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Dress Goods Wash Great
Special Goods Shirtwaist
0 BOLTS OF NOVELTY iSale

|| sUITINGS IN BOTH LIGHT

\ND DARK SHADES, ALL _
| A HIG ASSORTMENT OF
| VERY+ DESIRABLE  PAT. SILK, COTTON AND WOOL.
i: 15¢ TO &% VALUES To

TERNS, THIS SIPRING'S PUR-

(HASES INCLUDED.

s0c TO T8¢ VALUES

38¢ yd

CLOSE OUT AT-—

9¢ yd

WAINTS, 50¢ TO 8700 VAL-

UES FOR—

25C

118 TRUE THAT THE STYLES ARE NOT THE VERY LATEST, BUT THEY WILL COMPARE VERY

WELL WITH THOSE YOU BOUGHT LAST SEASON AND ARE STILL WEARING., THE SILKS ARE

IN ALL COLORS AND ARE WORTH TEN TIMES THE PRICE

Real 50c to $7.00 Waists Reduced to 25c¢

WE ASK FOR THEM.

JYAN'S ADDRES S

(Continned t_[gm Pai_e 1.)

ilow how does the Republican
y show My real Indifference to
rlorm more than in It's treat-
of the trust question. Hern
¢ Hepublican platform:

*Ihe Republican party passed the
an  anti-trust law over Dem-
e opposition and enforced It
e Democratic  dereliction. It
ben a wholesome Instrument
ood in the hands of a wise and

e ————————————————— - rem

year after year why it was Impos- pealing to the Rooczevelt Republi-

sible to enforece it

strument for good,” It has been s~
most useless, s0 far as the protec-
tion of the publle Is concerned, for
the trusts have grown In uumber, in
tsl.ran:lh and In arrogance, at the
very time when the Republican par-
ty was boasting of its enforcement
of law. The steel trust was formed
immediately after the election in
1900, and a prominent Republican
gald, In a speech soon after, that
'It might have prevented 'u Republi-

Instead of being a “"wholesome in-|

cans#, his discussion of the subject
ls so lifeless and his manner so
apologetic and apathetle, what rea-
son have we to expect either vigor
in the enforcement of the law or
earnestness in the search for addi-
tional remedies?

In his speech dellvered about a
year ago announcing hlg candidacy
Mr. Taft suggested that the present
law be so amended so as to permit
“reasonable” restraint of trado.
Such an amendment would be as
absurd as an amendment to the law

| ject, as upon other subjects of gov:

‘s sdminlstration. But ex- taun victory If it had been formed be- 'against burglary lmiting the law
Witk has ghown that it's effec- fore the election, to cases In which more than two
Bk can de strengthened and Most of the trusts have never|burglars entered the house at one
ml objecth better attained Ly been disturbed and those that have|time and took more than half they
d snendmens as will give to the b#en prosecuted have not had thelr found In his notification speech
ol groater super- business serlougly Interrupted. The| he suggests national Inecorporation
and secuce President has done something to- re remedy which would make con
\ manngement vard the enforcement of the law | ditfons worse boeause, without ada
ition en. but not nearly enough, and the I('-ll-"u fo the power of congress to pre
ha v ribllcan leaders have thwarted him ] vent monopolles. it would deprd
I Ve noint Finn T hn thi tatos the powe
" OV nolnt Pinal il Predsi- | thelr own peopl
dent becan 0 X i 1 that e Now lel me confrast the
wh Nt o congress o wesdange whien cratic platform with th Repul
' erim weked Republican leaders by thelplatform. Nowhers the dlfrers
* A pell flerceness of s denunciation of !I..'||'l the method of doallng with an
those wh edarory Iinteresis The very econ !'i“!‘- ok mamdfe Ou
" 1 yentlion that poke in ta platform ot | says:
Sdeaah ' the administration as “‘a wis :m.ll A private monapoly s Indefen-
. EIONS poarloss one,” was composed largely |sible and intolerable. We therefore
! I'. |'{'Ii.:l¢,'l:.“.r|l|: of the senators and e e of | tavor the vigorous enforcament of
ad ‘ n CONGress .alm haldly opposed every|the eriminal law HL‘..‘!.llll-1 gullty |
Démocra lereliction. the effort 1o free the peaple .Tilllli th ”—“"1. magoate and oMelals, and Je- |
e Naa hare 'lla;lnl;; clutches of the favor-seeking corpo.-|mand the '.'?\.‘ll'lllit'ﬂ! of such addl-
after vou e ations, l.iu'uul leglslation ag may be nece
E that law and the Revub | The Republican platform gayvs|sary to make & lmpossible for a
T L o . that experience has shown that the private monopoly to exist in tha
e explalaing effectiveness of the antl-trust law] United States Among the add.
eonld be strengthened by amend-|tional remedies, we specify thres |
ments whieh will give the federal First, 8 law preventing a dupli- |
government greater supervision and|cation of directors among compet-|
00NSTONE control over, and greater publicity Ing corporations; }
28 to the management of those In- Second, a lieense system which |
| terstate commerce corporations|will, without abridging the right of
—
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| Presldent, but
{of the fire which the Presldent man-

| If in the presence of

:pnmlr

'which have the power and oppor-
flunlt) to effect monopolles. That
18 all. No polnting out of remedies;
' no out!lning of a plan for more
:a-m-.;me legislation—saimply a gen-
 eral statement that promises noth-
'-tng in particular. And Mr, Taft's
#peech of acceptance I8 even weaker
than the platform. He gives no
|evidence of having studled the
question or of comprehending the
inlguities of a monopoly. You look
in valn lu his notifieation speech
| for any sign of indignation at what
the trmsts have been dolng or fm
evidence of geal In thely prosecution
t He has, for several years, bheen an
(intimate oMeial companlon of the
he has caught nene
last Jan-

| Heuted of

Uary,

in his message
an aroused
in the heat of a cam-
the Republican party oon-
tepts Meelf with a cploriess plat-
form on this subject, what can weo
expect in the way of activity when

the exigencies of the campalgn are

peonle,

palga,

and

each state to ereate corporations, Jri
its right to regulate as it will for |
elgn corporations doing business |
within its limits, make it necessary
for a manufacturing or trading cor- |
poration engaged In Interstate com-
merce to take out s federal license
before It shall bé permitted (o econ-
tral as much as 25 per gent of thoe
product in which it deals, the license |
to protect the publie from watered
stock and to prohibit the umr_:'i-l.l
by soch ecomporation of maore than
60 per cent of the total amount of
any product consumed in the United
States: and, third, a law |-umprlhn;'.|
such Heensed corporations to se! |
all purchasers In all af '.?1"
country the same afl
making due allowance for
tranaportation.™

Here Is a plalo, candld statemper
of the parties position
quibbling, no evasion,

tn

paris
terms

on

cost of

|
!
|
e |
|
There 1s 1o
no ambigaity

A private mounopoly Is Indefensibis |
and Intolerable. It is bad—bad ‘n ;|
No

principle and bad In practice
appology can be offered for it, and
ao peopls should endure it. Our
party’s position is eutlrely In bharm-

MM, when Mr. Taft ls ap-
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ony with the position of Jefterson
With a knowledge of haman uulure'
which few men bave oqualled and
none surpsssed, and with extraor-
dinary foresight, he expressed unale
terable opposition to every form of
private monopoly. The student of
 history will find that upon this sub-

ernment, the great founder af the
Democratic took his position
upon the slde of the whole mmphsl
and againgt those who feek 1o make _.
a private use of government, or
strive to secure specinl privileges ||tl
.”'“ expense of the pnhlie,

party

I have, in disousing the taritt
question, presented one of ounr remes-
adies, namely, the repeal of the

taritt from lmporis which compets

with trust-made g00d This, we he.
Heve, would preatly lessen the eox-
tortion practiced by the trusts and

bring about the dlssolution of many
monopolistic combines, But we ara
not zatisfled merely with the lessen:
Ing ol extortion or with the dissolu-
tion of pome of the trusts,

It Is lmpossible for the Republi-
can party to enforce the present
criminal law against trust ofMelals;
these officials are intimately con-
nected with the Republican party
In the present campalgn. Take, for
Instance, the chalrman of the Re-
publican speakers’ committee, Mr
Dupont of Deleware. He is the de-
fendant in a sult which the governs
ment brought and s now prosecut-
ing. Mr, Dupl'ml is charged with
violation of the anti-trust law, Mr,
Taft favors control of trusts in-
stoad of extermination, but eafter
years of experlence the peoplé have
learned that the trusts control the

government. As stated in the
Democratie platform it Is:
“A loense system which  will,

without abridging the right of each
state to create corporations, or Ite
right to regulate as {t will forelgn
corporations doing business within
its limits, make It necessary for a
manufacturing or trading cvorpora-
tion engaged In Interstate commerce
to take out a federal license hefore
It shall be permitted to control ns
much as 256 per cent of the product
In which It deals, the license to pro-
teet the public from watered stoek
and to prohibit the contirol by such
corporation of more than 50 per eént
of the total amount of any produe-
tion eonsumed In the United
Btates,"

As Wng ad a corporation confines
ftself to the state In which it Is ere-
ated, congress cean not Interfere with
it; but when the corporation engages
in Interstate commeree, congress Is
tho only power that can regulatoe its
interstate business.

Wo want to make It unlawful for
a corporation to use the Instrumen-
talities of Interstate commerce for

.
o, '

monopoly, or which will permit the
Interstate telegraph lines to be
uged to Increase the power of n
private monopoly; or, to make the
case stronger, no party can consls-
tently claim to be opposed to the
trusts which will allow the mails
of the United States to be useld by,
the trusie as an agoeney for the ex-
termination of ecompetition, Con- |
gresas has already  exercised lhlii
power to exterminate loteries, Why !
not exercise it to make private mo-
nopolles lmpoesible? |
The license system presents an
easy way of regulating sueh corpor |
atlons ns need federal regulation,
The law can not prohibit the dolng
of a thing and impose 2 penalty fos
the violatlon of the but expe
rlence has shown that |t is very dit-

law,

ficult to gather up evidence from all
sections the United States and
prosecute a great corporation,

The llcense, however, would
permit the growth of the corpora-|
tiong lHeensed. One of the restries
tions suggested Is that such lHeensed |
corporations be compelled to sell
all purchasers In all parts of the
country on the same terms, MtwI
making dme allowance for cost of

0

not

transportation. Mr, Taft: ntmekll
this restriction as "utterly Imprae- |
tieable." He says:

“If It can be shown that In orl!e:'I
to drive out competition, a corpors
atlon owning a large part of the
plent producing an article (s selling
in one part of the country, where

It has competitors, at a low and un-|

profitable price, and In another part

of the country, where |t has nono.!

at an exhorbitant price, this la ev-

idence that It Is attempting an un-

Inw_ful moenopoly and justifies con-
vietlon under the antl-trust law.”

He says:

“To supervise the business of
corporations In such a way as to
fix the price of commodities ani

compel the sale at such price Is as
absurd and soclalistic a plank as
was ever Inserted dn a Democratie
politienl platform.*

And yet this sentence s found In
the same paragraph with the msen-
tonce above guoted In which he de-
clares that it Is even now a viola-
tion of the Bherman anti-trust law
for a corporation to attempt to de-
stroy a competitor by selllng at na
low and unprofitable prlee where It
has competition, and at an exor-
bitant price where It has no compe-
titlon. In what respect Iz our plan
more soclalistie than the plank
which Mr. Taft Indorses?

According to Mr., Taft's logle, a
plan ‘s not soclallstic which {8 not
offective, but the same would be
socialistie If made effective.

No one proposes to Interfere with
production on o large scale,. No one
objeecty to production on n scale suf-

the carrving out of a monopolistic
Surely no party cean rnﬁ»l
claim to,

monopolles

purpose
sistently he opposed
private which will

the Intersinte raliroads o bei

Lo
per

mit
the designs of n

O CArry os

ficently large to enable the producer
to utliize hy-products and take nd-

vanigge of all the sconomles that
large production makes posaible,
Let the lssue be made plain; let

the distinction be accurately drawn;

I'TS NOTHING NEW FOoR YOU TO

FIND EXCEPTIONAL

IN OUR CARPET

IN FACT THAT'S WHAT YOU AR
ACCUSTOMED TO—RBUT THE sPE-

CIAL OFFERING
ROOM-SIZE  INGRAIN
BROWN AND ECRU
DUPLICATED
DOUBLE THE PRICE,
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TERN S50 WE CANNOT REORDER
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THEM OUT ON A BASIS OF 5&0¢
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let the respective poaltions of the
partles be fully understood. The
Demoeratie party does not oppose
all corporations;: on thé contrary, It
recognizes that the corporation can
render an lmportant seérvice to the
public. The Democratie party wanils
to employ every Instrumentality that
can be employed for the advances
ment of the common good; but tha
Domocratie party draws the iline at
private monopoly and desires that
a2 private monepoly eannot be justls
fled on elther economic or politieal
grounds.

Wherever private monopolles ax-
ist, certaln  Irrecitible  tendencios
manifest themaolves, First, 1t
raleoe price—1thl« i the first

thing thought of, for the Incressing
of profits. Then, In proportions as
it beeomes the only purchaser of the
raw materinl, It roduces the price
of the raw material, and the pro-
ducer of that raw materinl, having

no market, must accept the price
offered,
Competition protects the pur-

chaser, for when a number of Inde-
pendent producers stand ready to
supply him with what he needs, he
ean choose belween them and buy
from the one who offors the best
product at the lowest price,

Mr. Taft elther misunderstands or
misrepresents the Democratic poat-
tlon In regard to the extermination
of the prineiple of private monopoly.
In his notification speech In which
he says: :

“Mr. Roosevelt would compel the
tmusts to conduct thelr business in
a lawful manner and secure the
benefits of thelr operation and the
malntenance of the prosperity of the
country of which they are an Im«
portant part; while Mr. Bryan
would extirpate and destroy the en-
tird business In order to stamp oyt
the evils which they have practiced,”

Hero 1s a confession by Mr. Tatt
that he regards the trusts as nee-
essary to the nation's prosperity,
for he declares that the play an lm-
portant part In the maintenance of
prosperity, and he charges that I
would “extirpate and destroy" busi-
ness In extirpating and destroylng
the principle of private monopoly.
Surely, his study of the trust
question has been very superficial If
he sees danger in the restoration
of a reign of competition,

The people have been robbed by
the trusts to the extent of hundreds
of millons a year, und If Mr. Taft
Is not yet conselous of what Is gos

ing on, and not yet aromsed to the

Iniquity of these trusats, how oan
the eountry hope for relief through
his electlon? .

The word ‘'‘soclalistic” i hurled
at the Demoeratie party and the
Demoeratic platform,. Now, as n
matter of fact, It 1s Mr. Taft's party

und not the Demoeratic party which

han glven encourageéement to soclals
Ism. While professing to abhor so-
cinllsm, the Republican party has
gone hall way toward soclallsm lu
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