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. Rw.h nﬂ'ering- conthue to find
, their way into P. C.'s victory
. basket, the last goal being tossed
“hy the Pacific College triumvyi-
“rate, Maris, Brown and Rees.
.Albany had defeated McMinn-

~ville College and Newberg had

‘defeated the Monmouth State

Normal, and the debate for the

. championship of the Lea.g'lutook

place here between the victors

Friday evening. Each had won

a unanimous decision over op-

potients while supporting oppo-

site sides of the question and it

was a case of Greek mcetmg

Greek.

The speakers were greeted by

a large audience in the college

chapel, the latter being appro-

sion. Government ownership of
railroads was the issue, Pacific
College upholding the_ affirma-
tive and the visitors the nega-
tive, represented by E. L. Jones,
G.T. Brichet and W, H. Steel.
The judges were Attorneys Hos-
ford and A. King Wilson, of
Portland and Attorney W. H,
Ragsdale, of Moro. Mayor Jesse
Edwards presided.

Paul Maris opened” up vigor-
ously tor the affirmative, first
outlining the program for the af-
firmative as given below, The
question as stated was: “Re-
solved; that the railroads of the
United States should be owned
and operated by the national

| of private and public ownership,

be the active cause of corruption,

Sl

. — = A . 8

trasted the difierence in the aim

showing that the primary aim.
of private nmnwt isprivate

aims at public service. As in-
stances of railroad disinterest
in public welfare, he cited cases
of our great social>monopolies
which are creations, of the rail-
road rebate. The deceitful prac.
tice of overscapitalization was
also shown as a result of privite
ownership, and an example was
used to show that railroad prot-
its are much greater than the
companies claim.

He concluded by showing that
the railroad official has not tried
to keep the equipment of the
road apace with public prosperi-
ty, and as a result we have sof-
fered from a natiénal car short-
age and the number of wrecks
are constantly increasing.

Rees rounded up the argument
for the affirmative, in summary
as follows: Our present system
of private ownership of railroads
corrupts and pollutes politics.
This is shown by the railroad
control of many state legisla-
tures; the part they have played
in politics; and the disclosures in
the United States Senate. Cor-
ruption would be greatly elimi-
nated by government owaership
as then the railroads would not

but merely the field of operation.
Appointment of employes under
strict civil service laws would
secure efficient men and would
make employment of necessity
strictly non-partisan.

Government ownership is not

of private citizens. He then con- sion now has power to ha

profit, while public owner:htpcbangemld be unwise, re

- ——

Wy

the situation under recent legis
of government ownership.
the second place he held that ¢

ing in untold corruption'in offi
sectional discriminations, etc.
Britchet took up the econo
al phase ot the question, boltl n

J.

over the railroads would swe
itself in debt. He also shoy
up the extravagance of gen
government operation, its Ig
of efficiency and length of tim
taken to get results.

(|

the negative, first, by proving
that public owncuhlp has not

maintained by his opponents
and second by maintaining that

Jones closed for the negative in
rebuttal, He admitted the first
two points argued by the affirm-
ative, but claimed that their con-
nection with the issue was not
atall pertinent. He laid particu-
lar stress upon the fact that the
speakers on the affirmative had
failed to prove that public owners
ship had proven successtul or
practicable. He closed with an
able suming up of the argment
as advanced by the négative,

The visitors
plausible speakers and made out
a strong case agamst publie
ownership. It was the plan of|
the affirmative to leave all re.
buttal work for the closing
speech by the leader. To those
unacquainted with this fact, the
visitorslooked like winners when
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-"r ment monoply or a poweiful

je-|mean the league championship |2
tifor 1907, 1t read two for the

that for the government to take
p| Ragsdale of Moro, Bastern Ore-
. ‘,‘ gon, voting in the minority, the

|two Portland attornevs deciding - solicit your patronage.

g{tor the Quakers. The closeness|$& 71.D. Gordon A. Nelson wAN
jpof the contest added to the en-|{§} mas Prince M. .Motschenbacher !

thusiasm with which the decision | #8 H. A. Littlefield A. R. Mills :

Steele completed the case for)
proven a siuccess in Europe ag]thestring of victories with which

the system proposed issocialistic,{ for the hard, plucky fight put up
paternalistic and un-American. | bv the Albany speakers. They

were forcithot the Presbytenans, Pres. Mc:

- by nature a natural monopoly.

an untried experiment, but has|Jones sat down. The visitors|

been proven practical by the ex-

government.” The resolution
was by the affirma-
" tive under five main heads in the | perience of foriegn countries.
following order: ~ Three fourths of the monarchies
1st. The railroad system is|and twaithirds of the democra-
simply a system of public high-|cies own railroads, and every-
ways and its operation is a gov- | where with the single exception |from Alpha to Omega and the
ernmental tunction, of Italy it has proven a success. | way he ‘‘broke up the interfer-
2nd. The railroad system is|In almost all countries where|ence’” was a marvel. He tore
tried it has lowered rates, de-|right through the positions
8rd. Railroad monopoly|creased the number of accidents|established by his opponents and
means power to tax and this is|and fatalities, purified politics, | made a rebuttal that was little
a dangerous power im private |improved service and equipment’less chan sensational.
hands.

as such.

" But they reckoned without
Brown aud his final effort. He| =
knows the railroad question

eyidently considered themselves d

e S ——— i ————

_S afety

Is the best thing we have to offer our de-
positors. Other inducements are of sec-
ondary importance. Upon this basis we

hat it would fail here. The
question dm[:ly resolves itself as
o whether we want a govern-

‘monoply in private hands.

d This closed the forensic battle
i tand the audience awaited eager-
ly the decision, which would |}

affirmative, one for the negative, | &

was received and the victors
were the heroes of the hour.
{They had added the cap sheaf to

Pacific College had been favored.
Too much can hardly be said

were rattling good talkers and
talked to count. -They went up
against some unexpected argu-
ment which was hard to meet
fand - doubtless - admitted oo

much of the ground taken by the
afirmative without mahzmg its

significance.

The P. C. boys won bytheu'
thorough knowledge of the ques-
tidn and by getting down to

fundamental principles and stay-
ing with them.

The debate was followed by
an informal rccept:on in honor

ARE ABLE TO FURNISH YOUR HOME -
Grew speaking a féew words of R : :
welcome. Mr.gjonea replied in a COMPLETELY
good speech in which he set forth & :

{the advantages to be obtamed
lin college in debate work.

Throughout the evening musi- |’
cal numbers were furnished by
Mrs. C. B. Wilson in a piano
solo, E. A. Newby in a vocal
'#olo, Sara Knight and Kather-
ine Romig in a vocal duett and.a

A Fine Line Of Paints

wale quartet made up of Huber
Haworth, Arthur Wilson, Claud
Lewis dnd Weslev Hagmmm

That’s an

Wright & White
are

Closing Out

No matter how little it cost you, if
it doesn’t tell you the right time.

of roads, eliminated watered He hastily disposed of the neg-

4th. The railroad monopoly |stock and stock and bond gam- ative’s stories of failure of goy-

in private hands has been a lead. |bling and abolished local and ernment ownership in foreign |

ing cause of political corruption. | personal discrimination. countries and quoted their own
5th. Government ownership

Jones, Albany's able leader, authority to show that it isa|
is not an untried experiment and | opened the case for the visitors, success. He then summed up
is practicable.

giving the following objectivus!the affirmative’s argument and

From the first proposition the | upon which they based their|showed that if the roads are al-
conclusions were drawn by Maris | argument: Government owner-|lowed to monopolize in private
that the railroads, being public|ship is unnecessary, unwise, un-|hands, they will not legislate
highways, should be available|successful and un.-American. To|agamst themselves and as they
toall on equal terms and that|prove the first point he spoke have in a great measure con-
since private corporations, dele- | of the development ot the great|trolled politics in the past they
gated to perform the govern-|West by the railroads, of the ex-|will do so even more completely
mental function of highway man- | tent of mileage in America, the |astheir power increases. If thir-
agement, have made thismanage- | superior excellence of our own [ty years of national icgislatinn
ment the instrument for rob-|system, the greater  improve-lhas failed to hinder railroad
bing rather than serving the|ments, more modern accommo-|evils, we certainly have no yuai-
people, the government should [dations, etc. He laid special |antee that fature actions will
assume direct management of |emphasis upon the fact that the | control them and as legislation

« -Brown continued with argu.

this function.

The statement that the rail-
road system is by nature anatur-
al monopoly was substantiated
by our own railroad history,
showing the alarming rapidity
with which railroad companies
have been eonsolidated and that
at present ‘seven men practically
dominate the railroad business.
The tendency toward monopoly
was shown to be due to the fact
that lack of co-ordination results
in an enormous waste. Parallel.
ing of lines was shown to be an.
other fruitless waste; resulting
fromunbridled private enterprise
and a now unified system. Our
country was shown to compare
miserably in' this respect with
publicly owned systems.

mient for the affirmative showing
that it railroads were allowed to
monopolize in private hands, the
corporation in control would
have power to tax the people
and that the power to taxisa

Intur-state Commerce

Commis-

has failed elsewherg, hbe urgued!

dangerous power in the hands'

CranENce M. BrRowN, Ledder

Pavn V. Manus

That kind of a watch would be dear
if you got it for nothing.

A handsome case is desirable—but an | {§]
accurate inside mechanism is ab- |34
solutely Indispensable.

What we wish to point out is that [l
the works are the watch, the case is | ¢
the adornment. 19

And another thing we wish to point | &
out is that if everthere was a jewelry | I
store that was prepared to please you | 58
in watches, this is the place—and we | §§
include our guarantee for your pro- |3l
tection.

Lime & Sulphur Spray Neo. 1
quality.

Call in and hear our arguments.

MILLS

NEWBERG
JEWELER

Wright-White

Feed and Implement House.

Next to Postoffice.

TN

W. P. HEACOCK &
SON.

Proprietors of

Newberg Sash & Door
Factory.

HARNESS i

-:oani'tflast, fonla(;rer}'; but (:{:)Ln't feel| Doors, Windows, and
| bad if your o arnes begins to |

|show signs of wear, for there! Turned Work
{never was a better opportunity Made to Order.

| for getting fine | :
Harness and Horse Goods
Ore-

'than now. And at all times (;raplnc and Weekly
igmre is r;(})] bet:etrhplaga to buy gonian, $2.00, °
arness than at this story. -
Graphic and] Semi-Weekly

l C. F. HELD
| - The Harness Man. Journal J$1.75.

RAan W. Ress




