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died Irish women are coming over to
work in a gotton mill at Nashua, New
Huwpshire.  An agent for the mill went
over to reorait this little army of laborers,
and the board of guardians of the poor
contribied to the outfit necessary for
their voyage. The benificent laws of our

ference of the weather with building
operations.  Wile in London therd are
estimaied 1o be 25,000 bricklayers, 40,
000 bricklayers and masons in Parls and
10,000 bricklayers in Berlin, the csti-
mated oumber in Now York is 4,000,
his: glams to | There is, says the Boston Herald, *'in

ow tends to fostor
ather than to
f the working-
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“Qur system n
home monopolies r
protect the wages o
man."”

Philadelphia Record, a0

i ' el nire

puie (nols A8 Lord Naj-
school treat all these b :
gon did when told at L a.'enhiilauinilnrz
the signal o the acimira] was Rying to

Protection and Wages.
| Dafly Oregonian. May 0, 1881,
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the valoe of eapitel in the Iwo
wz':::l‘l« i substaatially equalized is
apparent from the fact that money r-',“f
now be had on nodonbled  securily
{where exemp!
ation is assured) ut al
American us in England.
said  that American capital o

sout us low rates in
It usel to be
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fon from cxcessive lax-

: aion 1 I
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his blind "‘w‘m ine don't wish 10 8ee and | # much lurger amount of work performed
the sigoat 1'; I“ hind his Wintl eye, in New York than either of the three
shelters himeell be numed European capitals; and, while it
> 1 Is #aid that in London, Pais T:d Borlin

s of n proveetive saeim, | quile u proportion of these mechanics are
..:;:,ﬂ:,:::,::::l: undertakes to ml-gg.m of work, in consequence of nlngr]m
Loyment for u certain fow F the peo- | tiun in the building trade, it is probi’le
ia'l "’l:uin' all the rest.” | thit the New York bricklayer who earns

ple by [ per day performes, in the gourse of the

itish capital, aml Lhat
;:mewtz}:i't‘hu E:T:::L-mryp for American
!rapilsl a8 for American labor. il
art of the srgument is substantisliy
::vmhm\m. But the doctrine that om:-
labor must be protected by dlll]i'nl'l'l{n
tually prohibitory, persists still. : lm_
the stronghold of the ndvocates ol |

|Hard Times In Pﬂn?llyl-l

vania.
[ Dally Oregonisn, April A 184§
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[urtq, by m]m}.mmll:::un labor, In| falls wolow, in the midst of geeat indos-
et sarehase | tries that demand high protection in or-
other words, svery I ‘":::l:ul: 0’ domnee | der to live,  These are things that ouglit
i f 0 . ; ; 4
"'N“lmw”'h:‘ 'nm: :a]ty with whieh the ' to set men to thinking, for if neither
tic labor to creste We have the advan- agricultore nor minufsctores are doing
purchase is made,  We have | I T ilies syskhit ok tha
tuge of Enwland in vardety and abon-| well suder the i . " ;
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:;;l;::}nnlri:l|':::::f't't';:; Wi :s tl:lathu work+ | improvement industries, .mniarl board
ingnisn. 1018 admitted too, that it bears | of managers, wlu.n_w duty it r_tll:’mil be to
hard oo a people situsted a8 wo nre on [ give l‘lll]l'll‘.\'llll'lll: ta logal residents who
the Pacifie slope. It at onee restriots | are in destitote circomstances, and with
mllr trade with the only costomers who [ont remunerstive i‘l'i.lpl:lylnl.'lll tllropglu
t Jucts, and forces ug to puy nofaultof their own."  This proposition,
uke our products, | o o . 0e o
higher prices for goods  which we | as the Philadelphin Times says, woul
r: compelled o bay, Since the take money oot of the workingman's
:dl Aion Iliul' froe trade by Great right hand pocket and put it into his left
llri?nln. wages in  Hhat “pountry  hand pocket, and oAy 'See what I am
hnve gone up on the whole average more doing to help you. Aud yet it des-
than onequarter, and in some depart: | cribes viery exactly the workings of the
ments (ully ane-hall.  Experience bere  protective tariff, by which the Govern: |
comes fn sgaingt theory in the matter of ment undertakes to make employment
illeged reduction of wages. But grant- for u cerlain few of the peopls by taxing
ing that wages might e somewhat re- all the rest to enable in induskry to by |
duced, thers would be compensation for  conducted, which it is claimed conld not |
it in chenper goods, which working peo- exist without protection. Ii woald not
gllr. ud well s others, must consume. be right to abtribute the prevailing dis

oreuver, wages are not a great ele- wess among the laborers of Penngylvania
ment in the vost of mannfacturing. We to the tariff alone,
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But the fact that

luve not the figares of the census of there in so moch distress shows that the |

1850 und honee wo draw from those of tarifl alone cannot prevent it. The
1870, for Wlusteations on  this point, situation |4 another Hlastration of the
Thesa igures show that wages then were | truth of the lines which Dr. Johnson put
1040 per cont. of the value of the pro- into one of Goldsmith's posmng
duet in the manufaetoring, mechanionl, |1 oo
mipdng nd fsh Industries of the United
Swates, The valoe of the material uwed
was 4 10 per eent. of the produot, while
the remaining 2341 per cont, was due to
builifings, machinery and so on, 11 we
cull wages 20 por conl. of the whole
valoe :.llu product and admit that
are 40 per cent, higher here than
mm. then the difierence ls but 40
per cent, of 20 per cent,, or 8 per cont,
of the whole valne. Nothing conld
shaw more couvinelngly that the inter-
ontn of domost am not at stake {Dally Oregontan, Atigis2 1)
Here tothe extent which the protection- X Bk 1 "
iats cloim,  Englend lots In I';a‘ it The consus of Nlﬂ s fl?“nf excellent
ral. We lax all raw materlal from 028008 why taril revision shoald be
abroad to “protect’’ one interest or an  both immediste and permunent.  Of
other, The consequence i an ndvan- ourse it does not discuss the question,
:.q:‘:ll‘::: u“hlwmm:'u;hﬂf but it twr!lmlu l.ll'ld prosents fucts which
vantags which she oan have it cheaper with their relations carry their lessons
labor. Wo ean manufscture g cheaply 1o all who will study them. Among the
:ﬂuaﬂe fnn, i we would wvail owrselves false claima of protection it explodes Is
luu:nr::‘l" omiﬂo: and E;l.l:r:.'ll‘;;:: the pretenses that our almost probibitory
an all tarifl axen, I&Fﬂ or txes, must tarifl makes work ph-m_v and km.,,n
Wl Bocemsity re appedr in higher commo- wages high.  Handly any formal answer
dluut.oul.uw-mn-um{'uu working. nnrd;d u; that m‘uulnrllluu. T}l“ -
man wep wagoa by artificinl | tagonistic relations of labor aw vapiln
i ulanty, P“I'“ it the .m{! time and i::‘ those sections  whose industries are
by the same process the manufactured most strongly protected would be a suill-
©oods which he wnst consume are kopt olent reply, but the consus report mnkes
Up nt & hlgh miofo? * ¢ & & more elaborate one thongh in the sume
S direction. The man whom the govern:
Vol might me well say that if you out ment commissioned to make a report on
SN dog's tall nd wars the snme day he the fron and steel Industry is secrolary
Nad rearon o foel highly amused. onter- of the American [ron and Steel Ansor
Unined wnd gratefil, as to any that & tarlst olation and not likely to furnish figures
B soal, which enables the ronl combiva- that tell ngainst the protection theory,
U (e restiletproduction, whieh roduces simply with that end in view, lron and
Ahusanings of the miner and artineinlly #teel are the most highly protectad of all
FNIs up ihe prive of conl, thus awelling articles in common use. In 1580 there
the cust of the workingman's fusl, was wore 805 companies producing iron ore,
“retection” o labor. and thoy [;rmluml F,ilT:.Tﬂil tons, em-
oying to do the work 31,608 persons at
’muouo" that Kills. all dnﬂ.ﬁ vost of $31,701, a few vents over
IDslly ftegonian, Oetober s, 148 | §1 por day for each person, which is less
it s anly the other duy thiat thogront thin the average of workers in uny un-
coal compunien met in New York and protectod business in the country. The

q he ’
arbltrarily 08 8 the price of oue of the total number employed in the produe

tion of pig and bar fron and steel was
prie necossitien of life, vie , foel. How 140,075, who recoived $184,025 4 day of
wore thoy able 1o do iv?

Woanswor, by $1.30 each, their service coming more
pectirilig monopa : " under the head of sakilled labor than that
lhmgh‘n Il‘l-il&r:i;, u‘::; home market of the miners, This Is cortainly o beg-
bink ‘e niff, sud then cow- gurly pittance for skillesd lubor, and
ning ‘”]""lﬂtl production and putting something that is withont s parallel in
pricos artifioially high, What Is the re. nea protected industrica ol the country,
#ult? “The coul miner's eamings for the  The Frea Trade Leagne of New York
year are cut down below the leva] of the has issved a pamphlet which deals in a
.h“'lu" tiner and the pries of the work- foreible manner with the infant industry
.‘?“"‘“"'h Increased,  Whore dops  plea.  In this connection it says: *ln
‘the protection” of the workingman | the first place our infant industries are a
oome I in this ase? Yoy might as well | century old.  Tn the second the compilor
Aay that if you cut off dog's tail and | of these statistics ncknowledgon that onr
san the same day be has ok 1o feel Stperior skill places the wm‘il at u dis
highly amusod, entertained and grate- ndvantage with us  Thirdly, one coal

A0 the (s that men endure
That part which kings or 1aws cun chise oF fure,

R

‘"Among the faise claims of pro-
toction It (the consus of IBBO) ex-
plodes is the protense that our
almost prohibltory tarlf¥ makes
work plenty and keeps wages
high."

Protection and Wages.

day’s work, very considerable more ser-
vice than woald be required of one simi-
Inrly enguged on the other side of the
Atlantie, This would rot only in part
socount lor the immense differonce in
wages, bnt it would ulso necount for the
fuct thut 4,000 men soem to be able to
do in New York what it takes 8,000
men to do in Berlin, & city of leas size,
und 40,000 men todo In Paris, a city
certainly not three times larger than the
metropolla of Ameriea.

The argument of the hide-bound pro-
tectionint has always been that the higher
wa e of the operatives in the cotton
and woolen mills of America compared
with those of England have been doe to
the tarifl;*that if the tariif waus taken off
our cotton and woolen goods, wiges
wonld be as low hiere na in England, The
fnllacy of this reasoning is shown by the
fact that the brickluyer, who has no
tarifft to protect him, maintains his
wages at a highor point relatively than
the operatives in protected industries
and so does the nuprotected carpenter,
plamber, plasterer, slater, blacksmith,
éte,  In Germany, acountry with a high
protective tarifl, wages are lower than
'n free trade England. According to
Consul Warner, of Coloque, in Upper
Biliesin n workman in one of the pro-
tected industries earns only 47 cents a
day, and if a skilled Inborer he gets 80
i tfny. Women earn from 24 to 30 cents
a duy, nnd the Iahorer works from 6 to 0
in summer and 7o 7in winter. The
laborer in that protection country is
sparingly supplied with clothing and
linen, nnd a white shirt s to be seen
ouly on rare oceasions.  For such articles
of luxury he hasno money to spare, and
he in frequently compelled to bargain for
old and cast-off clothes, His meals con-
#lat principally of végetables, the dinner
being.of potatoes, peas, beans, common
pork and black bread.

—

“But at least we can let it be
known that we are not so gullible
as to acoept without protest, and
as If we were perfoctly satisfied
therewith, the sophisms and the
resulting Injustice and loss of the
policy of protection.”

Shipbuilding and Protec-
tion.

[Orogontan, Derombor 16, 1880, |

* L L * . L] *

The fact is this destructive policy is
maintained as part of the whole scheme
jof protection, which rules our laws for.
the beneflt of the great eastern manu-
facturers. Conscious that the whole sys-
tetn would fall if the false foundations
fon which It stands were exposed, they

band together and refuse toallow il to
{be attacked in any part,. We want to
sell to Great Britain, but our tarifl’ pro-

hibits Great Britain frow selling to us.
{ The laws cannot compel our citizens to
build ships at losing rates, but they can
{and do force us to pay enormously high

rices for nearly all manufactured goods,

his is the direct and sole object of a

protective tarifl. In other words, a pro-

tective tarifl is a tax levied on imported
woods with the desdign to raise the price
| of home commodities. Protection is set
up as a barrier to trade, Tts object is to
muke goods dear. True, it professes
that its ohjeet is to favor home labor.

But it defeats itsell, hecanse its conse-
quences reappenr in the higher prices of
wll commaodities which the workman, as
woll as all others, must consume. In
the long run, in the general scheme of
things, the policy does not benefit our
own laborers, for the more we buy of
forelgners the more we must produce by
home labor to pay for it, Free inter
change of commodities is the policy to
stimulate home 1abor, It i true, of
, vourae, that a protective tariff may stim-

ulate @ certain branch of mann acture,
and may even increase for a time the
wages of labor in it.  Baot ia there
any real gain in concentrating capital
and labor in one employment by arti-
ficial atimulants and withdrawing from
uthers?  Our protective system has, be
vond doubt, stimulated certain manu-
factures; but it is equally cortain that it
hus destroyed others, 'Ixhua it has en-
abled eleven mills to monopolize the
manufacture of steel rails at high prices
and groat rmllu, but it has annihilated
ship build uf and the profits of ocean
commerce, While one industry is stim-
ulited by this system another is de-
pressed.  That is to say, all that any in-
lereat or any olass gains by protection is
guined always at the expense of some
other interest or class. Every wave of
the ocean has n depression belind it,

Tue prospority of the west and south
depends on their selling their products
to Gireat Britain, We do not take her

oods because our tarill’ probibits them,
hul foree her to puy the balunce in cush,
Of what advantage is this to us when we
ire obliged at once to pay out that eash
for ,.mﬂ at higher prices than thoss at
which wvshm:llfl be enabled to buy them
direct of the customer who takes our
produets?  Another thing,
makes it distinctly to trw
Gireut Britain to encourage direct deal-
ing with other agrionltaral countries.
Uhe prosperity we now enjoy is the re-
sult chiefly of exporting the surplos of
our crops, What would be the effect

be taxed to create an in

country imposps u duty averaging thirty-
five per ceut on ecotton goods forlgu
benetit of tiw owners of this Nashuos
mill und of others in the sume business,
These menufuctorers say they must have
protection or the Mancheater made goods
will bo thrown upon our market, fo ving
them 1o shot up their mills sod dis
charge their well pald and conteutad
operatives, Not for their own greater
dividends, but for the sake of these help-
less laborers, they usk the boon of thirty.
five par cont protection, But these mén
must be hypoorites, for they leave the
American laborer to starve while they
run theirmills with “'paupers” im

from Eurape by the aid of the poor law
guaraiuns. This is protection for the
master and not for the man. If what the
will owoers have to sell bears a thirty-
five per cent duty, why should not the
articlo the luborer sells, that is, his ln-
bor, he equally well teken care of?
American fndustry will profit very little

by these defenses that don't defend.
" » L] . * L] *
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Protection of Wool.

[Dally Oregonlon, January 19, 1582 |
“In Oregon and Washington Terri-
tory,"” #nys the Salem Statesman, “there
is produced annually a4t least & million

pounds of wool, This sells at from 20 to
30 cents por pound, yielding to the farm-
ers annoally the sum of $2,600,000. The
tariff on wool of the quu!it{ raised here
is about 10 cents per pound, that is ten
million dollars, Those who, like the
OneaoNian, advocate freo trade, elaim
tha: the tariff on an article adds that
mueh to the price; that is, the tariff on
wool Increases the prico in Oregon ten
cents per pound, giving to the Inrmers
one million dollars pnnually. Absolute
free trude, then, would take from the
farmers one million dollars each year.”

The cluim that the farmers of Oregon
derive great benefit from the “protec:
tion” of) their wool is urged by our
protectioniste on all  oceasions,
They who urge it seem fto imagin
that it fully wnswers all objections to
the tarill’ system a8 un oppressive one to
our section, inssmwuch as the advantages
we receive from the protection of onr
wool exceed (he lopses we suffer
through the olstruction of trade and
the enhancement of prices for the benefit
of Fastern manufacturers, But the fact
ia that onr wool here is not protected at
all, Wool of o quality equal to ours is
worth more in  London than our wool is
worth here. Latest London quotations
show prices ranging all the way from 12
cents for the pobrest to 45 cents for the
best., The averago is better than the 20
1o 30 cents & pound which the Statemnan
bowstingly suys our furmers receive,

We send our surplus wool to the
Fastern States, The route is a long,
slow and expensive one. This, in spite
of a proteotive tariff, gives foreign wool,
on the whole, an advantage over ours,
80 that all the benefit our farmers got
from the protection of wool is infinites-
simal, if it i anything, We suppose
that no one wonld imagine that wool
from foreiga countries would be shipped,
under free trade, in any considerable
quantities into Oregon to compete with
the home product when better prices
might be realized by shipping to Glas-
gow or London,

- ——

"There is no phase of protection thut will bear
oxamination, Every part of the systemis as
wenk as the argument for the protection of wool.
The system is throughout a short-sighted game
of greed, except for the great monopolist whom
It creates and supports.”

The Tariff on Wool.

Lty Oregonian, June 10, 1882 |

Advocating “‘protection,” the Dalles
Times says: “The wool growers (of
Eustern Orogon) know fully that protec-
tion guarantees a good prive for their
elip, while free trade strikes at the very
life of the industry,"’
If this assertion were troe still jt
would not prove the protective poliey to
be u just and wise one. N s for
wool make high prices for woolen goods ;
and there are twenty persons who wear
woolen goods to one who produces wool,
Why should the twenty be taxed for the
benefit of the one? Oregon is bossted
A8 # wool-growing State, and s0 it is;
and yet even in Oregon, there are twent ¥
persons who want cheap clothes to one
who wants dear wool. Here, in a dozen
words of one syllable, is & camplete and
overwhelming answer to all the elabor-
ato argnments ever made in the effort 1o
show the alleged importance of “‘protect-
ing" the wool-grower. Buot even the
small wool-grower himseli—he who has
i few sheep and whoss annnal clip is a
fow hundred pounds of wool—loses more |
by the enhanced cost of clothing to him-
soll and fuwily than he gains through
the higher price for his wool: so that
the actnal beneficiaries of the system

{ wre the groat wool-growers and the mo-

nopolist manufacturers, There is no |
phase of protection that will bear ax |
amination, Every part of the system is
s wedk as the srgument for the protec-
tion of wool, Thesystem is, throughout,
a superficial and short-sighted game of
greed-—except for the great monopolist |
whom it creates and supports. With

them it is 0 studied and profound game
of greed, part of which is to make Ia
Our policy | classes suppose the
interest of | protected by a system which either does
not protect them at all, or actually robs
them.

rge
y are favored and|

—_— s sl |

““Why should our Industries here |

dustry at

infatuation which belioved In
witehcraft and siavery." (

Tariff Policy. i

(Daily Oregoniin, April 19, 1582] |

lowing: Tobacco, ten, coffee, chocolate |
and cooon, wine (classed as one), dried |
fruit, chicory, spirits, gold and silver
plute (classed ud one), beer, vinegar,
laving cards, pickles, malt and sproce.
,l"hl'u is the whole list of commodities on
which England imposes tariff duties.
The first five are commaodities nob
duced in England; the duties on these
cannot, therefore, be in any sense pro-
tective, With respect to the others the
projective featare 1s obviated by the im-
position of u corresponding excise duty
on the like commodities produced in the
British lslands, Thus the English tariff
is strictly and literally a for rev-
enue rm{)’. It creates no monopoly,
licenses no spoliation, sanctions no prac-
tice of reciprocal rapine. It is not the
product of jobbers banded together to
force up prices of commodities in which
they nre personally interested, and to
compel the consumer to pay them,

On the other hand the American tariff
list comprises some four thousand arti-
¢les or commodities, more than two-
thirds of which return practically no rey-
enue at all over the cost of collection.
The duties are not levied for revenue,
but chiefly for the aggrandisement ol a

gald in favor of its modarnte and tem-
porary application, is seen to have ho-
come the means for gross nbuses
gystematic robbery and oppression.

. L] . . ] w L]

lles the great strength of our
'glorious protective system."** Pro-
toction Is n legalized form of rob-
bery, which makes the farmer foot |
the bllls ofthe Manufacturer."

Call for Tariff Reform.
[Dally Oregonlan, Feb, 15, 1582,
. . L] ] " . L

But these incongiuities of the system

are not to be removed. The steel mo-
nopoly, intrenched in power, refuses to
allow revision of the tarifl’ in the ready
way ol act of Congress, but proposes a |
commission, which may be ready to|
report in two or four vears hence, or|
may never be ready. The object clear]
is, first, to delay sction ae long as possi-
ble and, second, to secure & report from
the commission which would defend the
existing system and afford no relief to
the country. Congress is controlled by
the combined monopolies which are en-
abled by the laws to fleece and plunder
the people; and what is even more dis
couraging ia the fact that large nombers
of the people are deloded and misled by
the shallow sophistries put forth as ar-
guments in support of the system by the
beneficiaries of it. It is anmazing that |
one should believe that these bene- |

manufacturing class at the cost of con-
sumers generally, Under a proper tariff
gystem the object is revenue for the use
of the government. Under our system
the object is the shutting out of compe-
tition }mm abroad so that home monop-
olies may charge what price they like,

But we are told that our manufacturers
cannot compete on equal terms with
those of Enrope, This requires us to be-
lieve that the incalculable national ad-
vantages of the United Siates are not
enough to sustain manufacturers, Hence
it is necessary to grunt the American
manufacturer the privilege of extorting
an wdvance over the market price of his
{goods. As American manulsctures are
not and cannot be remuncrative a ays-
tem mus. be employed to enable the
manufactureér to extort from the con-
gumer u bonus over the natural price of
the goods und #o cover his losses and
make n profit. Thisis the protective
system on the showing of its own adyo-
Cites,

By whiom is this bonus puid? By the
whole people, but chiefly by the workin
and agricolturul classes, who are sad-

the benefits. But if is claimed that the
artisan i8 furnished with employment
and the agricalturist with a “home mar-
ket.” How is the artisan protected?

by being privileged to exact high prices
from the consumer; but where is the

wre no customs to keep out labor, Com-
petition has unrestricted sway, and as a
matter of faet the mass of toilers in the
protecied manufactures are foreigners,
whose swmall pay in the great manu-
fmeturing states, as Pennsylvania and
Massachusetts, gives them no advan-
tage over the sa-called Jmupur labor of
England, Hence the distress, strikes
.nJ tarbulence 8o constantly reportad,
True, wages are something higher, but
only nominally so. The workingman
loges more by high prices than he gaina
by the better wages. Again, as to w 3
the protected employer does not pay hia
operatives on a philanthropic plan,” He
is ruled by the market rates, and he
takes advantage to the fullest extent of
the competition which the necessities of
the workingmen force among themselves,
The “howme market"” argument is equally
unsound, Though protection were aban-
doned wheat anﬁ corn and beef and pork
would still be eaten, The farmer eannot
lose his market. The "home market"
argument, of which so much is made,
comes to this, viz. : Pension consumers
to buy the products of agriculture: sub-
sidize arlii;:rns mhsell!u at L:he fs{m gate d'
tha ma at aloss

ﬁ of ?mlr pmﬂigztm will pnn,'l:::a
the farmer’s abundance. But the farmer
gets no more for his whest in the home
market than in the foreign market. In
faet the foreign market regnlates and
governs home market. American grain
sells in the marketa of the world on & par
with the produce of the serfd of Russia
and Roumanin, and the American farmer
cannot help himsell, He has no pro-
teetion, and it is he who competes with
“pauper labor.”” Hence, also, though
rotection cannot raise the price of a
yushel of wheat by a single penny, it can
{and does repress and obstruct the export
of our agricultural products, There are
countless points to which the froit of our
#oil might be shipped if we were per-
mitted to take our pay in the commodi-
ties there produced. We should not be
forced to pay the enormous ocean freights
exucted on the wheat we do export ii ves-
sels conld rur[v cargoes both ways, But
exchange is obstructed by law; there is
no free exchavge; “'protection’ wllows
only & partial and indirect trade, and a
partial and indirect trade means such
costs for [reights, insurance and ex-
change that the Americin farmer is
beaten before he begins the competition,

But the progress and thrift of the conn-
try are appealed to as proofs that pro-
teetion has been a benificent policy, All
is attributed to protection. It does not
vogur to those who Jook at the subject
only in a superficial way that this prog-
ross 18 not the result ol protection, but
has been gained in spite of it, The
wealth of nature is here and all our
errors of industrial policy cannot prevent

dled with the burdens and have none of |

The manufacturer & secured againat loss |

protection for the workingman? There |

BN
ﬁt:{ariea of the gystem are insisting on its |
maintainance ont of purely philanthro- |

ic motives. Their assertion that the
[Fsboring classes are interested in the |
| maintainance of a high protective tariff
is just what might be expected from that |
{source. Itis un essential part of the de-
| ception. If you are going to rob s man
with his consent, and not only have him
| satiefied with it but even enthusiastic
I about it, you must first make the worst
| appear to him the better reason. Other-
wise there will be trouble with him, No
imposition Is too gross to cateh stupid
| people, and herein lies the great strength
[of our “glorions protective system.”
tJudging from the census returns, there |
are now probably three and o half mil-
lions of persons enguged in or concerned |
with manufactures and mechanical and |
mining industries in the Unitad States, |
Now protection requires that forty-six
and u half millions of people shall be !
taxed in order (hat thess three millions |
and & half should have better wages,
That is the lheur; of proection, not the |
fuct. The fact is that it does not im- |
prove the condition of the three millions
and & half, while it does impose heavy |
burdens on all the rest. For example,
in order that five Eustern manufacturing |
firms should be bolstered up, the price of |
steel, of which immense quantities are |
used, is doubled. Its effect is to make |
the shipper und passenger on all the
railroads pay increased rates and to keep
down the wages of railroad employees ; |
| 1o incrense the cost of the farmer's tools
and machinery, and at the same time to |
{ erect & barrier botween bim and the for-
eign consummer to whom his surp.us
products must be sold, It must be re-
membered, however, that protection
does not {ll’utﬂ:f- & tithe of all the persons |
|ewployed in manufactaring and me-
| chanical industries. Its immediate bene-
{fits are limited to the line of industry
{ bolstered up by it, and which thersfore
femploy more hands than they other-
wise might do, This is a very small
{ proportion of the three and & half mil-
{ lions—probably not more than one mil-
lion all told.

It is neither honest nor philosophieal
{ to tell the working clusses that their in-
terests are all bound up with protection.,
and it is politically impradent, for the
reason that the sgricultural class is very
much larger than the manufacturing anid
mechanical, and that jis interests are
most assuredly not identical with those
of the protectionists. The necessity for
tarifl reform has been growing clearer
for several years to all eandid observers
of national progress, und even the vro-
tected manufacturers have scemed to
renlize that they conld not mueh longer
hope to fatten upon foreed contributions
and confiseations from the country at
lmgn. Removal of obstroctions to trade
in the natural philosophy of all who gain
their living by work, Lnugh they are
very upt to mistake their troe interests,
Protection is a legalized form of robbery,
whicli diminishes the puarchasing power
of the wages of “protected’’ lnbor ,w ar-
tificially enhaneing prices, which makes
the farmer foot the bills of the manufue-
turer, which robs Peter to pay Paul
which restricts product
and which, therefore, Is opposed to every
rational and enlightenad system of fsesl
and industrial science, The question is
now how much longer will this national
abuse be noheld? No part of the coun:
try is pressed by it on the whols so
severely as ours. We labor under all
disadvantages which it creates, and
have no share in its compensations suchi
as they are,

. ]
lon and commerce

Thus our labor suffers from a
system of robbery, disguised wnder
Jforms of quackery for pretended
protection of _tmevican  labor.
The stupidity that docsn*t see it
particularly on this coast, where
the producing classes are so plainly
the vietims of it, ix phenominal
and pevhaps hopeless,«=aily Ore-
gantan, Ogtoler 21, 1851,

LRL

“We tax the raw materials of the
woolen manufacturing industry in

tection of 'American’la
| The stupidity’that”doesn’t
' gee it, particularly on this
coast, whora’the'produclng

The English ljl"._V list UOlllpr'll’! juEll “'o lmpo.i“an Is too great to da'.a. are so plﬂiﬂly tho
fifiegn commodities. They are the fol- | oateh stupid people, and herein y

bor.

letims of it, is phenominal

and perhaps hopeless,--
Dail

i Oregonian, (vt 21, 1881,
.

“Manufacturing industry Is fast.
ened as a leechlupon agricultura|

Industry and Is gorging with the
profits.”

Agricultural Statistics,
[ Dally Otegonlan, Fobruary 18, k82 |
L L] ] . L » L]
The statistician (report of the Commis.
sioner of Agriculture for 1880) exhibits
the relative importance of agriculture as
a contributor to our export trade, as fol-
lows:
o o rpr.

ATH S 7
- B8040, 184

These figures show in a most striking
manner that our vast teade with foreign
nations is the result chiefly of the work
of the farmers, All other forms’of in-

dustry in the United States are hut
trifling in comparison with that of agri.
culture, and yet agrieulture is not only
not “protected," l{mt is taxed to main-
tain other industries which claim the
favor of government. Manufacturing jn-
dustry i8 fastened us & loech upon agri-
caltural industry and Is gorging with ths
ta. In our enstern states, where Ju.
r is cheap and the market wide, man;.
facturers accumulate colossal fortunes
under this system, which taxes con.
stantly the greatest industry of the soun-
try for their benefit. For our many.
factures there Is no foreign market worth
naming since other natious undersel] us
(in_every part ol the globe. Goods pro-
duced under our system can't compete
with those of other countries, and coy-
sequently can’t secure a foreign murket,
But they monopolize the home market
At high priced, as the daties are virtually
prohibitory, and the consequence is that
the American farmer, who is forced to
meet the competition of the whole world
in production of grain and cotton, is not
allowed the benefit of the world’s com-
petition in the parehase of manufactared
commodities, but is obliged to pay the
prices  which protected monopolists
choose to exadl. Our agricultare would
be inﬂnitelJ MOre Prosperous  were it
disburdened of this system and its con-
sequences,

“What does Senstor Edmunds or My,
Blnine tnink to-dsy about thelr pet
theory that & protective tarl makes o
‘home market' for the Amerlean farmors’
wheat, corn and pork by keeplng out for.
elgn goods? Does the Amerionn farmer
#eriously  belleve to-day that he I«
specially enriched by u protective tarli
which promised to make for him n ‘home
market? It looks very much an if wheat
rose and fell without any reference to our
protoctive tarlil, as If wages were high or
low without reference to a protective
tarim."

Wheat and the Tariff.

[ Daily Oregontan, November 4, 154 l
The Milling World recently said:
“The farmers of the United States wonld
trday be getbing 20 cents & bushel losy
for their wheat than they now et were
it not for the protective turifl of 20 conts
& bushel imposed on imported whoeat by

our govertment." Thisis saying that
protection raises the prive of American
wheat to the exact amount of the tarifl
tax laid on imported wheat, and thos
puts 00,000,000 or 20 & year into the
pockets of our larmwes, estimuting the
wheat crop at 450,000,000 bushiels, This
is absurd, beeause the pricy of our whest
in not affected at all by our tariff on im-
ported wheat; the price of our whole
crop depends un tha prico of one asepbuse,
whilch §s sold in the free murker of v
erpool i competition with the surplis
wheat of all other grain Rrowing coun;
tries. O course, since our tarill on.
wheat cannot fix the price of wheat in
Liverpool, it does not fix jus price in
Chicago, What does Senator Edmunds
or Mr. Blaine think to-day about their
pet theory that a protective tariff m
4 “home market” for the
farmers' wheat, corn an
ing out foreign goods?
ean farmer seriously believe today thut
he 16 specially enriched hy o protective
tariff which promiscd to muke for him 'Y
“home warket?"' It looks very much
us if wheat rose and fell without any
reference to onr protective tariff, ns if
wages were high or low without refersnes
to & protective tariff,
1 L L] L

nkes
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I pork by keep-
Does the Ameri-
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“"Me s for Protecting one and all,
and dauntiessly advocates the
great principle that we all can get
rich by taxing each other."

Dally Oregonian, October 50, 1880,

Mr. John Roach, the ship-builder wis
recently before the tariff commission.
He favored that body of investigators,
as well asan excessively “protected"
country, with his views, which the New
York IWorld has admirably condensed
and analyzed,  He sppeared in fonr
characters; but it wasin his character
a8 furmer that he most eujoved the bles-
sings of protection, As a wrmer he en-

joyed Plrina
ful, us to say that » tariff on coul, which , and fron are gencrally situafed so olose ilder,

| L bonl combination 1o restrict | 10gether that the former can eusily be
lmlun'uu@g. whiel reduces the amiug. worked with the lutter,  Fourthly, while
ol the winer, and 1o artiflcially put up | Whe iron and coal of Europe are fur down
the price of coal, thua swolling s eost below the surfuce onrs ure wlmost upon
of the workingman's luel, wan “protee |1t Fifthly, otr iron and eoal aupp‘\i-m
Hon'' W lalr. are in close proximity (o the market
A mouting of operatives in e textile  Nixthly, ;Ilur A adjacent o the great
industries of Pennnylvania lust spring | food  producing conter of the United
t;ummlunlilhm to Congrons, in which :“.l:.‘.l' "':::';\l I ﬂ“;.'du“l:“'i‘ to supply
they sald : *'It Is no longer necessary 1o Ml the éaten by ™0n warkers
wn:r tarope o fAnd l"':::" labor, We Of Europe. Therefors, without any pro hibita the exchangs of products, = Of
bave Ut lere in our fron wnd conl mines, 'eolion at allit i shown onr iran mas- | course we are ohliged 10 Kubtit s we of
working for & duy, and skilled e could afford to pay one handmd per  the agricnlinral states have small power
wonlen  ©ent inore wages 1o thelr workmen than in the national Congress, But st henst
cents oy they do foraign comuotitisn wonld  we ean lot it be known that we are not
taly in pak- | Wfoot them. " But the protectionista do - %o gullible as to aceept without protest
i railroad | 1ot care for domonstrations. Whon the and as il we were perfoctly satistied
Poles mud Boxt presidential enmpaign coves o (herewith, the sophisws and the result-
| flolds  they will have their throats to working  ing njastiee wnd loss of the policy of
collvoted by menh posted up in thelr furnaces _ Y
ronu of Srathe a0 mills, jost as they did by 1850, aud et A
protectionist, from  not until the pesple who Labor tue thele

siriking " Bul these men must be hypoepites for

vondition thinking 1o some secount,
Ivanin 8 redross their griev ¥ voling "hey beave the Amerionn lbarer o sthrys
1o “ndvance while they ran helr mills with ‘panpers’

tish | wil ¥ make a
day, bat towand independence and betior cirgnm. lmported from Bwrope. This ls pratee-
: tun fur the master and sol for the wan,"

upon thut prowperity if Great Britain
should levy soch doty on American
hreadstulfs as would make it profitable
to develop the agricaltunil resourves of
Australin and the railway system of Rus-
sa?  Our lurgest costomer will not
always puy her balancs in oash, nor is it
wiir intorest that she should do so, She
wants our products and we want hers,
But the protectionist sits as toll gathersr
at the gate, and for his own protit pro-

Pittsburg?" s development, We have had slavery,
| droughts and pestilence, a great civil
| war, and we know not bow many oilh"
[ Dally Oregonlan, Javoary 20, 1583 ) :’]‘N:L’::;'vpg:?i“l .ﬂl:l 1 Y ?: I'I:"w;' !
There is an indastry here that is very ;:“_y due to these ovils! Haa it not
much interested in tin-plate. Tt wants ,eospent in #pile of them n«!’d all the
tin'plate lo be as cheap as possible, so | othwr evils “rl;s.iue:o{l::lu:mh?’
that something may be made out of the I‘Eh?:l S e i gnn as yot overcome
canning business, Therefore the pro- ;" )“ patural advantages. Bnt here,
position lo donble the duty on this i""" Wm js an almost incomprehensible
articlo is not a pleasing one.  Portland's |10 It is admitted that our people
board of trade and Astoria’s chamber of | id trade [reely with foreign nations
comunerce have protested  Similar pro- .““u' were allowed. Their interest
tests have been addressed tﬂ(‘ungmn-u 1d lesd them to it. Recognizing this
from other quarters, Many newspapers ‘:2 in steps_the man who wants o ob-
have joined in the effort 1o prevent the trade that he may get high prices,
incroase of the duty. 1t seems the way, '“m:‘d“ tho government to take his
und feeans commitiee have beon inducwg ud The time will come when men
to advance the rate by & statement {rom part. find it ak difficult to conceive that
Pittaborg to the offect that if Congress "ill ve and absul
will su Uy protect the tin-plate j,,.  this have prevailed as they
dostey “it will provide a livelihood for , | #veF A u.lhi perversity which once
of ‘“mululmdzg‘d"""m"
infatuation which believed in witch-
creale an industry ut Pittsburg? 1y ) |the - v
fnir? The Chicago Times stales the g | craft a0d slavery.
for us when it mys: I it will uot gy =t
that it amopelive. it
s A Live Question.
[Daily Oregoaisn, Way 14, 18|

a way that protects nobody. It & ship-bu e

keeps out foreign wools that we master; but a

need to mix with our native flesces that he enjoys [ muon-
and by restricting the varioty of st simply bocause & & sh ilder,
fabrios which na:d bobm:n I':or.. nmuwmﬁm master he takes
I e dema r American more other peapls
lﬂ’m"m ets than IIL own, At least

w8 0f the TarifY,  divided, it is. the former §
Partisan Views of the Tariff, divided, o1
[ i % bles and the bui
¢ lDn:l;r Dr:xu m.u. Ju[: |n:11 ; . m . ship-
A writer who presents the subject on | #eems (o
rational instead of on partisan grounds, ' [rmer who
alter showing that the annual valus of
the wool prodacts of the country for the |
census year 1850 was $£41,083, !
that the value of our exports of
e h&'m.'-ﬁ ual truth  be has to (]
1 , SAYE W L
mmﬂh& u:{'be ;:Izm of iron mastera mﬂuﬁng that sum.
mn N romarks,
ind , but for one
MMI MT:;?l: the prinei- -

The Tin-plate Tax.
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shonld ocar industry bhers bo hm‘l‘h;:,

to make ﬁﬂ'm withont Btion, L | wyhe mass of the people want justios
is becuuse Immhlﬁunm' 1 of awindling, freclom instend of
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| Pally Oregonian, March 11, L8
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recelive
iy than the
Indus-

- Itls growing clearer overy day that
The Wages In Burope and the American laborer will never b ade
: quately protecied until the pauper la

[Dally Ovegonian, Deesmber () 15 | boress of the old warld, ss well s the
The wages of hricklayem aad masons Product of his toil, s kept out of the

that could be colleeted from the
A0, in Herlm 91206, and n New York (he Congressionsl Record we
‘h’n

In all four places, for & ampler demonstration of this troth
varying from two 19 four monthe

; among the
e Biopatchen foom Treland the other day
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