


paopzn'rv PROTEGTION IN RIOTS.

To the Edltor of The Tribune,
. 8ir:+ 'The- race rlot at Bprlngnald Iil., with four |!
thouund soldlers for protecticn in the streets,
will serve to recall similar occurrenm at Spring-
ﬂald. Ohio, in 1904 and 1906, where sixtean build-
ings ‘were destroyed. A protuﬂve clause in insur-
ance poiicias protects the companies from loss in
such casez—a ‘fact not generally known—and the
‘only resort for property owners is sults against
the town, the county or the state. But, unfortu-
i nately, the condition of Chio law is such that no
suits cen be maintained and none is to be

brought.$»3 Wﬁ&@ﬂﬁ be.
*" Belng unsuccess{ul in trying to arcuse opinion

through .the press In Chio for a revision of th_e.
laws and for repayment for losses, I placed the
- matter before the Citizens’ League of Springfleld,
Ohio. Only one of the members expressed his sym- |
pathy. I then appealed to a number of them in-
“dividually and “as good citisens.” On no action’
' being manifested, 1 iatd the whole matter before
the Governor of Ohio, where it now rests. ’
: .Such is the interpretation of Ohto laws of prop-
‘erty as aghinst rioters. Yet it is evident- that &
i tundamental principle of property rights and civili.
gation 1s here at stake. The impression arises
f that the national government should ‘examine into
B-the status of this question in the different states.
- .. Brooklyn, Aug.- 17, 1908, CLARKE DOOLEY.






