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SUNDAY CARS AND CONVEYANCES

In his lotter to the Globe un the Sun-
day Car question, Mir. Stapieton Calde-
cott incidentally refems to the Search-
light and quotes this paragraph which
appeared in the September numles.—

*“In Torunto Sunday street cass are
not permitted to run because (t is cun-
sidered a violation of th: moral law,
but the use of private conveyances 1s
not so considered—strange logic.”

BMr. Caldecott then prucecds to pass
comments on it as follows:

“Now I think the straunge logic is
with the peoplo who caanol distinguish
between things that differ. The strect
cars8 are a public {rancluse which the
people have a right to deal with—the
using of a private carriage is a private
mattor—and it is simply a matter of
gross inconsistency which all must
condemu—for man will use his private
carriage on Sunday and yet forbid
strect cars to amother man presumab-
ly poorer than himealf; but iadividual
inconsistency has nothing to do with
the merits of the case.”

Notwithstanding Mr.  Caldecott's
statement, that “it is simply a matter
of gross inconsistency which all must
condemn—for man to use lis privata
carriage on Sunday and yet forhid
street cars to another man presumably
poorer than himself,” it is a deplor-
able fact, that the mast active oppon-
cats of Sunday cars, which are quite
rcady to condemn the use of Sunday
cars havo not a word to say against the
uso of private conveyances.

To insist that individual inconsistency
has nothing to do with the merits of
the case—as between public and priv-
ato conveyances,—is to advance one
code of morals for the citizens, as in-

dividuals, and another codo of mor-
als  for tho citizens collectively.
If the moral 1awv is  violated

when cars are used for carrymg sixty
Or moro [assengers on  Sundayg, be-
cauzs of ths employment of labor, then,
it also must be & violation of the moral
law, when a private conveyance is us-
ed, even though only one rids in it, for
is nol man and beast employed also?

It makes no difference, whatever, to
what uso thess conveyances be put to,
for ncocssity knows no law. If the opr
ponents of Sunday cars will be  cone
sistent, \Why not condeman all forms of
Sunday labort

Wo are neither opposing nor defend-
ing Sunday cars, but wo do oppose the
application of two sctts of rules; one
for the guidance of the individu:e! and
agother for individuals as a body.

THAT PARADOX.

Wo aifirm it to Lo unqueslioned that
thore can bs uo such coonomic paras
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HON. JERRY SIMPSON.
U. S. Congressional Reformer

dox as over-production, and at the samo
time tens of thousands of our fellow-
citizens remaining balf clothed and
half fed, and who are piteously clamor-
ing for the common neo2ssities of life.
~Philadelphia Record.

This affumation cortainly ought to be

“unquestioned,” hut as a matter of
fact it is one of the commonest subjects

of debate. Leading newspapers all over
tha States are pointing to the phenom-
enon of ‘‘over-production, as the ex-
planation of tho hard times which have
furmished the back-bone for the silver
agitation, and there are thousands of
cditors who belicve that the eaplanation
exhausts the subject. But of course,
tho Record 1s night.  Th.: tlung is a
paradox. 1t is absurd to 1alk of over-
production until you have a condition
of things in which ail stumachs arve fill-
cd, all bodies are clad and all h.ads are
decently sheltered, and thero 1s still a
surplus of food, clothing and roofs that
nobods wants or needs.  That is cer-
tainly not tho condition of things to day
in tho States or auywhere clse that we
tnow of. What wo really have is just
what the Record tntimaies, scort iouses
packed with the necessancs of life on
tho onc hand, and “tens of thousands
of our fellow-itizens remiining half-
clothed and ball-fed and patevusly clam
oring' for thoss necessiues on tho oth-
er. Butitis a pity this exceptionally
clear-sighted editor stopped short just
at tto interesting point.  He should
buvo cxplained the paradox. A riddle
i3 only aw aggravation i( tho propounder
of it bax not thoe answer at hand. Per-
haps the Record man is of the large
number who see the  paradox quite
plainly, but do not know ths solutien
of it; or ho may be of that less com-
mendalide nuraber who can explain it,
but are afraid to speak  for fear of of-
tending vested icterosts,

Lot us lovk at the paradox.  All that
man noeds or cag aave hers Lelow amy
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food, olothing and shelter. All the

luxuries of life fall under one of these
three divisious, and the absolute neces-
sities «annul be roduwd to fower than
thess three. Hore then we have vast
stun-huuses glutted with these neces-
sury things, and vast multitudes pite-
ously clamoring for themn. The first
dlear putne that cumes out is this. Sumne-
thung must by keeping the goods and
the prople apart. \What is it? Why,
tbat, you s1y, is simplo enough, teo.
‘Thae guuds are for sale, but the people
can’s buy them—they bhaven't any mon-
¢y.  Mr. Bryan proposes to soive the
diffi.uley with free cuimge of silver,
which will make dollars more plentiful,
‘Irue, but Mr, Bryan does not proposy
o give the new dolars away, and it
5 hard L st how thelr greater alun
danco will be any consolation to ihose
who don't own them, to wit, the clam-
orers  afore-mentioned., Whether the
dodars bo many r fow, whether they Lo
guid or silver, they have to be earned by
thoss who would possess them honest-
{¥: and tho only honest way to get a
dollar 15 to do a dollsr's worth  of
work. So wo may wave Mr. Bryan
to one side, so far as this paradox is
concarned; his free silver policy seems
to throw no ught upon it at all. But
wo have incidentally struck a clue to
tho true apswer in that word *“work."
The recason why *‘tens of thousands of
our fellow-citizens™ have not the where-
withal to buy these goods they are clam-
oring for is that they baven’t an oppor-
tunity to work and earn the necessary
dollars. _And why haven't they? The
United States needs a tremendous lot
of work done in c¢very possible line. The
country isn't hall finished yet. Every
ono of its 70,000,000 might work day and
night for tho next 50 years and yet
Lﬂ.o Job wouia oniy ve Lairly well start-
ed.

Why, then, should any of them
stand in the market place with idle
hands i empty pocketsi Because, you
say, though there is still much work
to be donec, they can’t get a job. No-
body happens to want to hire workers.
This is rather queer, but let it pass.
Why, then, do not the idlers go and
work every man for himseil,  why
can’t each son of Adam do as bis orig-
inal father didf Adam made a very
comfortalle living, we¢ have reason to
befieve, and thero was no capitalist
abuut to hire him. Surely, with the
tools and appliancos now available a
mzn of the 19th century could do as
well as ths first man didl  Adam got
food. clothing and shelter and enjoy-
ed rude comfort anyway. Why, then,
instead of ‘“piteously clamoning” do
not these sons of Adam go and produce
thosa tlhungs for tliemselves and let
the gautied warchouses v bangedt ALl
that a man nceds is_his own physical
force. and raw material upon which to
exert the sune.  The product is wealth
in somoe form, whether it bo ﬁ:m. veg-
etatles, or something clse. This wealth
Lo can excbange for dollars, or he ran
use it up himsell just as e pleases. But
surely that is the wxy out of Darkest
Penury  for cvery able-bodied man!
Thero is just onc practical suag in tho
way. Tho man has physical power, and
the free use of the same.  That is one
{zctor in tho production of wealth. But
how avout the “raw material™ on which
to cxert this powerf It is otherwise
called land—and it is not frce to his
uso unless ho is_content to go oulside
tha hounds of civilization. Tho land
iz owved, and ho can only get ’ccess
to it on the terms of the ownor. which
are as 1o make acoess impossible.
Tbat oxplains the paradex. The thing
which keeps the goods apart from tha
thousands who clamor for thom is stat-
ed ia two words—land monepoly.

Searchlight.

A Poular Monty Exponent of Advanced Tooughl, 0nd 0 Regord of Gurrenl Reseavch




