THE FALLACIES OF

PROTECGTION!

From the Standpoint of the

Daily Oregonian ==

Wool and Lumber Ought
to be Free.

A Tax on Sugar is for
Revenue and Not
Protection.

A Characteristic Ruse.
Fres Whiskey and
Tobacco.

e —

On no other suhject (Protection) In
shere so much effort made to mis
afy and befog the people. Perhaps
she reason ls it pays w do so. It
mast bo owned, too, that the bene-
ficiarios of the system are highly
wwooesstul In thelr duperics of the
people  at large.~Oregonian, Feb-
mary 3, 1882,

INTRODUCTORY.

Exiracts contained in this paper
are oditorial articles taken from the

Oregonian, covering the period from
1880 to 1887, inclusive. They
somprise only a part of much that
that paper has bad to say during
the time mentioned on the subject
of protection and tarifl reform, and
in exposure of the impolicy and in-
Justice of the present system. They
demonstrate the soundness of the
views contained in President Clevo-
ad's tariff messsge, and are in
perfect sccord with all the essentinl
features of the Demooratic position
on the tariff. They show conclu-
sively that wool and lumber should
be free, and that the tarifl' sn sugar
is "' o tax for rovenue.” These ar-
toles expose in advance the fallacy
of revenue reduction, proposed by
the Republican platform, by abol-
Ishing the internal revenue tax,
thus making whisky ard tobaceo
free, while the necessuries of life
are male dear. In short, these ar-
ticles are unanswerable arguments
in support of the policy of the
Democratic  platform and eandi-
dates upon the tarill question,

Aside from their intringio valoe,
as a contribution to Democratic
sampaign literature, these articles
havo a special value as an expres-
sion of the opinions of one of the
ablest and bost known Republicans
on the acifin Coast upon the vital
questions of the canvass, made
during a  serien of  years
when these questions were not in
lasue between the partics, and when
their eonsideration was not biased
by the projudice of party politios,

“Long ere now, had oot the Demos
sntiec party with s charcteristic
plgheadedness, persisted in s at-
moks on the setthements of the war,
wherfwonld have been & reckoning
on the sulject of welll plunder, the
navigation); laws, dishosest money
and the entire schome of quackeries
sustalued by Jgreed, ignorancs and
demagogery in  combination—and
sowfif the Democratic party s dune
with s folliow, the reckoning will not
We very much longer dolayed.”

Protection “is & good polley o pils
up the profita of the protected monop-
elist, buts bad one for us out of whom
the profits are drawn,

[Dally Oregonian, p«’- ||.'::n(]}m

A in addressed to the .
imn :ylnaq:,rmwhouad fts remarks of
eutorday on ““Losa of the carrying
rade,” The lnquiry is as follows, vis:

[ we prixduee ul] matorinls that enter lute
obllmtd u'g. vin: thmber, irou, efe., Jam st loss

[ what yeu relerto by remarking;
| “But nr«h am the dutles levied an materd

that go lnta shipbulldiag,” ete.  Will you F"'Sm

| explain In what mauner sald duties are
on home produced materiais?

This inquirer is misled by his own
confuslon of terms. Though duties mre
not levied on home-produced materiala
that enterinto shipbuilding, yet the cost
of such malerials are enormously
our aystem of protection, We
refuse (o fet in the foreign wrticls, but in-
vite the aeer of the home article to
mako the price excessive, and ‘‘pro-
tect” him in doing so. Just as our tarifl
on steel rails increases the cost of all
stoel ralls in this country, whe'her Im-
ported or produced here, ko our tariff on
shiphuilding materiels increases the cost
of all uls of this class. Herein is
ome of the caunses why shipboilderns of
the United States cannot compets with
thoss of other conntries, That we have
in our country all pecessary ebipbuild-
ing materinls is & bootless boast, 8o long
un our tarifl policy makes them so costly
that we cannot use them.

A duty ought to bae laid on thess arti-
oles which will produce a clsar revenus
at loast for colleetion. b » L
Sugar (s ons of thess, {3
is » tax for revenus, and is directly
opposed in principls and effect to & duty
imposed for protection,—Oregonian, Feb.
24, 1881,

The reduetion of the revenue on sigar
’TM b" the bill i lll.m.m. and
exeepting the woolen schedule, is nearly
twice an much as are all others combined.

® ® % Buton ecorrect prin
eiples of taxation there ought o be a
Mgher duty on sugar than on any other
artiele on the dutiable kot~ Roger Q.
Milla, July 21, 1881.

Sugar, Revenne and Proleetion,
[Daily Oregoninn Peburary 34, 181, |
Again the principle known as {re
does not contemplate the total re
moval of duties, Buch a result would
not be contemplated, even if it were for
any reason desirsble, Revenue must he
had and no method for ralsing revenne
hian ever been devised which has, on the
whola, been so satisfactory aa levving
duties on imports. The whole question
st issue turns on the principle npon
which thess duties are to be imposed.
A duty ought to be laid vpon these aiti-
cles which will produce & clear revenue
at least for collections.  Bugar is one of
thess, Coffer and tea are also admire-
bly adapted to the same end, though our
laws hlundaringlr exempta them from
duty,  When such articles are taxed the
whole of the tax goes into the pablic
treasury. It ie o tax for revenue, and is
gu:'.luy cinmmmd I'n |:rluipln’und el#l:l
aduaty im or ‘' protection.” o
object of those laws s not revenue, but
prohibition of importations, in order to
give the home market o the protected
olnas at hl'y]h prices. The members of
the Iron and Bteel Assoclation profiting
immensely under this system, under
stand its effects well enough. how much
soever their organ may attempt to dis-
guise them.

L] . L]

Fortanes tor the Few,

[Dally Oregoninu February 2, 1882, )
. L] Ll L . L]

A limited class have conceived and put
in practice the doctrine that it is a good
scheme for them to muke the great bod
of the mﬂo pay high prices for commaod-
itios which the comparatively small class
have to sell, and the government is
called fnto rob the many for the benefit
of the few, This is “protection’ and
all there Is of it.  On no other subject in
there so much effort to mistify and bef
people,  Porhiaps the resnon in that it
pays todo so. It mnst be owned, too,
that the beneficiaries of the system are
highly successful in thy practice of their
duporios on the people st large.

Thus our labor suffers from a sys-
tem of robbery, disguised wnder

The
stupudity that doesn't see it, particu-
larly on thiz const, where the produc
ing classcs are so plainly the victims
of it, ix phenomenal and perhaps
hopeless.—~Daily Oregonian, Oct, 21,
1881,

protection of Awmerican labor,

s, 7 E e
& Mr. Carlisle 13 in no semse @ free
There 12 no reasom o be
Jrightened over Mr, Cariiale’s inten-
tentione, and the Republicans who
are commencing an alarmist's cam-
pasgn for 1884 are making a mis
take,"

trader,

———

The proposal to aholish internal tax
while keeping np the excessive and ,‘::.;
lihiuzdnll:‘n lovied under the exis-
§ svslem Yprotection,” pean
cbu\: whisky and dear clothings an m:
taxed beer barrel and an exoessive tax
on ironin any form;

all this Is to assure continunee of nor-
s 10 eastern fron masters

lers, wood pul jtors, and
the whole train d':&'m:u who ‘:‘,,‘

|;M-i:‘1""n the upn?- of the con-
mers e country,— [ail '
lan, Oct. 3, 151, Ty Oregoo

A Great Discovery,
Oregonian. November 7, |

taxes that tuoas i

o
be collected. That, hl.lhhh::r“ those
rale as possible wi

in- | allowed 1o buy and consume.

Jorms of quackery for the pn'!mdr‘dl

centives 1o frands and so delesting the
object. Another thing, if we strike off
the one handred millions of revenue an-
noally obtained by the tronsury
th these taxes, then no modifica-
tion llrhbemiﬂon impo:r will bo pos-
sible, There is a tax on the necessar
of life smountiog to probably $500,000,-
000 & year, which is pald by constmers
of which, however, only about one-thi

goss into the national treasury, while the
other two-thirds are divided as
bounties among (avored individ
corporatfon~. Free trude in these neces:
sary commodities is not expected or de-
sired, but s reasonable modification and
and reduction of the rates of duty ought
to be granted. At any rate, whisky and
tobaeco ought pot be the only free arti-
cles which the American eltizen I8

and

“ Great Britain pays higher aver-
age wages under free trade than
¢ither France or Germany under
protection, and the Uuited States
pays relatively no higher wages in
her crowded mining districts, in
proportion to the relative cost of liv-

ing, than Great Britain,”
RS U —

* The talk of protecting American
labor s a juggle and a farce since the
system does not protect, but, on the
contrary, actually oppressss the larger
part of the labor of the country.”

“ The lumber duty is the most in-
cxewsable folly and iniquily of the
whole monatrous bundle of iniquities
and absurdities called the tariff law.”

The Lumber Tariff,
[Dally Oregonfan, Pebruary 29, 18631

The lumberman of this country, so lar
88 their views have found expression,
care nothing one way or another abont
the question of free lamber. The busi-
ness is _here so well adjosted upon the
proper basis of supply and demand that
they bave no fear of competition with
British Columbia. In any event, there
in no danger of over supply or redoced
price. But in the old northwest there is
much division of sentiment. Lumber
men ire to removal or reduc
tion of the Ll because, they ‘mnkly
say, 1t will bring Caanda lumber into
the country and redoce the price. From
the point of view of the consumers of
lumber, who outnumber the dealers sev-
eral hundred to one, these are oxcellent
reapons for reducing or removing the
duty. From the point of view of the
national good, without reference to the
costof the article, s change in the law
which will increase the importation of
lumber, and check the rapid consnmp-
tion of our own pine, is most desiruble.
The lumber daty ja the most inexcusa
ble folly and iniquity of the whole mon-
atrous bundle of iniquities and abwurdi-
ities called the tarifl law. It cuts two
wiys, 1t taxes the consumer to encour-
age the destroction of the forests. Lum-
ber is & peculiar prodoct, in that it is
limited in quantity, and, once the sup-
ply is exbausted, eanoot be replaced for
soveral generations, The law should
study the preservation of the forests in-
ul of enconraging their extinction,
should stimulate instead of iibiting
the Imruuou of supplies from other
countries,

* The unprotected classes not only
supply the whole country with their
products free of bounty, but erport-
ed a surplus exceeding §800,000,000
last pear, turning the balance of
trade heavily' in our favor, paying
off our foreign indebledness and dif-
Jusing ' prosperity over the land in
defiance of the high tarifl handicap-
ping of pampered greed, which, like
the horse leech's daughter, eries
always for more.”

sl PO
Protected and Non-Protected Indas-
try,
Oregonlan, January 2, 182,
L] . L] L] L]
Thus it appenrs that ninety per cent.
of our exported products are of the
“noneprotected” and only ten per cont,
of the “‘protected” cliss, Fifty willions
of ?_mpl« ure tnxed constantly to the ex.
tent of 40 to 100 per pent, on all the man-
nfactared goods théy cousume. This
tux is eollooted of the consumers whether
they use imported or domestic many-
fnctures, and wus imposed for the pur-
pote of giving 1o the capital and labor
uf one-tenth of the people a  spegial
bounty and sabeidy Ilnbur the falla:
clous pretense that it would add o
the wealth of the whole coantry. Yel
out of the nearly $800,000,000 surplos
praducts of the country exported to for
oign nations this subeidized and pro-
tected cluss contributed loss than ten por
cenl, The wp #d classes not only
sipply the whole country with u..ﬂ
products free of bounty, but exported o
wrplus exceeding $800,000,000 Iast vear,
turnjug the balance of trade heavily in
oir lavor, paving off our forelgn  indebt-
mdness a t“mmﬂ‘f.. ity over the
land in 'f}‘“‘" “‘m.l biag: tarifl, handi-
capping of pawope greed, which, like
:Iw horedleeck's daughter, cries slwuys
ar more. .

“ Why should our industries here
be taxed to create an industry at

[Dally
.

- Pittabuerg

The Tin.plate Tax.
(Dakly Oregomian, January 20, 18%1)

There is an industry bere that is very
Tu:;. interested in tin-plate. It wants
tin-plate to be as cheap a8 possible, so
that something may b made out d'lho
canning business. Therelore the
ostlion to douhle the da oulhiim.k-ﬁ
is not & pleasiog one. 's board
of trade and Astorin’s chamber of com-
merop have protested. Rimi
have been add

erealing in. '

{en | should cur industry here be taxed to

and means committes have been induced
to advance the rate by a statement from
Sl sullienily protect the v plats
will su ntly protect ¢ n-p n+
dustry “'it will provide a livelihood for a
laige number of people.” Bat why

create an industry at Pittsburg? Is it
fair? The Chicago Times states the cass
for us when it says: “1f it will not pay
to make tin plates without protection, it
is beeause men cun do hetter at sown- |
thing else and for no other reason that it
is possible tonssign. 1t lsmuch the bet-
ter way to let men do thiur! at which
they ean make & liviog without taxing
their nelghbors, To take them from do-
iog those things and set them st thiy

at which they cannot earn & living with-
ont the help of taxes paid by their neigh-
bors, is the same thing essentially as
taking them [rom useful employmenta
and setting them at carryiog buckets of
water from Lake Michigan to Lake So-
perior.” A far greater Industry will be
taxed by the increase of the daty on tin-
plate than can possibly be creatad by it.

——

“The mass of the people want jus-
tice instead of swindling, freedom in-

stead of monopolics,”
A Live Question.
(Daily Oregoninn, May 14, 1584.)
- L - L] L]
Less than o bundred capitalists en-
gaged in the Bessawmer steel ring muke
two or three hundred gar cent, profit on

their money invested, but they pay their
workmen only the average wages, which
provide a bare subsistence. same s

true in other protected industries, The
tarifl question can no more be smothered
sm conld the slay qumin:‘ ) ‘Ewm

A cen Rgo. @ mnsg o peo-
ple mﬁqw. as well as then, justice in
place of awindling, freedom instead of
monopolies. 1f just and real reforms are
denied the refusal will only intensify the
irritation which will presently sweep
away & system which, whatever may be
gaid in favor of its moderate and tempo-
rary application, is seen to have becoms
the means for gross sbuscs and system-
atic :ubbﬂy.md op]:un&u.

“What does Benator Edmunds
or Mr. Blaine think to-day about
their pet theory that a protective
tariff makes a ‘home market’ for
the American farmers' wheat, corn
and pork by keeping out foreign
goods? Does the American farmer
reriously believe to-day that he is
specially enriched by a protective
tariff which promised to make for
him a ‘home market” It looks
very much as if wheat rose and fell
without any reference to our pro-
tective tariff, as if wages were high
or low without reference (o a protec-
tive tarifl.”

Wheat and the Tarif.

(Dally Oregonlan, Nov, 4, 1886,)

The Milling World recentiy said, “The
farmers of the United States would to-
day be cettil&m cents a bushel less for
their whoat than they now get wers it
not for the protective tarfffof 20 cents a
bushel imposad on lmnamd wheat by
onr government.” This is saying that
protection rises the price of American
wheat to the exact amount of the tariff
tax laid on imported whoat, and thus
puta $00,000,000 or so & year into the
pockets of our farmers, estimating the
wheat crop at 450,000,000 bushels. This
in sbaurd, because the price of our wheat
in not affected at all by our tariff on im-
ported wheat; the price of onr whole
cmr depends on the rrlceo{ our surplus,
which is sold in the Iree market of Liv-
errool in competition with the surplus
wheat of all other grain growing coun.
triew. Of course, since our tariff on
wheat cannot fix the price of wheat in
Liverpool, it does not fix its price in
Chicago. What does Senstor Edmunds
or Mr. Bluine think to-day about their
pet theory that a protective tarifl makes
a “home market' for the American
farmer's wheat, corn and pork by keep-
ingout foreign ? Does the Amer
fean furmer seriously believe to-day that
he in specially emh-{ml by & protective
tarifl which promised to make for him &
“hotue market ?"' g1t looks very much as
il wheat rose and fell without any refer
ence to our prolective tarifl, us if wages

were high or low withoot reference to a
protective tarifl’,

“ Our system now tends to Joster
home monopolies rather than to pro-
tect the wages of the workingman.”

" You wight as well say that if you
out off @ dog's tail and ears the sane
day he has reason to jeel highly
amused, entertaened and grateful, ax
to sag that o tarifl on coal, which
enables the coal combination (o re-
strict production, whieh reduces the
carnings of the miner and artifi-
cially puts up the price of coal, thus
swelling the cost of the worki Rgman's
Juel, was ‘protection’ to labor.”

“ He is for protecting one and all
and dauntlessly sdvocates the great
principle that we can all can get
rich by taxing each other.”

" The time will coms when men

will find it as difficalt to conceive

they now find it to account for the
perversity which once denied free-
dom of speech and press, or the in.
fatuation which believed in witoh-

that this obstructive and abeurd Clus
policy eould ever haye prevailed g= Lh

“ W tax the taw materials of the
woolen manufacturing industry in
a way that protects nobody. It
keeps out foreign wools that we
need to mix with our native flceces
and by restricting the variety of
fabrics which can be made here,
limits the demand for American
wool.”

* Manufaeturing industry is fas-
tened as a leech upon agricultural
industry and is gorging with the
profita”

Thus our labor suffers from a
gystem of robbery, disguised under
forras of quackery for protection of
American labor.  The stupidity
that doesn’t eee it, particularly on
this coast, where the producing
classes are 8o plainly the victims
of t, it is dhenominal and perhaps
hopeless.—Daily Oregonian, Octo-
ber 21, 1881,

“No imposition is too great lo
catch stupid people, and herein lics
the great strength of our ‘glorious
protective gystem.” Protection is a
legalized form of robbery, which
makes the farmer foot the bills of the

manwfacturer,”

“ But these men must bs hypocrites,
Jor they leave the American laborer
to starve while they run their mills
wiih ‘paupers’ imported from Europe.
Thia is protection for the master and
nat the man,

“There is no phase of protection
that will bear examination. Ey-
ery part of the system iz a8 wenk
a8 the afgument for the protection
of wool. The system is through-
out a short-sighted game of greed,
except for the great monopolist
whom it creates and supports.”

“ The laborers in unprotected in-
dustries in this country receive higher
wages relatively than the operatives
In protected industries,”

“But at least we can say lot it be
known that we are not so gullible as
to aceept without protest, and as if
we were perfectly satisfied therewith,
the sophismas and the resulting injus-
tice and loss of the policy of protec-
tion."

“ By the operations of a profective
tariff, the Government undertakes to
make employment for a certain fow
of the people by tazing all the rest.”

“Among the false claims of pro-
tection it (the censug of 1880) ex-

prokibitory tariff makes work plenty
and keeps wages high."

h Ay
VETO MESSAGE.
Exkcrrive Depantuers ]
Bavew, On,, Feb, 10, 18%9,(
To the Honerable, the Senate of Oregon;

I herewith return senate hill No. 75
with my dissent. This is a bill for an
Aot amendutory of the railroad commis-
sion law, which was approved Febroary
18, 1887, The amendments proposed in
the bill'berewith returned, consist sim-
piy in the evlargement of the nnmber of
commissions, without providing for any
enlargement ol the powers, It provides,
also, that the commission shall be elscted
by the legislative asserbly, instead of
being appointed by the Governor, and
omits that olause of the law of 1487
which provides that the Governor may
mmove any commissioner for canse.
The board conkisting, under the law as
it now etands, of two commissionersand
one clirk, the compensation of whom
ﬁﬁ.;uln;lo hnhi';'..‘::iu parilnum. biad noy

enough to do, owing to the pre-
scribed limitation of its powess, to l:';:»p
one man in healthy, steady employment,
and there is no reason why the tax
of should be burdened with “the
expenditure of $2,500 more for the em-
ployment of xnother commissioner, who
will really have nothing to do but to
draw his salary quarterly, when but for
this unaccountable benefaction of the

1 he might be able
iving on & farm or in
; + The omission from the
bill ander considerstion of the granting
: the power of removal by the Governor

eraft and elavery.”

|of this State, who have been

plodes i the pretense that our almost | |

" | Lafayetie

ng the entire _
all work EXCRIL (he
ding on foe P v
ok :

Thnoiluo&::ﬂ.-m b
bill.  Under our ‘et
gmmt, it in the legislaipg o

ve to make the laws, and it jg [
utive funetion to :
however, the legislature
posed in thin bill, create 5 co.
of its own nppuintrm-m,w
luws of its own ensctmeny |y
the railroads of this State, j oy
commissions in regard 1 oy
other matters of State contpy
thmlz entirely rob, if it g o
of the Hhala vl
0 Kovernment of :
er by one o ¢partmen
tate government wn{;ld w:
practical subversion of our fr ;
tions. Under the law as it pyy
with the powers of the commpiw
fined as it has been by the de
the supreme eourt of the Blals, g
m without any clerk would
been all that could” possibl find
ployment, and this bill whis ..
the number of the commissiog

in the least enlarging its P
;uch'llke oﬂ':r‘;ng " si:um p&'&’:‘

ta the

I veto the gﬁ]w’
SyLvesten Pessorn
Gow

oring for bread.

THE STATE'S FINANC:
A ogmdlh:: ;B_Mlc ~How
State Indebtedness way py

When the present wdminie
entersd on active official duty e
uary 10th, 1837, it found & stats ;
ness, amounting in round pyg)
$100,000, the principal part of
was againat the Swamp Land Fy
some other funds of a similar ehy
Alter earefully examining the b
his department, the treasurer foy
tho sum of $41,028 68 was dus the
from the United States. Thy
$23,000 00 of this had been dos ky
years, and not h"ininm
ed, bad Jspsed back into the [
smmm&?nd {l re-apprope
was necessary before it could b
The remainder had been duog e
year, This money was at oms
manded, and having been colled,
applied on the above indebted
which the state had been pyi

r cent. intereat. But properly
g on this indebtedness, the
from the sales of Bwamp Land,
thereby cotting down the i
charge, the entire indebiadnus o
state was liquidated inside of
years. And more than this, in af
to the above, nearly $25,000 (0 ha
refunded to purchasers of Swam
where the state failed to get

RIS e )
WORKINGNEN READ.

Are You Going to Endorss by
Votes this Insult?

The following letter is taken fron
O¢hooo Review, written by Knor

ton, & responsible and lbom?
lllbls.eil!uu of Crook connty, 5

laboring men ot Oregon not reig
ingnlts on the firsst Monday in Juos;

On the 17th of the month 1 met
Mayes, who is a son of Hon R
Mayes, of Wasco ecounty, and & b
of Hon, F. P, Mayes, U. 8, disuid
torney for Oregon, and while in
sation with him, I gave it ag my o
that if lma Iubu‘;:mnlmim
fupport er governor, i
would be alacudo, . To this Me

replied that the said organizatios
be bought for $10,000, This conven
occared in Prineville,

Un the 18th I again met him o
Creek. We were there when (e
arrived bringing the news that |
Thompson wus nominated by the
lican convention, wherenpon Mr, N
saidtome: *'Pennoyer is goue;
son will beat him," I asseiuld, 4
doubtful whether he could ar ni
bor organizations staid with Pensd
Mr, Maves then nsserted thai T
son could and would buy those lab
ganizations for $10,000."” J. R
wright, son of Hon, ©. M. Cartwy
said 'l guess D, P, has put @
$10,000,"
Now it is well known that the
[amily all favored Thompson inste
Moody. This appears to e o ¢
indicate how they expect to defet
noyer, Time will proye whelbe
lnbor organizations are so merei
to be bwﬁl:t. and if the eatimated
ness in which they are estimated b
"protection'” party is true or nol

SPEAKING APPOINTMENN

Hon. Robert A, Miller, Demotratie B
for Congross, and Prof. A, Leltoy, vow
Fuperiptendent of Publie Instruction. ©3
dress the voters of Oregon st the b

times and places;
Petdlston. ... Thursday, * K14
Upion. ., . .. Feiday, * WI#
mmm’e I’rld:&. - :t‘:
er Cliy wodgturday, Y LY
Bl Helena ™ ‘l'nmm‘. ol 41
Astorls | ~Toksday, = 08
Hillshiro Thureday, !.'l'
Pisrest Grove. | ~Thursday * 2124
MeMinnville ... ‘a
salem ... b

ervals < X1
Orvgun Clty i fay, * .74
Eust Portland . 2 1
ali:ln- o orruTH . 2 i
verybody tested o atten -
esperiall !nwm. B, G0 LDeNIT
Ch'l Democratic State Central Col
=

GOY. PENNOYER'S A PPOINTEE
Aylvoster Pennoyor, Democratic cesd

Governor, sud Hon. Geo. W, Webh,
eaudidate for State Tressurer, will
eltizens of Oregon at the fallowisg ton

places:
o o
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