in-
junction against all possible breaches of
the law. We must steer between these
opposite difficiities as best we can.

The scheme, as o whole, seems o os
to be within reach of the law. The con-
stituyent cilements a8 we have siated
them, are enough to give to  the
scheme a body. and. for all that we can
say, to sccomplish it. Moreover. what-
ever we may think-of them separately,
when we take them up as distinct charges
and they are alleged sufficiently as ale-
ments of the scheme, It Is suggested that
the several acts charged are lawful, and
that intent can make no difference. But
they are bound together as the parts of
A =ingle plan. The plan may make the
parts unlawful. (Alkens ve Wisconsin,
IS U8B 1M 206) The statute gives this
procesding against combinations (n re-
siraint of commercs among the states
and against attemptls to monopolize the
same. Intent Is almost essentinl to such
a comblmantion, and s essentinl to such
an attempt,

LAW LOOKS AT INTENT.

Hestralt of Interstate Trade an Inevitabie
Conseqoence of Facts Proved.
Where acts are not sufficient In them.
selves 1o produce a result which the Jaw
seels to prevent—for lasfance, the mo-

popoly--but require further acts in addl-
tion to the mere forces of oature Lo
bring that resuit to puss, an intent to
bring it to pass is necessary In order to
produce a dangerous probabllity that It
will happen. Commonwealth va, Peaalee,
17T Mass. 167, 772 But when that Intent
and the consequent dangercus probabllity
exists. this statute, like many others and
lilke the common lsw in some cases, di-
rects liself against that dangerous proba-
bility, as well as against the completed
result. What we have sald disposes Incl-
dentally of the objection to the bill as
muitifarious., The unity of the pian em-
braces all the parts

Ome further observation should be made.
The comblnation alleged embraces re-
straint and mounopoly of trade within a
single siate, and to that extent s not
within the reach of the laws, but Its
#flect upon commerce among the staten
is mot accidental, secondary, remote or
merely probable. On the allegations of
the bill the latter commerce no less, per-
hape even more than commerce within a
vingle state, is an object of attack Bes
Laloup va. Port of Moblle, 17 U. B &0
1. Cructher v Kentucky, 147 U, B 4,
§: Allen ve Pullan Cdmpany, 191 U, 8,

| 171, 178, 18 Moreover, it Is & direct ob-
of the officers or agents thereof, or of

Ject, It I= that for the sake of which the
several specific acta and courses of con-
duct are done and sdopted. Therefore
the case is not like United States ve, C.
E. Knight Company, 158 U, B 1, where
the subject matter of the ocombination
wan manufacture, and the direct object
monopoly of manufacture within a state,
However llkely monopoly of commerce
among the states in the article manufac-
tured was to follow from the agreement,
It was not a necessary consequence nor
& primary end
is sales and the very polat of the combl-
nation ls to restraln and monopolise com-
merce among the states in reapect of
such sales. The two cnses are near to
each other, as sooner or later siways
must happen where lines are to be drawn,
but the line between them is dintinet
Montague va. Lowry, 100 U, 8. =

8o again the line la distinet between
this case and Hopkine ve. Unlted States,
171 U. 8. &858 All that was decided thers
was that the jocal buwiness of commis.
sion merchants was not commerce among
the states, even If what the brokers were
employed 1o =+l was an object of such
cotnmérce. The brokers were not like
the defendants before U'nfted States,
themselves the buyers and sellers. They
only furnished certaln facilities for the
enjes; therefore, there again the effects
of the combination of brokers upon the
commerce were only Indirect and not
within the.act Whether the case would
have bLeen different If the compination
had resulted in exorbitant charges was
it open, In Andorson vs. United States,
171 U, 8 @4, the defendants were buyers
and sellers at the stockyurds, but thedr
Agreement was merely nol to employ
brokers or to recognize yard traders who
were nol members of thelr assoclation.
Any yard trader could become a member
of the assoctation on complying with the
conditions, and there was sald to be no
feature of monopoly In the case. It was
held that the combination did not drectiy
regulate commerve between the slates,
and. being formed with a different Intent.
was not within the act. The present case
I+ more Jike Montague vs. Lowry, 192 U
8

For the foregolng reasons we are of the
opinlon that the carrying out of the
schome alleged the means sel forth,
properiy may be enjoined. and that the
bill cannot be dismissed

MONOIOLY @F COMMERCE IXNTENDED.

by

| Trassportation of Cattie for Sale in Anviher

State Held te Be Interstate Trade.

Bo far it has not been necessary to con-
sider whether the
eingle paragraph constitute
amang the states or show an
ence with it There can be doubt

facts charged In
commerce
Interfer-

WE ap-

any

the facts, If true, and If the defendants
entertain the intent alleged We pass
now to the particulars and will cansider
the corresponding parts of the inj_nction
at the same time,

The first question arises on the sixth
section. That charges n comblnation of
Independent dealers to restrict the com-
petition of their agents when purchasing
stock for them in the stockyards. The
purchasers and thelr slaughtering estab-
lishments are largely in different states
from those of the stockyards, and
sellers of the eattle, perhaps It is not too
much to assume, largely tn differsnt
states from weither The Intent of the
combination is not merely to restrict com-
petition among the parties, but, as we
have said, by force of the general allegn-
tion at the end of the blll, to ald In an
attempt 19 monopolize commerce among
the wintes

It is said that this charge Is too vague,
and that it does not set

the latter objection first. commerce
among the states Is not a technical legal
concegtion, but a practical one. drawn
from the course of busines=. When cat-
tie are sent for enle from a place in one
state, with the expectation that they will
end their transit, after purchase, In an-
other, and when In cffect they do so, with
the only interTuption néckarary to find a
purchaser at the stockyards, and when
this s a typlepl, constantiy-recurring
course. the current thus existing Is a
current of commerce among the states
and the purchase of the cattle is n part
and iIncident of such comimerce. What
we may is true, at least. of such a pur-
chase by residents of another state from
that of the sellor and of the cattle. And
we need not trouble ourselves nt this
time as to whether the statute could bhe
escaped by An arrangement ms to the
place where the sale in point of law s
consummated. See Norfolk & Western
Rallrond ve. Slmx, 181 U7, 8. #41. But the
sixth section of the blll charges an Inter-
ference with such sales, a restraint of
the: parties by mutual contract and a
combination not to compets in order to
monopolize. It Is immaterial if the sec-
tion also embraces domestic transactions.

It should be added that the cattle in a
stockyard are not restralned” even to the
extepnt that was held sufflclent to war.
rant taxation in American Stee]l and Wire
Company ve. Speecd, M2 U, 8 0. RBut
it may be that the gquestion of taxzation
does not depend uspon whether the article
taxed may or may not be sald to be In
the course of commerce between the
miaten, but whether the tax so. far affects
that commerce as 10 amount Lo a regula-
tion of 1t

The injunction againxt taking part in
a combination, the effect of which will
be a restraint of trade among (he states
by directing the defendant's agents to re-
fraln from bidding agalnst one another
&l the maies of lvestock, In justified so
far as the subject material is concerned

The Injunction, however, refers not Lo
trade among the wsiates In cattle con-
cerning which there can be no question
of original packages. but to trade in
fresh meats, as the trade farbldden to
be restrained, and it is objected that the
trude in fresh meats described in the seo-
ond and third sections of the MU is not
commerce among the states becauss the
meat 18 =old st the slaughtering places,
or when sold elsewhere may be sold I
less than the original packiges. But the
allegations of the second section, even if
they import a technical passing of titie
at the sisughtering places, also !mport
that the sales are to persons in other
stater, and that the shipments to other
states are part of the transaction—'‘pur-
susnt to soch sales™—and the third sec-
tion Imports that the sume things which
are sent to agents are sold by them, and
sufficlently indicates that some at jeast
of the sales are of the original packages.
Moreover, the saiex are by persons in one
state 1o permons In ancther. But we do
rot mean o lmply that the rule which
marks the polnt pt which state tazation
or reguiation becomes permissible neces-
sarily is beyond the scope of Interferance
by Congress in cases where such inter-
ference s deemed necessary for the pro-
tection of commerce among the states,
Nor do we mean (o Intimate that the
siatute under consideration s lmited to
that point. Beyond what we have sald
above, wo loave those questions as we
Gnd themn. They were touched upon in

Here the subject matter |

| bl
prehend, as to the collective effect of all |

the |

forth a case of |
commerce among the states. Taking up |

the Northern Becurities Company’'s case,
e U .8 1.

We are of opinion, further, that the
charge In the aixth saction is not too
vigue. The charge is not a single agres-
ment, but of & course of conduct intended
to be comtinued, Under the act the duty
of the court is, when applied to, to stop
the conduct. The thing done, aad in-
tended to be done, is perfectly definite—
with the purpose mentioned, directing the
defendunts’ agents and Inducing each
other o refrain from competitlon in bide.
The defendants cannot be ordered to com-
pete, but they properly can be forbidden
to give directions or to make agreementa
not to compete. (See

L) The Injunction follows the charge.

No objection was made on the ground |

that it Is not confined to the places speci-
fied In the bill. It seems (o us, however,
that It ought to set forth more exactly
the transactions in which such directions
and agrecments are forbidden. ™ The trade
In fresh meat referred to should be de-
fined somewhat as It is in the B, and
the sales of stock should be confined to
sales of stock at the stockyards named,
which stock Is sent from other states (o
the stockyards for sale or is brought to
those yards for (lransport to snother
state.

GROSSCTP INJUNCOTION MODIFIED,

Packers Entitied to Preclse Statement of

After what we have sald the seventh,
eighth and ninth sections need no ape-
clal remark, except that the cartage re-
ferred to In section 9 ls not an indepen-
dent matter, such as was dealt In Ponn-
s¥lvania Ralflroad ve. Knight, 152 U. 8 2,
but a part of the contemplated transit
cartage for dellvery of the goode. The
genoral words of the Injunction, “or by
uny other method or device, the purpose
and effect of which Is to restrain com-
merce as aforesaid.” should be stricken
o, The defendants ought (0 be in-
formed accurately as the ense permits
what they are forbldden to do. Spectfic
devices are mentioned In the bill, and they
stand prohiblted,

The words quoted are a sweeping (n-
function to obey the law, and are open

to the objection which we stated st the |

beginning that it was our duty to avold
To the same end of definiteness, as far as
altninable, the words “‘as charged in the
bill" should be Inserted betweea “denlers

in such meats” and “‘the effect of which |

rules” and two lines lower, as to charges
for cartage, the same words should be
Inserted between “dealers and consum-
ers’ and “the effect of which. ™

The acts charged In the tenth section.
apart from the combination and the In-
teal, may, perhaps, not necessarily be
unlawful, except for the adjective which
proclaims themn so, At feast we may as-
sume for purposes of declsion that they
are not uniawful. The defendants ssver-
ally lawinily may obtain jess than the
regular rates for transportation, it the
‘clrcumstances are not substuntially sim-
llar to those for which the regular rates
are fixed. Act of February 4, 185, chap-
ter 14, 2, M St 5%, It may be that the
regular rales are fixed for carriuge In
cars furnished by the rallroad companies
and that the defendants furnish thelr
own cats and other necessities of trans-
portation. We see nothlng tn hinder them
from combining to that end We agree,
as we already have said, that such a com-
bination may be unlawful as part of the
general scheme set forth in the bill, aad
that this scheme as a whole might be
enjolned,
bination can be enjoined, as It is, apart
from Itz connection with the other ele-
ments, If enterad Into with the Intent to
monopolize, as alleged, Is a more delicate
question. The question ls how it would
stand if the tenth section were the whaole
Not every act that may be done
with intent to produce an unlawful result
Is unlawful, or constitutes an attempt. It
Is & question of proximity and degree.
The distinction between mere preparation
and attempt s well known in
Inal law. Commonwealth ve. Peaslee, 177
Mass, 267, IT. The same distinction Is
recognised In cases llke the present.
ted States ve. E. C. Knight Company, 156
U. 8 133; Kidd vo. Pearson, 13 U. B, 1,
3 N

We are of opinion, however, that such a |
combilnation ts within the meaning of the |
1t is abvious that no more power- |

statute.
ful Instrument of monopoly could be used
than an advantage In the cost of trans-
portation. And even if the advastage =
one which the act of 18857 permits, which
le denied. perhaps Inndequately, by the ad-
Jective “uniawful”" still a combination to
use It for the purpose prohibited by the
nct of 1590 justifies the adjective and takes
the permission away.

It only remains to add that the foregoing
question does not apply to the carlier sec.
tions, which charge direct restrailnts of
the trade within the decisions of the
courl, and that the criticlsm of the de-
cree, as If It ran generally agalnst com-

| binations In restraint of trade or to mon-

opolize trade, ceases to have any foroe
whea the clause against “any other
mew.od or device” Is stricken outl Bo
modified, It restralns such combinations
only to the extent or certaln specified
devices which the defendants are alleged
to have used and intend to continue to
use,
Docree modified and affirmed.

NEW JERSEY'S REVENUE.

Unblushing Boast of a Full Till From
Acknowledgediy Dublous Sources.

Chicago Chronicle.

Edward C, Stokes, the new Governor of
New Jersey, siated some facts In his in-
augural address which are of interest to
people outside of his state,

Congratulating the people of New Jer-
sey on thelr gocd fortune, he stated that
&t the close of the last fiscal yveur the bal-
ance inthe State Treasury was over
32840000, The ordinary recelpts for the
same year. he sald, amountad te more
than §4.302.008,

The point of the Governor's congratula.
tion lay in the fact stated by him that “of
the entire Incame of the government pot
a penny was contributed directly by the
people,” and that nearly 78 per cent of It
“oame from raliroads and the business
companies domiciled In our state.”

Theas business compunies, ax we all
know, are montly companies originating
outside of the state and dolng most of
their business elsewhere, The big steel
corporation Is & consplruous example. By
way of formal complance with the law
these companies have offices In Now Jer-
mey, which are within easy reach of their
main offices, just across the river in the
City of New York. These companies are
the source of most of the revenue of which
the people of New Jersey Indirectly con-
tribute only a trifle.

Happy peopie! Govertnor Stokes reminds
them that the revenue of which they con-
tribute not & penny directly not only suf-
fices to meel all the ordinary expenses of
the siate government., including those for
charities and education, but also to de-
velop “a magnificent road system, em-
bracing one-third of the macadam or state
roads of the United States.™

The people of New Jersey have reason
to feel about as comfortable as a certain
suburb of Chicago which gets enough out
of racetracks and a lot of saloons to cover
nearly all its publle expenditures, . . .

Governor Blokes' Inaugura! {s a saame-
leas confession of Jersey selfishpess and
of a purpose still further to shape its In-
corporation [aws not for the good of the
general pubiic, but to get the utmost reve-
nue out of them and by making the trusta
at home otherwise in New Jersey.

Increase Booth-Kelly Stock.

EUGENE, Or., Feb b—{Bpecial.)—The
annual meeting and election of offfeers of
the Booth-Kelly Lumber Company result-
ed iIn the re-election of all the old of-
foers—F. H. Buck, president: J. F.
KEelly, vice-president: G. H. Kelly, secre-
tary; R. A. Booth, general munnger and
treasurer. The capital stock of the com-

Addyston Pipe & |
Bteel Company va. United SBtates, 1% U, 8.

Whether this particular com- |
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Special Terms Sale
GOLDEN OAK

Morris Chairs

You can’t begin the week in a better way than by buying one of these
chairs. They are substantially built of selected golden oak—the
frames are well put together and have polish finish. They have
spring seats and backs, upholstered in fine velours—your choice of
green or red. These chairs are all fitted with automatically adjust-
able backs—no troublesome rods to get out of place. You can adjust
the back to five different positions while sitting in the chair. The
more you use them the more comfortable they grow. ‘

$9

$1.00 DOWN
50c A WEEK

$9

MONDAY, TUESDAY AND WEDNESDAY

-
——

|
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|

| pany was Increased from 3$1.500000 to
|i:.ow,-:hm. No other business of import-
ance wag transacted at the meeting, al-
| though some changes are contemplated In
the working of the mills

TARIFF BARBARISMS,

Reasons for the Abrogation of the

Tax on Art, Books and Lumber.
Editorinl In the
Century.

The tariff on art cannot be defended
by any of the customary arguments of
an economlc sort. It Is not desired by
those whom It "protects’™; 1t accom-
plishes nothing In the upbullding of our
industries; It does not result in the ul-
timate cheapening of somelhing to the
consumer: and thousands of protection-
{sts desire [ts abolition. If such an =b-
surdity could be concelved as the pro-
tection of our portrait painters, for In-
stance, through the tari®, it could be
done only by exciuding foreigners from
plying their brushes within the boun-
daries of the country. To read the law,
one would think we had *"Old Master”
factaries in full blast, but In perpatunl
infancy. unable to compete with the old
mastors of other countries. Bo weak,
Indesd. is the economic basie of this tax
that its defenders have nothing to urge
in its faver but the argument that paint-
ings and sculpture are luxuries, like
champagne and dlamonds, and that their
importers should be made to pay round-
Iy, This Is "tariff for revenue only"” with
a vengeance, it I8 certalnly a tariff for
nothing else, Meanwhile the educational
and civilising value of art Ia laft wholly
out of the account.

From an February

'CASTORIA

Infants and Children.

The Kind You Have Always Bougit

Bears the
Eignature of

There Is probably po one thing that has |

s0 retarded the general development of
taste in this country as this tugx. The In-
fluence of n correct public taste upon the
production of art s Immense, As the
recent comparntive exhibitton of Amert-
can and foreign art has indicsted wo
have sdmirable painters: but, with few
excoptions they have formedd thelr taste
and recefved thelr culture abrosd
they are not more widely appreciated at
home = largely dues to the obstucles
thrown in the way of the importation ot
great foreign art, The love of art and the
taste for it ars formed by a comntinual
mequaintance with (ta best examples, and
upon these the United States Govern-
ment puta a stigma amounting to a ban
The objection that we should be floode
with trash s specious. For educational
Influence all the trash in the worid—and
we have plenty aof our own—could not
welgh in the balance agalnst one
Rembrandt. Not only ls beauty “its own
excuse for being'': it carries It own
power and revelation and inspiration.
How many soever artists we produce we
shall nover be an artistie people until we
live In closer access to the great art of
the world. Ewvery museum in the coun-
try i= o standing rebuke to the ahore-
sightednens of Congress in thus taxing
the development of the people.

Annther barbarisin I8 the tariff on
boaks. This Is as much a tax on knowl-
edge as If it were lald upon the public
schools and colleges. By a curious an-
omaly, the hooks thus afféecled wre main-
Iy those of English origin, the expression

of a civillgation sympathetic to our own, |

while books In foreign languages are ad-
mitted free. The situation Is something
to be ashamed of J} any duty = kept
on books, there should be a clause
viding that mnil books sent fo

to any periodical sntered as second
mall matter shall be admitted {ree under
such regulations as the Secretary of the
Troasury may direct

A hardly less absurd theory seems
have inspired the tariff on lumber.
our northern border is & country
Inexhaustible timber, sble and eager
supply cur wants. And yet, for
richment of a comparetively Tew., we
prefer at enormous expense (o destroy
our own supplies—at many a point to
“make 2 solitude and call it peace.” The
destruction of forests in Minnesota, Wis-
consin and Michigan, New York and New

to
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the en-

England—by fire and for the necds of I

That |

great |

costruction and, latterly, for wood pulp—
f2 alarmingly on the increase. Against
stuch Influences the conservative ten-
dencles of forest reservation In the far
West, (ree pianting and scientifie calii-
vation and cutting, seem to be like “sav-
Ing at the splgot apd wasting at the
bung.” It s high time that Congress
should look at this subject In truer per-
spective and should remember that [ts
duty is to legiziste not merely for its
constituente (oday, but for generations
to come who are to preserve and defend
the |deas for which this Repubifc stands,

Activity in Logging Business.

KALAMA Wash,, Fob, 5--{Special)—
| Preparations are being made by loggers
and millmen to resume active operations,
I G. Wickstrom, In addition to Tunning
his mill, {s bullding a logzing road Into &
new body of timber preparatory to log-
ging it off. The McFarlane Broe have
gotten their new piling camp in runaing
order and have a [orce of men at worlk
felling timber. They will only employ a
small foroe until the bark will peel, and
then they expect to rush work to fill thelr
contract of 0,000 linecar feet,

The B8pencer Creek Lumber Company
has finlshed a plank road from its mill
oot to the county road.

I. T Dray & Bong are running a log-
ging camp on the Kalama River, above
the falls, where they have 3000000 or
| 1.000.000 feet of logs to put in

Pears’

Pears’ Soap is the
. great alchemist. Women
| are made fair by its use..

|
;
|

wold continnously since 178a.




