
OUR OPPRESSIVE TARIFF.
The Burdens It Unjustly Im-

poses Upon the Working
Classes.

-A Shoe Manufacturers Plain,
Business-Like Talk to His

Employes.

"Why the So-Called Protective System
Is an Injury to American TVork-

ing People.

by Tariff Taxe3 on the Neces-

saries of Life—Bobbing Peter

to Pay Paul.

“Oppressive Tariff Taxation” is the title
of a terse, well-written pamphlet just
issued by the Massachusetts Tariff Be-
-form Club, whose headquarters are at No.

66 State street, Boston. The officers of

the club are Henry L. Pierce, President;
¦James Bussell Lowell, First Vice Presi-

dent: Willam Lloyd Garrison, Treasurer;
Emerson W. Judd, Secretary.

The main portion of the pamphlet is

•written by James Means, the woll-known

shoe manufacturer, is addressed to his

employes, and is as follows:
Among all the shoe-factories tn the country,

ours is one of the very few where there has nev-

er been a strke or any strife between those who
buy labor and those who sell it. The reason

:tor this we well know. It is that we talk things
• over carefully, and we find out what is best for

us all.

Some of you were asking me the other day
why itwas that X thought the system which is
called “protection" an injury to the working
people of the United States. I told you that as

soon as possible X would give you my reasons.
Here they are :

When “hard times” come all the consequent
suffering has to be borne by the people who are

dependeut upon their own exertions for a living.
Those who live on the interest of their money

xnay be inconvenienced by the lessening of their
incomes ; but while they have their capital to
fall back upon, suffering is out of the question.
At no time in the history of the world has there

¦ ever been a country where the producing classes
were prosperous unless that prosperity extend-

ed itself to the non-producing classes also; hut
there have been many countries where the non-

producing classes were prosperous while the

producing classes were barely able to keep body
and soul together. This being the case, it fol-
lows beyond the possibility of doubt that if our

-Government is to promote the “greatest good of
the greatest number," the first object of our

¦legislation must be to promote the welfare of
the producing classes. If their interests are

guarded, their prosperity can not fail to be
shared by the whole people Bearing this in
mind, it is clearly evident that labor and capi-
tal are allies, not enemies ; that each is depend-
ent upon the other—that is, when labor is pros-
perous then is capital also.

“Good times“ and “hard times” alternate;
mow, that we have the former, we want to
stave off the latter as long as we can.

Hard timer are not the result of any one cause,
but of a number of different causes acting to-

gether. Some of these are more important than

others, but if we can surely discover any one

of them we are aided in keeping ourselves out
of the difficulty.

What we wish to ascertain now is, whether
what certain people are pleased to call a “pro-
tective tariff” is a blessing and a help to the

people of this country, or whether it is a curse

and a hindrance. It is either one thing or the

other; there is no half-way about it. The time
for straddling this question has passed try, and
the people are beginning to divide already.

From what has already been said, it is clear
that in deciding the question the only thing
¦which it is important for us to find out is. What
is the effect of a protective tariff upon the in-
dustrial classes of our country?

The intention of theße pages is to make clear
to you the following points :

1 hat the system which has been named “pro-
tection for American industry” has been falsely
named, and that the true name for the system
is “oppressive tariff taxation.”

That this system, which taxes the many for
the sake of a few, is a system founded upon a

mistake.
That the movement in favor of tariff reform

is a patriotic movement.

That the movement against tariff reform is a

thoroughly selfish movement.

That the attempt of the protectionists to op-
pose tariff reform by calling it a “British move-

ment" is based upon nothing.
That the remedy for oppressive tariff taxa-

tion lies in the hands of the voters of this coun-

try.
That if they remain victims of this oppres-

sion it is their own fault.
That it is the duty of oveiy voter in this

country to look into this subject, and'then to
tahe hold and do what he can to help the cause

of tariff reform.

Let us now consider the matter. The tariff is
a tax placed upon imported merchandise.
When goods from any foreign country are
brought to this country they must pass through
the custom house of the port where they are

landed. A United States official takes posses-
sion of them ; and, in most cases, the man who
has bought them cannot get them into his pos-
session until he has paid a tax on them—a

-duty, as it is called.
For example, if you had some friend in

Canada who should write you that he could
Buy you a suit of clothes in Montreal for $lO
which would be better than you could buy
here forsls, perhaps you would like to have him
buy t.;e clothes for you and send them to you,
but the United States Government steps in
here and says, “No; you shall not save any-
thing in that way; we must protect home in-
dustry.” So, when your suit of clothes
reaches the custom house, a United States
official takes charge of it, and you have to pay
about $5 to the Government before you can
have your clothes. This makes vour suit cost

you about $1 -, w r hen otherwise it would have
cost you only $lO. The Government says to
you, "It you try to buy where you can buy the
cheapest we willtax you so dearly that you
shall not save a cent by it.”

Now, there is what is called a “free list”—
that is, there are some kinds of merchandise
that can come infree of tariff taxes—but the
list is comparatively small, and what has been
said about the duty on your clothes applies to
nearly all the necessaries of life. They are al-
most all taxed by the tariff. The trouble
about this tariff tax is that the people are taxed
without knowing it. That is the reason why
they have quietly borne the oppression so long.
In the same way that you are taxed on your
Clothes you are paying thousands of taxes
without being aware of it. Your iron and steel
implements, your cotton goods, your woolen
goods, your carpets, your stoves, your tools,
your blankets, your crockeryware, your nails,
your glassware, your soap, your molasses, and
¦thousands of others of your necessaries of life
are taxed; and while you pay the taxes you
¦oftentimes do not realize that you are being
taxed, borne one may say that your goods are
not taxed, because they are, some of them,
made in this country; but look at itfor a mo-
ment. If the Government says you shall not

buy a $lO suit in Canada without paying a tax
which makes itcost you sls, and if, on that ac-

count, you buy a suit of clothes here at home,
and pay the full price of sls, do you not see that
you are taxed $5 in either case, because the
United States law makes you pay sls for what
you might have bought for about $lO ?

Now, before Igo any further, let me say one
word about the illustration I have just given.
There are certain people who are very anxious
tO'piok flaws in the arguments of those who are

in favor of tariff reform, and it is sometimes
well to answer them in advance. The suit of
clothes is only one illustration which shows
how you are taxed on thousands of commodi-
ties, But some one may say that 1 have not
been correct in my statement about the cost of
clothes in Canada. Well, perhaps my figures
are all wrong, what then? I have only sup-
posed the case. The point is this; If, between
this country and any other country, there is a

difference in price of any goods on which there
is a protective duty, then that duty is a tax
upon the home article, which you have to pay
when you purchase the goods. But if, on the
•other hand, the price of that kind of goods is

as low here as anywhere, then the dutv is not

protective, because no one willsend abroad for
what can be bought as cheaply at home.

Now we are coming directly* to the question
we have to consider. I have said you were bur-
dened by tariff taxes on moat of the necessa-

ries of life. The American people willnever

complain of a just tax; but when they are once

made to see that they are taxed unjustly, thev
rebel against it. The conflict between protec-
tionists and tariff-reformers is jnst here:

Ft r what purpose shall tbe people be taxed ?

Protectionists claim that the taxes we are

talking about should he levied for the purpose
of protecting individual industries, and that

people shall be made to pay these taxes, no

matter whether the Government needs the

money or not. Tariff reformers, on the other
hand, believe that it is inexpedient to impoee
upon the people any taxes, direct or indirect,
except to meet the expenses of an ecomically
administered government. Ho you see tUe
difference clearly? The protectionist says:
“Throw up a barrier around our country and do

not let the people buy their necessaries of life
in the cheapest market; tax them so heavily
that they xx illhave to buy at home, no matter
whether the money raised by taxation is need-
ed by the Government or not, no matter
whether the tax is just or unjust, no matter if
we do have millions of surplus dollars in the

Treasury tempting our politicians to dishonesty
almost beyond the limit of human power to

withstand temptation; no matter about any-
thing except to prevent foreign goods from
coming to our shores."

On the other hand, the tariff reformer says
that it is inexpedient tor the Government to

impose a tax upon the people unless to raise

money needed for a revenue ; that it is inex-

pedient for the Government to take money
out of the pockets of one class for the purpose
of putting it into the pockets of another class.

The Government must ha,ve a revenue. That
revenue must be raised by taxing the people in
some way or another. Probably for years to
come the best way to raise that revenue will
be, in part, by means of the tariff. So let it be.
But what shall we say of the protectionists?
They have taxed the people of the country by
their high tariff so that they have filched from
their p >ckets an enormous surplus which is a
constant danger. It is evident to any sane man

that we must either have a tariff for revenue

only, or else we must have a surplus. It is
equally plain to any man who has not the high-
tariff madaess in his brain that the surplus
must either be a thief-tempting hoard, or else
itmust be squandered, ho protectionist dares
to squarely face those self-evident truths.

On the tariff question the voters of this coun-

try are divided into three classes. The first
class is composed of protectionists. It is a veiy
small class. The second claBS is composed of
the tariff reformers. This also is a small class,
although it is probably larger in number than
the protectionist class. The third class is the
largest. It is oomposed of the people who are

undecided either way, but who are looking for
the light, and are open to conviction to the
truth. These people are anxious to get all the
information that they can ; they are willing to
consider the matter fairly and candidly, in or-

der that they may have intelligentopinions of
their own. It is to this class that lam writing.
lam not addressing protectionists—it is use-

less to waste words upon them. Part of them
know the falsity of tneir pretenses, and the
other part have been brougnt up to believe that
what is false is true. When you argue with
them they dodge every point; when you drive
them into a corner they talk about irrelevant
matters.

Here let me say that we all know men of high
charaoter who sincerely believe that “protec-
tion” iB necessary to our national prosperity.
These men are generally either directly or indi-
ectly interested in the manufacture of certain

protected goods, and they think that any lower-
ing of the tariff would bring ruin to the business
in which they are interested, and to the opera-
tives engaged in it. They are men who nave
studied the interests of one class of labor so

long tbat they do not realize how much smaller
that class is than the mass of unprotected peo-

ple who are burdened by tariff taxes. More-

over, tariff reformers do not admit that in re-

ducing taxes any widespread distress would
come even to those engaged in protected in-
dustries.

These protectionists do not realize that war

taxes are unnecessary in time of peace. If they
would give up thinking always of the past, and
would consider the present and the future, Ibe-
lieve that many of them would come to favor
tariff reform. But among protectionists such
men are in the minority.

Most me* who talk vehemently in favor of
what they call “protection,” are men who wish
to see a Republican President in the White
House again, and who, knowing that the bloody
shirt has ceased to be a potent nolitical factor,
can find nothing to talk about except this ben-
eficent scheme which they have to enrich the
workingman by taxing him.

Now let ns see what excuses tl protection-
ists have to offer for advocating the levying of
a tax to raise money which the Government
does not need. The principal argument—or
rather statement, for it is not an argument—-
which they bring forward is this : They sav

tnat a high tariff protects the workingman
from competition with the pauper labor of
Europe; they say that the high tariff has made
the wages of the American workman higher
than those of the foreign workman, and that
the protective tariff is the cause of a large
measure of the prosperity which this country
has seen. This, as 1 Bay, is not argument; it
is merely assertion. We ask them to bring
proofs that their assertions are true, and they
make no attempt to prove the truth of them ;
but they simply roiterato their original asser-

tions again and again, putting them first in one
form, then into another, mixing in with them
false statements and all kinds of misrepresen-
tations in order to deceive the working Deople
into thinking that the oppressive tax is a good
thing.

Now, wo tariff reformers are thankful to say
that wages are higher in this country than in

foreign countries ; but that the tariff has made
them so, we deny, and we are prepared to dis-
prove the truth of tho protectionists’ assertions.
Think of it for one moment. I think I can
make the matter perfectly plain. Supposing,
for the sake of argument, that trade between
countries bad always been absolutely free.
What would be the condition of this country
now? Would they be no better off than in
other countries? You know that they would.
You know that with the millions of acres of
marvelously fertile soil the people must be
richer than in countries that are not blest as

our own is. You know that withour bountiful

supplies of iron, of copper, of coal, of precious
metals, and thousands of others of Nature’s
best gifts to man, such as no other country has
ever had, it always must be easier to get a liv-

ing iu this country than in others. You know

that the geographical position of our country
virtually gives us a whole hemisphere to our-

selves. and makes it unnecessary to support an

immense standing army to keep ourselves out of

trouble with neighboring countries; and you
know that the working-people must always be
richer in this country, where they are not taxed
to support a large standing array which produces
nothing. And when you consider our tree Gov-
ernment, the education of our masses, the su-

perior productiveness of American labor, and
all the natural wealth which has been giv n us,
it becomes quite evident to you that in these
things lies the secret of our prosperity as a na-
tion. Butthe protectionists ignore these things;
they are trying to throw dust in your eyes, and

they are trying to delude you into thinking that
this prosperity, which has come to us

from Nature’s gifts ani an enterprising
population, has come from tiri-j taxation!
When it becomes possible to make people
richer by needlessly taking away a part of
their earnings, then it will also become possi-
ble for a man to lift hims?lf oyer a fence by
pullingop the straps of his boot 3.

To hiring down the question of protection to
its simplest terms, “It is robbing Peter to pay
Paul.”

There are in our country about 17,030,033 of.

people engaged in gainful industries. An

analysis of the statistics shows that the reallv

protected working people in this country num-

ber less than one-Aiteenth of ull the workers in

the country. The other fourteen-fifteenths—-
that is, over 15,030,033—are taxed to benefit this
one-fifteenth.

The tariff is of no benefit to the thousands of
operatives engaged in making machine-made

shoes, or to nineteen twentieth! of our farmers
and agricultural laborers, or to railroad em-

ployes, or to sailors, or to commercial neople,
or to carpenters, masons, jointers, glaziers,
gas-fitters, paper-hangers, teamsters, drivers,
machinists, blaeksmiths, printers, clerks, or

thousands of others that 1 might mention; and
yet you are all craftily and outrageously taxed
to protect a few manufacturing monopolists
Those very monopolists who clamor most

loudly for protection are the ones who dis-

charge their workmen by hundreds, and who,
before the law lreventert them, imported cheap
labor from foreign countries to fill the vacant

places.
Who believes that the people of this country

can be benefited by needlessly taking away
from them apart of their earnings? Do you?
When people are taxed it takes away from their

(earnings
and from their purchasing power.

Tariff reformers, or those who believe in a tariff

for revenue only, hold that a tax is an unforta-
I nate thing at best; and yet the Government

1 must have a revenue to carry it on, and the

: tariff reformers acknowledge that the tuiff
! should pay a part of that revenue. But bore

; your protectionists stand up and actually have

; the hardihood to claim that a tax is a good
thing; tuat it is a good thing to take away from

; the earnings of the people; and that they will
not only take from your earnings what the

j Government needs, but they will take more

| they willtake what the Government does not

. need, and what they themselves acknowledge
j it does not need, knowing all the time that the
money must be squandered or else remain in
the Treasury as a thief-tempting hoard.

And wbat reason do they give tor this? They
say that if we tax the whole people that taxa-

tion will enable a part of the people to earn

more wages than they wou'd otnerwise—that
is, they acknowledge that th-?y are robbing
Peter to pay Paul, Rnd they defend themselves

by saying that Peter has his loss mode up to
him. Who is Peter and who is Paul? I will
tell you first who Paul is. He is the man who
is, as they say, “protected"—that is, ho is en-

gaged in making some kind of goods that con

be made cheaper in some other country than
tney can be made here. Protectionists say to
him: “Paul, the British lion is after us, and if
the duty is reduced on the goods that you are

making he will swallow up our industry with
one gulp; he will flood our market with goods
so mucii cheaper than you can make them that
you willbe thrown out of employment, and
perhaps starve to death. By the way. Paul,
when yon vote remember the British lion, and
see that you vote for & protectionist."

And who is Peter? There are about fifteen
million Peters in this country. They are the
people who are engaged in pursuits which are

not benefited by protection, and yet are obliged
by tariff taxation to pay higher prices for their
necessaries of life in order that one million or

so of Pauls may, as they say, get higher wages.
That is why protection does not protect; be-
cause it robs Peter to pay Paul; because it
taxes the many for the sake of the few; be-
cause it puts its thieving hand into tbe pockets
of a large class of people and takes from their
hard earnings to give to a small class of people.
Protectionists say that the tax money Peter is

Eaying is more than made up to him again;
ut the man to prove that assertion has not

come along yet, and he never will.

Protectionists say that the object of a high
tariff is to protact home industries, and so

benefit “the poor workingman.
”

Have you ever
noticed that when a man has a political ax to

griha he always becomes a philanthropist, and
sets himself up as the “workingman’s friend?”

What protectionists are trying to do is to
continue a system of war taxation whioh taxes
the whole people : to keep alive a few indus-
tries that will not pay unless they are “pro-
tected.” If any industry willpay In this coun-

try, itneeds no protection. If it will not pav,
can you see any reason why the people should
be taxed to make it pay?

A high tariff is a stimulant. It is artificial;
consequently it may keep a certain portion of
the community engaged in industries which
are less profitable to all concerned than some

other industries would be. To admit that any
industry needs protection,' after it is once well

established, is an tadmission that for natural
reasons some other country is better fitted to

carry on that industry.
Protectionists claim that there are many im-

portant industries now protected whioh would
decline under a revenue tariff. Tariff reform-
ers do not believe that. But granting this to

be true, for the sake of argument: then the
protectionists hold to the shameful idea that It
is wise and just to tax the people in order that
certain members of the community may be

kent at industries which they can follow only
at a disadvantage rather than that the decline
of those industries should cause them to en-

gage in some others for which their nature,
circumstances, and surroundings better lit
thenar. If any important industry should de-
cline under a revenue tariff—whioh is to be
doubted—then labor and capital would be
forced into some other channel, where they
could be more profitably employed. If pro-
tectionists are right in thinking that certain

industries would decline under iree trade, theh
the process of changing labor into new chan-
nels would be temporarily painful to an ex-

ceedingly small fraction of the people. Upon
this conclusion, drawn from a false premise,
rests the whole flimsy argument by whioh the
protectionists attempt to justify themselves in
oppressing the people by taxes to raise money
which the Government does not need.

There are some few things which can be made
better abroad than at home. We have some

few unimportant industries here that might as

well be given up. If the few people engaged in
them cannot make a living in them without
having the whole nation taxed in their behalf
it is high time they looked about for some other
work. This may sound like harsh doctrine, but

any one can see that it simply means that we

must always consider the greatest good of the

greatest number.
A protective tariff causes depression in busi-

ness by interfering with the laws which govern
trade and throwing things out of-balance.
Much of the suffering among the opermives en-

gaged in the iron industry in various parts of
the country is directly traceable to the evil in-

fluence of the tariff. It will not be difficult to
show why this is so.

It is evident to any thinking man that any

industry willrun withfewer “ups and downs”
when the productive capacity is gauged to sup-
ply an average demand. It Is impossible, of
course, to avoid fluctuations in the state of the

market; but still, the more nearly the supply
and demand counterbalance each other the

healthier the state of trade. A short supply
encourages overproduction.

One reason why iron operatives suffer at
times is beoause the tariff has encouraged
more men to go into iron mills than can earn a

livingat that industry unless business is ab-

normally brisk.
A few years ago there was a period of great

activity in railroad building. This caused an

excitement in the iron market, and an enor-

mous increase in the demand for iron. Had it
not been lor the high tariff, foreign countries
would have helped to supply tne demand for
iron in this country: but the influence of

greedy iron corporations kept the tariff np, and
shut out foreign iron, thus turning a large
amount of labor into a channel where it could
only hope for employment while the boom last-
ed, and leaving it to starve when the boom was

over. If it had not been for the high tariff la-
bor would have gone into other channels.

This is only one instance of hundreds which

may be cited to show how the proteotiye tariff
helps to cause depression Dy throwing things
out of balance, and by interfering with the
nat iral laws which tend to keep trade in a

healthy condition

Our own industry (boot and shoe manufactur-
ing) has suffered less than some others by the
recent depression in business. One reason lor

this is that we are blessed by having hides
come in duty free. It is indeed fortunate for us
that hides have escaped tariff taxation, in spite
of the advocates of protection. Hides bear the
same relation to our business that pig-iron
does to the iron manufacturing business, and
that wool does to the woolen manufacturing in-

dustry. There is just as much reason why pig-
iron and wool should come in duty free as that
hides should be untaxed. Your clotheß are
taxed, and everything that you use containing
iron is taxed. For what; To “protect home la-
bor.

”

Are the protectionists honest in stating
that that is the object of the high tariff? If they
are honest, they are ignorant; if they are not
ignorant, they are deceitful.

These ore strong statements; let us see if
they can be supported.

Consider the case of pig-iron. The advocates
of the tariff on that*’ commodity claim to be
anxious about the condition of the iron miners.
The pig-iron protectionists have had their own

way, and it protection is good for anything you
naturally would expect to find the miners liv-

ing in a comfortable way. Hurely a "protected
iron-miner” .ought to be an object to which the

grotectionist could point with pride. Look at

im in the Hocking Valley—a poor, starving
specimen ot humanity, with rags on his back,
and hardly a crust of bread for his famished
children I Look at li'in in Pennsylvania—a
miserable wretch, working for a protectionist
employer, who, as has been said, until stopped
by law, used to Import the cheap foreign labor
from which he pretends to want to see his em-
ploye protected I

Where is the protectionist who will tell us

why it is that the most miserable wretches in
our country are those who are “protected,”
while the most prosperous ones are tho3o who
are not protected ?

It is pitiable to think that there are American
citizens holding high offices who presume to

say that these United States, constituting the
greatest nation the world has ever known,
blessed withinexhaustible natural wealth, peo-
pled with enlightened and industrious men and
women, livingat peace with themselves and
their neighbors, are yet not able to preserve
their prosperity without putting a trade ob-

struction fell round their borders.
The working people of this country must ex-

pect to be poor and wretched if they are willing

to be led by the nose by the protectionist hypo-
crites who pretend to befriend them. This
“protection* is all a sham to the very core. It
has never done any good to the people of this
country, and no aonud argument in its favor
has ever been brought forward by its advo-
cates. It is made up o i nothing but hypocrisy
and ignorance—moetly of the former.

In these last few pages I have fallen into the
habit of protectionists, and have given vou as-
sertions instead of arguments. There are cer-
tain times when argument becomes unneces-

sary. It is not well to trust to assertions en-

tirely, as protectienists do: but sometimes
they are not out of place. One more asser-
tion: Protectionists say that tariff reformers
are favoriug a British policy, and tuat thev
are working to favor England at the expense
of America. This assertion can properly be
met by a counter assert on. When protection-
ists say that tariff reformers are working for
British interests they sav what is false and
what they know to be false. Tne reason they
resort to this fal-ideation is because thov think
that they will thereby gain votes.

The truth about tbe matter is th s- Our na-

tion, being the greatest on the face of the oartff,
is able to take care of herself, and has no need
to fear Kngl&nd or any other nation. England
would undoubtedly be glad to have mere op-
portunities to exchange commodities with us;
and, as we shall gain by itritmaaes no di. er-
ence to us whether England is pleased or dia-

S
leased. When one man sells another a good
orae he wants the money mure than he wants

the horse, and the man who buys wants the
horse more than he wants the money. Both
are better oft ti an they were before the trade.
So it is between nations; when they trade it is
better for each But proiectionists are trying
to make you think that just because England
is glad to exchange commodities with us it
must be a bad thing for America If protec-
tionists are not falsifying wben they say that
tariff-reformers advo ate a “British policy,"
then they must hold the opinion that, as a rule,
in everv transaction some one gets a bad bar-
gain But even protectionists are not so fool-
ish as to think tlxis.

Protectionists say that the object of high-
tariff taxation is to protect the laboring man.
Those who are most active in aivocating op-
pressive tariff taxes are either capitalists who
have money invested in protected industries,
or else politicians who think they can get more
votes by pretending to protect the working
people, or eke men who, while honest and sin-
cere in tholr wish to befriend the workingman,
have yet had their attention and experience so

wholly confined to the interests of one class
that they are unable to take a broad viewof
the subject. The majority of the protection-
ists have shown that thsy do not care a

penny for the welfare of the laboring people,
except for what they can get out of them. The
only “protection" which the American working-
man needs is “protection” from the Govern-
ment which now grinds him down with need-
less taxes upon his necessaries of life. When
our labor Is relieved of these taxeß its pro-
ducts will be so reduced in cost as to be
salable in the markets of the world, and our

unemployed labor will find work. But while
the oppression remains thousands must be
idle because our goods are shut out from for-
eign markets by the wall which protectionists
have built around our country.

Every thinking man must acknowledge that
the following propositions are self-evident
truths:

First—-A trade-obstruoting tax is either a bad
thing or else it is a good thing.

Second —If it is a bad thing the aconer wo get
rid ot it the better.

Third—ls it is a good thing we want more of
it; we want all we can get.

Fourth—ls it is a good thing, then it would
be a blessing to us to have a wall miraculously
built around our country a thousand miles
high and a thousand miles thick, provided it
could be done without injuringour climate.

Fifth—lf it is a good thing for this nation to
shut herself off from other nations by a trade-
obstructing tax, then it would be a good thing
for the most highly favored States of the Union
to protect them selves against the less-favored
States by the same kind of a trade-obstructing
tax, if the Constitution of the United States
did not prohibit it.

To proposition number three, just stated, a

protectionist might attempt to reply by saying
that while the obstruction is a good thing, yet
it Is possible to have too much of a good thing.
However, most protectionists agree with Sena-
tor Frve, who recently said at the Home Market
Club dinner:

“If the tariff is to be revised, and Heaven for-
bid that the work be entered upon, Iwant to see

the duties increased. [Applause.] I want to see
a duty put on silk that will prevent 31,•4.10,000

?ards of Bilk being imported into this country;
want to see duties put on woolen goods that

willprevent 444,900,001 worth of woolen goods
being brought into this country; I want to see

a duty put on the manufactures of iron aud
steel that willprevent 5t0,2i0,000 of the manu-

factures of iron and steel being brought into
this country."

Do you not see that theso advocates of op-
pressive tariff taxation are peculiar men?

They might at times be taken for humorists.
For instance, Senator Dawes, in a recent letter
to the Home Market Club, says :

“We import annually about $7C0, 000, 0X) of

goods manufactured abroad, every dollars’
worth of whioh, capable of being produced
here, is spoliation of employment tor American
labor and capital in the interest of foreign
labor and capital.

”

To this we have the following neat reply,
which was found in the address issued by the
Massachusetts Tariff Reform League:

“Mr. Dawes fails to allude to a fact which

ought, in his view, to go far to mitigate this

spoliation—that we are kindly permitted to
send abroad $70),000,TOO of our own products,
iu exchange for what we receive, and thus to

despoil foreign labor and capital in return.”
It is difficult to relieve in the sincerity of

some of these protectionists. Three years ago
many of their leaders acknowledged tho ne-

cessity of a revision of the tariff, and they have
ever since been persistently engaged in block-

ing all attempts to revise it.
What they really want is to be allowed to

play with the tariff, and to put the clamorous

public off by making sham revisions from time
to time. 1 hey also want to reduce the surplus
by taking off the taxes on whisky and tobacoo,
so that they may have an excuse for keeping
the grinding taxes on the real necessaries of
life.

Bear in mind that all over the world the tax-
ation of tobaoco is considered ideal taxation,
because it rests mere lightlyon tho shoulders
of the people than ulmest any other kind. .

The question of removing the tux on whisky
cannot be argued ; it is not an open' question.
No man who cares for the welfare of his coun-

try can wish to see every man free to run his
own private still.

Well do these protectionists know that when
we once make a breach in their walls their
whole fabric willfall. The first opening is all
we have to strive hard for; the rest will be

easy. We do not want fr. e trade vet; we want

free pig-iron, free wool, free coal, free lumber,
and free crude materials of all kinds, and we

willhave them ; then, within a few years, all
other tariff rates can bo brought to a revenue
basis without harm to our country.

Our fight is before us : the plan of our cam-

paign is all laid. We shall elect tariff-reform
Congressmen, and wo shall show the feeling of
the voters by electing a tariff-reform President
in a fight made on the taiirl-refomi issue.

We shall win, because tho years which have

passed since the last election have increased
cur strength. The great uprising has begun,
and we who are earnest In the right need fear
no failure. James Means,

Quincy Equal to Chicago.

“Mydear,” wrote a Quincy lady who

was visiting in Chicago, “one of the

pleasures of city life is that I can at-

tend a lecture every night, and you
know how I dote on lectures.”

And the brute wrote back: “My
dear wife, Iknow you dote on lectures;
but, when you are here, Quincy is as

good as Chicago. I can not only have

one every night, but a couple in the

morning before breakfast.” —Chicago
Ledger,

Mistress (to new servant) —“We
have breakfast generallv about 8

o’clock.” New Servant—“Well* mum,
ifI ain’t down to it don’t wait.”—Har-

per’s Bazar.

16. To compare our manifold bless-

ings with the triflingannoyances of the

day.

INDIANA STATE NEWS.

—No event since lhe war has secured for

Indiana as wide and favorable notice as the

recent action of the Soldiers’ Monnxnent
Committee in awarding the prize for the best

design to the celebrated German architect,
Bruno Schmidt. Excepting the State’s

war record, it has been the best advertise-

ment the State ever received. As a mere

matter of dollars and cents we donbt if the

Legislature conld have appropriated $200,-
000 in any way that would have bronght
the State as much “free advertising” and

hearty praise of desirable kind as

the monument appropriation has already
done, and the work it stillin its inoipiency.
Cart-loads and car-loads of dry statistics

might have been printed setting forth the

material resources and advantages of the

State, and have been distributed all over

the country and the world without exciting
half the attention or causing half the fa-

vorable comment that this monument ac-

tion has done. In every part of the United
States where newspapers are read it is cow

known that the Stnte is preparing to erect

the most costly soldiers’ monument in the

world, nnd that it promises to be the most

artißtio. Even in Berlin, where the artist

resides, the action of the committee has

keen tbe talk of art circles, and thousands

of foreigners who have scarcely heard the

name of Indiana before, are new praising
its liberality in art.

A very Rad accident caused the death

of John 'Wnchter, a young man 22 years of

age, at his mother’s residence near Clay-
pool, Kosciusko County. It seems that he

was engaged in hauging up a hammcrless,
breach-loading target rifle, which he held

by the muzzle, and in the dnrk he hooked

the trigger on the nail, whioh sprung the

self-acting lock and discharged the ball
into his heart. With almost unknown ef-

fort he walked into an adjoining room and

toid those who were there to send for a

doctor, as he was shot. He died in about
five minutes. His widowed mother was

away from home at the time, where shn

had just attended the funeral of a sister,
and the sad news affected hor so that sho

was barely able to stand the shook. The

yonng man was her main support.
—Patents have been issued to Indianans

as follows: Beavers, Jeremiah V., Mount

Summet, lineholder; Hill, James, Wilkes-

barre, Pa., assignor to I. & L. Pump Com-

pany, Goshen, step-ladder; Jones, Geo. S.,
Laconia, oombined saw-filer, guage, and

gammer; King, James, Sandusky, wire

fence; Looker, William C., and J. New-

love, Union Mills, plnmb level; Lynn,
Mirabeau N., ltising Sun, assignor to

Lynn Engine Company, Dayton, 0., stean,

boiler; Moore, William, Moony, saw file

adjusting weight; liariden, Francis M.

Waynetown, assignor of one-half to A. R.

Heath, Covington, car conpling; Shuman.
Grant W., Lake Station, harvester)
Straughn, Alanson W., Lincolnville, straw-

stacker.

—A novel wedding occurred at Bloom

field, recently. George Kinmon and Miss

Kittie Gray, the daughter of Dr. J. W.

Gray, being the participants. Cards were

issued for the wedding about three weekk

ago, but on the day fixed the groom was

taken seriously ill, which interfered with

the young couple’s intentions at tbat time.

The bride patiently waited in anticipation
of hor lover’s recovery, but be seemed to

be growing worse as time went on, and when

he became very much worse, a justice of

the peace was sent for and the young couple
were married, although the groom was un-

able to tarn over in bed. The yonng man

lived through the night nnd died at an

early hour next morning.
—The brief in support of Indiana’s war

claims against the general government,
Attorney General Michener has for several
weeks been preparing, was forwarded to

Washington recently. Personal letters
have also been written to Indiana Con-

gressmen asking them to support the bill
now pending in the House of Represenla-
tives. The claims, if realized, will ag-

gregate over $1,500,000.

—Joseph Clevenger died recently at

Busliville. Ho had been in the saloon

business about fourteen years, and was

one. of the most conspicuous liquor dealers
in the city. About seven years ago he

bitten on the hand by a rat, the result of
which caused him to take to his bed many
times on account of blood poisoning.
Blood poison was the canse of bis death.

—Jasper Jeffries, a yonng man living
near Bridgeton, while coasting, was im-

paled on a snag sticking in the ground.
The snag entered his thigh a distance of

five inches, terribly lacerating the flesh.

The snag, which was an inch and a half

in diameter, broke off, and the pieces wero

removed with much difficulty.
—One night recently Mrs. Lucy Gardi-

ner, of Seymour, while returning home

from a neighbor's, walked against a small

tree, a twig striking her in the right eye,

totally destroyipg the sight. The accident

is a particularly sad one, leaving her

totally blind, as she lost the sight of the
left eye several years ago.

—Burt Brown, who was hit upon the
head with a pick handle by Wm. Moore,
in a fight at English, Crawford County, re-

cently, has sufficiently recovered to bo out,
hnt has lost his speech. He has not spoken
a word sinoe he was hit, a ndacts in such a

queer manner that it is thought he has lost

his reason.

—While Nora Loyd was ringing the

dinner-bell at the form of Mrs. Maria

Watts, three miles west of Logansport, the

bell, which weighs 100 pounds, fell a dis-

tance of twenty feet, striking the girl with

terrific force on the hip, crushing her in a

horrible maimer.

—Putnamville is sconrged with an epi-
demic of measles of a very mnlignant
type. Quite a number of cases are re*

ported, with seven deaths during the week.

The origin of the disease is unknown.


