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APPROVES MANNER
N WHCH TAFT
SPEAKS OF LABOR

(Continued from Page One)

those to whom Mr. Gompers makes his
appeal. These statements warrant all
you have said In your speech and they
would warrant you Iin asking Mr.
Bryan to say publicly whether Mr.
Gompers states correctly the attitude

of his party and himself on a subject
that is of vital concern to every citizen,
including every business man as well
as every farmer and every laboring
man who looks to the courts for the
protection of his rights.

Quotes Gompers on Injunction.
Mr. Gompers in his letter asserts that

the judiciary of this country is destroy- |

ing Democratic government and sub-
gtituting therefor an irresponsible and
corrupt depotism in the interest of cor-
porate power, and he further makes
clear that the means by which he be-
lieves this allied despotism has been
set up in the place of democracy is by
the process of injunction in the courts
of equity.

Mr. Gompers in his leter states that
his appeal to the Republican conven-
tion at Chicago for remedy against the

injunction was denied, and he then

goes on to state not only that the Dem-
ocratic party promised a remedy, but
promised him

His words are:

“Labor’'s representatives then went
to the Democratic party. That party
made labor's contentions its own. It
pledged its candidates for every office
to those remedies which labor had al-
ready submitted to congress."

The last sentence in this quotation
indicates very definitely the specific
remedies to which Mr. Gompers under-
stands Mr. Bryan's party has pledged
itgelf.

His statement now makes perfectly
clear an Iimportant plank in the Bryan-
fte platform which has
seemed puzzling to.a vast number of
earnest-minded, thinking people who
are sincerely interested in the steady
advance and the legitimate aspirations
of labor, and who carefully read both
platforms to know precisety what hopes
each hold out for the improvement o
conditions for the wage earners. That
plank reads as follows:

“Questions of judicial practice have
arisen, especially In connection with
industial disputes. We deem that the
parties to all judicial proceedings
should be treated with rigid impartial-
ity and that injunctions should not be
jssued in any cases In which Injunc-
fions would not issue if no industrial
dispute were involved." =

Plank Which Promises “Remedy.”

This is the plank which promises the
“remedy” against Iinjunctions which
Mr. Gompers asked of Mr. Bryan's
party. In actual fact it means abso-
Jutely nothing: no change of the law
could be based on it; no man without
inside knowledge could foretell what
its meaning would turn out to be, for
no man could foretell how any judge
would decide in any given case, as the
plank apparently leaves each judge
free to say when he issues an injunc-
tion in a labor case whether or not it
is a case in which an injunction would
issue if labor were not involved,

Yet this plank is apparently perfect-
ly clear to Mr. Gompers, and in his
letter to his followers he indicates be-
yond question just wnat he under-
stands it to mean. He asserts that he
has the requisite inslde knowledge.
His statement that Mr. Bryan's party
(for it, was Mr. Bryan who dictated the
platform) pledged itself “to thoee rem-

the partienlar remedy |
that he had already asked of congress. |

heretofore

edies which labor had already submit-
ted to congress” is a perfectly clear
and definite statement.

The “remedies” which Mr. Gompers
has already submitted to congress are
matters of record and the identification
of his remedy against injunctions in
labor disputes is easy and certain. This
“remedy” is embodied in house bill No.
74, of the first session of the sixtieth
congress, the complete text of which
is hereto appended. The gist of the
bill, as can be seen by referring to the
complete text, is this:

First—After forbidding any federai
judge to issue a restraining order for
an injunction in any labor dispute ex-
cept to prevent irreparable injury to
property or a property right, it speci-
fically provides that “no right to carry
on business of any particular kind or
| at any particular place, or at all, shall
!be construed, held, considered or
.ltreated as property or as constituting
| a property right.”

Second—It provides that mnothing
agreed upon or done by two or more
parties in connection with a labor dis-
pute shall constitute a conspiracy or
| other criminal offense or be prosecuted
| as such unless the thing agreed upon
would be unlawful if done by a single
individual.

Bill Is Gompers' Remedy.

The bill here discribed is not only
the “remedy” that Mr. Gompers “has
already submitted to congress,” but it
| Is the one and only “remedy” which he

| and those assoclated with him in his
present movement have announced that
they will accent in the matter of his
| grievance against the courts on the in-
junction issue.

The counsel for the American Feder-
atton of Lahor and Mr. Gompers its
president, are on record to this effect.

d before the house com-
mittee on Judiciary the counsel for the
American Federation of Labor, on Feb.
5, 1908, (as appears from the printed
hearings), stated:

“The bill was considered by at least
two sessions of the executive councll
of that organization and unanimonsiy
approved. It was considered by two of
its national conventions—the two lat-
est—and by these unanimously indors-
ed. And in the face of many proposi-
tions to amend it, in the face of many
| proposed substitutes, in the face of
| pressure from every direction, from

dearing

| high sources and sources not so exalt-|

' ed, the organization has stood by, ana
]13 today standing by, this bill witbout
| amendment.”

Mr. Gompers himself, In discussing
]tllls bill before the same committee on
Feb. 28, 1908 (as appears from the
printed hearings), went on record as-
| follows:

“Events have demonstrated clearly
{ to my mind that there is only one bill
{ before the committee that can at all be
! effective to deal with this abuse, with
this invasion of human rights and that
i ig the Pearro bill.”

Further on in the same page of the
hearings Mr. Gompers states:

“I will say this, that I think I will
try to make my position clear that the
American Federation of Labor has so
declared itself that it must insist upon
| the principles involved in the Pearro
{ bill, and that I exptalned as best I
could the position of labor—that we
would rather be compelled to bear the
wrongs which we have for a longer pe-
riod than to give our assent to the es-
tablishment of a wrong principle, be-
lieving and knowing that time would
give the justice and relief to which
labor—the working people—are en-
titled.”

Both Should be Satisfied.

Thig bill, then, and none other, Te-
presents exactly the relief that Mr.
Gompers demands in the way of anti-
injunction legislation and, if the state-
ment in his letter is correct. this bill
represents what Mr. Bryan and his
party are pledged to in the matter of
antl-injunction legislation.

The injunction plank in the Bryan-

1

|ite platform may sound vague and
| hazy, but there is nothing vague and
hazy about this bill, It is more than
a bill; it i8 a program of the most
!fixed and definite kind, and if Mr.
Gompers is correct, this bill becomes,
| as it were, an appendix to Mr. Bryan's
| platform, or a foot note explaining in
| detail the briefer and vaguer injunc-
 tion plank in that platform.

Does Mr. Bryan accept it as such?

Mr. Bryan should state publicly
whether he in fact accepts the princi-
ple of this bill, which is the official
program of Mr. Gompers and those
who stand with him.

Mr. Gompers announces publicly
that Mr. Bryan’s party has made this
program {its own. Is Mr. Gompers
correct in this statement?

Either Mr. Gompers is mistaken as
to what Mr. Bryvan's party has prom-
ised him in this matter of anti-injunc-
tion legislation or those who drafted
his party’s platform, in their haste,
failed to make the promise so clear
that the general public would under-
stand it precisely as Mr. Gompers un-
derstood {t.

Mr. Bryan failed in his letter of ac-
ceptance to discuss this labor plank of
Iiis party’s platform. So far as I am
aware he has failed to discuss it since.

There should be such discussion as
a matter of common fairness not only
to labor, but to all citizens alike. On
a cuestion of such grave consequence:
the people are entitled to know where
Mr. Bryan stands.

Mr. Taft has repeatedly explained
exactly where he stands in this mat-
ter of regulating injunctions.

Are we not entitled to know, with
equal clearness, exactly where Mr.
Bryan stands?

Mr. Gompers' public statements as
to what his party has promised make
it imperative that Mr. Bryan declare
himself.

What the Bill Declares.

This bill to the principle to which
he says Mr. Bryan is pledged declares
that the right to carry on a lawful
business in a lawful way shall not be

led to the protection of a court of
oquity through the process of an in-
junction and that the right to such
protection, which admlittedly now ex-
ists under the law, shall be taken
away.

The counsel for the American Fed-
eration of Labor, in his examination
hefore the house on Feb. 5, at which
Mr. Gompers himself was present,
zave a frank fllustration of what he
and Mr. Gompers believed to be the
consequence of that provision of the
bill whieh says the right to carry on
business shall not be entitled to pro-
tection as a property-right. His words
are:

operation or proceedings in the com-
munity—let us say by violence or per-
suasion or picketing away from the
premises—reduce those works to a
state of utter helplessness and there
was not a wheel turning, nor a process
in operation, and this capital had no
help at all—that would be an Interfer-
ence with his right to do business, and
for that I say he has no right to be
protected by injunction.”

Is Mr. Bryan in reality pledged to
this point of view? Will he definitely

address whether he belleves with Mr.

fore afforded by the courts of equity
to the right to carry on a lawful busi-
ness in a lawful way is despotic pow-
er, and that the judges who exercises
that power are irresponsivie despots?

So far as the second section of this

that it would legalize the blacklist and
| the sympathetic boycott carried
]nn,\-’ extent. It wonld legalize acts
which have time and again been de-

clared oppressive, unjust and immoral

| by the best and most eminent labor
| leaders themselves.

Will Bryan Make Answer.
Does Mr. Bryan believe with Mr.

Fall

A variety of appropriate

Already Here

gance of style and superb quality.
Mallory Derbies, $2.00 to $3.50.

Mallory Soft Hats, $2.00 to $3.50.
R. & B. Derbies and Soft Hats, $1.50 to $3.00.

Rosenbloom, Buntin & Co.
824 Main St.

Hats

shapes of noticeable ele-

Neckwear

We are showing a very pret-
ty collection of Men's new
Fall Neckwear; the prettiest
in the city; prices range

from 50c to $1.50.

Rosenbloom,

Buntin & Co.
824 Main St.

regarded as a property right or entit-

“Suppose that workingmen, by some |

say, elther in writing or in a pnhlici

Gompers that the protection hereto-|

bill is concerned, it is perfectly clear !

to |

L]

Gompers that he and that part of the
labor movement that agrees with him
has the right, morally and should be
given the right legally to paralyze or
to destroy with impunity the business
(of an innocent third person against
| whom he or they have no direct priev-
ance, simply because this third person
refuses to join with them aggressive-
ly in a labor controversy with the real
merits of which he may be utterly
unacquainted, because he refuses to
| class as his enemy any and every oth-
| er employer whom they point out as
| their enemy, because he refuses mere-
| Iy upon their peremptory order to ex-
| communicate some other emplover by
| ceasing all business relations with
"him?

The blacklist and the secondary boy-
cott are two of the most cruel forms
of oppression ever devised by the wits
of man for the infliction of suffering
on his weaker fellows.

No court could possibly exercise any
more brutal, unfeeling or despotic
power than Mr. Gompers claims for
himself and his followers in this legis-
lation, which would permit them,
without let or hindrance of any kind,
to carry on every form and degree of
secondary boycott.

The anthracite strike commission,
as fairminded and distinguizshed a
bhody of men as ever passed judgment
on an industrial question, thus refers
to the secondary form of boveott, that
is, the boyeott of innocent third per-
song for refusing to take an aggres-
{sive part in a controversy where they
| have no concern:

“To say this is not to deny the legal
right of any man or set of men volun-
| tarily to refrain from social inter
| course or business relations with any
| person whom Re or they, with or with-
iout good reason, dislikes. This may
| sometimes be unchristian, but it is not
illegal. But when it is a concerted
|]rurposp of a number of persons nof
‘uu[y to ahstain themselves from such
{intercourse, but to render the lives of
their victims miserable by persuading
and intimidating others to refrain,
such purposes is a malicious one and
the concerted attemwnt to accomplish
| it i8 a conspiracy at common law and

ment due to such a crime.”
Boycott Condemned by Mitchell.
The ecommission further states that

this boyecott ean be carried to an ex-

tent “which was condemned by

Mitchell, president of the United Mine
Workers of America, in his testimony
| before the commission and which cer-
| tainly deserves the reprobation of all
thonghtful and law-abiding ecitizens.”

Does Mr. Brvan asgree with Mr.
Gompers that all existing legal re-
straint on the enforcement of degree
|of the boveott should be withdrawn:
‘that the industrial excommunication
of the inneoeesnt merchant who refuses
to render unquestionable obedience to
the orders of Mr. Gompers should be
| legalized and encouraged, or does he
believe with us and with Mr. Mitchell
| and other labor Ileaders who differ
from Mr. Gompers in this matter, that
| this form of the boycott is morally
| wrong, that labor at war should fight
with its enemies and respect the

rights of neutrals, that innocent third|

merits and should receive the punish-,

i
mental rights of the business world,

Mr. |

parties should not be coerced into tsh-l

ing sides In industrial disputes to|
which they are in no sense partiles,!
under pemnalty of having their business |
attacked and destroyed? |

GENNETT
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THEATRE

Mr. Taft is perfectly definite on this'
proposition. Where does Mr. Bryan'
stand? i

The citizen who votes for or against
Mr. Taft on this proposition does so
with his eyes open and with a clear
understanding from Mr. Taft himself
of his position. He has frankly dis-
cussed this subject time and again
with workingmen themselves, both in|
this campaign and prior to his nomin-

Vaudeville, Yes. 6—Big Acts—&.

TONIGHT—*

floe after 10 a. m.

Note Prices—Night, 10, 20c; Matinee, 10c.

GUY STOCK COMPANY

i The Premier Stock Company of America, featuring Mr. C. Carlton Guy

Matinee Daily, Starting Wednesday

‘Jim Bludso.”
Sale of seats at Box Of-

ation. He has been willing to express | = — - ——————
his position clearly and to assure

workingmen that to protect them in HAE[ HIUI IS I:EAH[D
their rights he is willing to go to the

limits of what he considers justiee.1

but that he will not go farther. }{131:
definition of justice to labor does not, !
as we understand it, include either of:Wrong Negro Lynﬁhﬁd for As-
the principles contained in Mr. Gom- 2

pers’ program as set forth officially in sault Upon a Whlte

this bill. GI!‘I.

Does Mr, Bryan disagree with Mr.
Taft on these propositions? Will he
state publicly, definitely, categorically,
whether he accepts the program Out-@COLORED PEOPLE ARM'NG.
lined in this bill, as Mr. Gompers in
his leters has assured the public that|
he does?

Gompers Attacks Courts.

Mr. Bryan's party platform

Decatar, Ala, Oct. 22,

the Iynching of a negro named George
Stover for attempted assault on Miss

paid a

high tribute to our courts of justice. | ywhite. daughter of a prominent citi-|

It stated:

“We resent the attempt of the re-' . .. of & race riot.
publican party to raise a false issue'
respecting the judieciary., It is an un-|
just reflection upon a great body of,
our citizens to assume that they have|
no respect for the courts.” |

The “great body of our citizens” to
whom this platform refers is admitted-
ly Mr. Gompers and his followers.

Mr. Gompers, now Mpr. Brvan's open
and avowed ally, has in the letter
herein quoted attacked the federal
courts in unmeasured terms of re-
proach because, by a long line of de-
cisions, the equity courts have refused
to make an outlaw of the business
man, becamse his right to carry on a
lawful business under the peace of
the law has been protected by the pro-
cess of injunction, because, in a word,
one of the most vital and most funda-

occurred at Hartselle, a Decatur su-
burb. and the sheriff, with strong
posse, has gone there to prevenl an
outbreak.

Stover entered Miss White's room
Moaday night and attempted to assault
her. The girl was awakened and her
scraams caused him ro flee. Stover
was caught and taken before Miss
White, but she was in such
condition she could not identify him.
As officers were taking the negro to the
Dece*ur jall they were attacked by
fifty men with blackened faces, who
took the negro and shot him to death
in the street.

The negroes say that Stover was not
the man who attacked Miss White and
are bitter over the lynching.

ARBOR DAY TO B
QESERVED FROA

All Schools to Plant Trees and
Shrubbery.

the right of a business man to carry
on his business, has been sustained
and not denied by the processes of the
courts of equity.

This sweeping attack of Mr. Gomp-
ers upon the judiciary has been made
in a frank and open effort to secure
votes for Mr. Bryan. Are these at-
tacks made with Mr. Bryan's consent?
Do they meet with his approval? Does
he indorse them or does he repudiate

them? —
Mr. Bryan has frankly questioned
Mr. Taft during the progress of this Arbor Day will be celebrated by the

city schools Friday by appropriate ex-
ercises. On many of the school grounds
maple trees, hedge rows and shrubbery
will be set out. Besides the exercises
in which the whole school will take
part, each room will hold speclal exer-
cises.

This is an annual tree planting day

campaign, and very properly so, ask-
ing him to make clear his stand on
public matters on which the public
were entitled to be enlightened. In
turn, with equal frankness and with
equal propriety, Mr. Bryan should be
asked to break a long-continued si-
lence and make definite and certain

(Continued on Page Six.)

As a result of |

|z[-n, the negroes are arming, and there
The lynching |

nervous l

appointed by nearly every state and
territory in the unjon, and it is some-

times a legal holiday and sometimes
merely advisory, to assist in foresting
or reforesting scantily wooded tracts or
shading or beautifying grounds. In-
diana was among the first states to cel-
ebrate Arbor Day.

THE THEATER

Guy Stock Co.—Gennett

A large and enthusiastic andience
witnessed the third performance of the
| Guy Stock company last night, “Dr,
Jekyll and Mr. Hyde™ being the offer-
ing. Mr. Guy in the title role surpass-
ed all his former efliorts. Guy, as the
villianous Hyde, he was wonderful. To-
night “Jim Bludso," is advetrised to
hold the boards, and it is a real south-
ern comedy drama with the colonels,
| majors and generals, Jim Bludso, ac-
| cording to the old poem, was a Missis-
[slppl rival pilot in the days of the fam-
ous “Nigger Levee,” and was discov-
:prad to be a half breed, thereby hanss
the storv. Friday night, Marie Corelli's
“Vendetta,” is featured for the week's
rpertoire.

e

SAVED HIS BOY'S LIFE.

| “My three year old boy was badly
constipated, had a high fever and was
{in an awful condition. 1 gave him
| two doses of Foley's Orino Laxative
land the next morning the fever was
gone and he was entirely well. Fo-
ley’'s Orino Laxative saved his life ™
A. Wolkush, Casimer, Wis. A. G, Lu-
ken & Co.

PHILLIPS

THEATRE

Vaudeville

Week of October 19th.

Dave Newlin

Wesson—Walters—Wesson

Carley Carlos

mnfrnﬂees
usira Songs
Motion Pictures

Admission 10¢c. First 7 rows
S¢ extra.

|

]
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Rosenbloom-Buntin’s.

we sell.

Rosenbloom, Buntin & Co.
824 Main St.

If You

The Well Dressed Man

where he gets his clothes.
Rosenbloom-Buntin’s Clothes
are making new friends every season.
have the essentials—stylish patterns, perfect fit, and
finished workmanship—and that makes them so popu-
lar. Every customer is an advertisement for us.

guarantee of all-round satisfaction goes with every suit

Hart, Schaffner & Marx

Suits $15 to $28
Overcoats $15 to $28

Clothceratt Suits $10 to $18
Overcoats $10 to $18

Rosenblcom,

Most every time he’ll say

The clothes

A

Hats, Gloves,
Neckwear,

824 Main St.

Underwear,
Collars, Hoslery, Fancy Vests

Rosenbloom, Buntin & Co., 824 Main St.

Buntin & Co.

Shirts,




