.

“Qur system now tends to foster Philgde
home monopolles rather than to gy, 1,
protect the wages of the working-
man.”

Iphia Record, anti-protection or-
_"llin' |un{u.-|1 cireu'ution of any
paper in the state. Mr. Blaine amd his
school weat all these faots as Lord Nel-

son did when 1o r wenlwaye al

Protection and Wages. 1.5l o m-1 ut Copenhwgen thai
(Dally Oregonlan, May 3, 1551 | sathe 1 { the ud nmiral was flyiog to

a P ® . ® irom action ; he put his glass to

his blind eye and swore he could
‘ : 2 § | ye 0 * conld not s
That the value of pﬂ:{lal in the two | the sigual.” Blaine don't \:v;n to ;o.‘: n“rﬁ

countries is substantialiy equalized is | shelters himself hehind his blind ot
apparent from the fact that money can ;
now be had on undoubted security e

where exemplion from excessive tax- My the operntions of & protective rarim,

ation is assured) at about as low rates in  “the Government undertnkes (o make
American a8 in England. 1t used to be  employment for u certain few of the peo-
said that American capital conld not ple by taxing a1l the rest.”
compete with British upiu;l. and that
yrotection was as necessary for American
f‘apilll as for American labor. This Hard Times in Pennsyl-
part of the argument is substantially vania.
..n-rl.hru‘\Lr'l'. ] But xtd;c?rim& that our IDally Oregonlan, April & 1585 |
m e ed by duties wir- : "

:ﬁ?{s pmhium.-'r)'. p«mm’ still. 1t is | . Althoagh Penusylvania enjoys more of
the stronghold of the advoeates of pro- | the alleged benefits of the protective
tection. And yet we conceive it to be system than any other state in the union,
an entire fallacy—a fallacy lurking in a | it contains a greater number of unem-
,,.,I,;.,.idwl and  partial  view of the ! ploved or underpaid workingmen than
subject. : uny other. Its coal an

Ine more foreign goods we take, the ma)nufau:turing intﬂma::;l ’ul:u?nb?:; ‘trll::
more labor we must employ at home. advantages, such as they are 0} a high
To the protectionist this may appear a | tariff; and yet its miners are n,'r»rking or
paradox and yet itis one of the most | starvation wages and many of the mills
vertain truths of political science. We |are idle. The farmers huve also been
wust pay for our inports by om exports. | instructed by tha advocates of protection
We can pay for them in no other way. | that it wuulj
Our exports are created by home labor. | able. But a Pennsylvania paper says
The more we buy of foreigners, the more | that there is hardly a farm in the county
home lubor, therefore, we must employ | where it is printed that would sell for
to create the article to pay for what we more than the improvements in buildings
buy. U free trade increases our im- | and fences would cost. To this the Ver-
ports, it must therefore iwgrease our ex- | mont Watchman adds: “But it does
ports, and by consequence must stimu- | not tell its readers how it is that farming
Jate the demand for home labor. In falls so low, in the midst of great indus-
other words, every foreign purchase | tries that demand high protection in or-
necessilates the ernrloym(_ent ol domes- | der to live. These are things that onght
tic labor to create that with which the o set men to thinking, for if neilﬁer
purchase is made, We have the advan- | agriculture nor manufactures are doing
tage of England in variety and sbun- well under the coddling system of the
dance of raw materials, and in food. last quarter of a century, perhaps it
We are substantially on an equality with | would be best to try a
her in the matter of cheap capital. | system.” '
Since she has foud to import, taking| ~Having become accustomed to depend
much of it from us, and larger part of | upon the Government, the P
her raw materials also, than we, and
since her old advartage over us in capi- | tive principle shall be further extended.
tal is virtually at an end, we need not | To relieve the prevailing distress a bill
fear her competition.

than to protect the wa of the work- | improvement industries, under a board
ingman. It is admitted too, that it bears | of managers, whose duty it shall be to
hard on a people situated as we are on | give employment to legal residents who
the Pacific slope. It at once restricts | are in destitute circomstances, and with

take our products, and forces us to pay ' no fault of their own.”
higher prices for goods which
are compelled to buy. BSince

This proposition,
we | as the Philadelphia Times says, “would
] the  take money out of the workingman's
adoption of iree trade by Great right hand pocket and put it into his left
Britain, wages in that country hand pocket, and say:
have gone up on the whole average more | doing to help vou.””  And vet it des-

ments fully one-half.

alleged reduction of wages. But grant- for u certain few of the people by taxing
ing that wages might be somewhat re- all the rest to enable an indusiry to be
duced, there would be compensation for | condueted, which it is claime
it in cheaper goods, which working peo- exist without protection, It would not
ple, as well as others, must consume. be right to attribute the prevailing dis-
Moreover, wages are not a great ele- tress among the laborers of Pennsylvania
ment in the cost of manufacturing. We to the tarifl alone. But the fact that
have not the figures of the census of there is so much distress shows that the
1880 and hence we draw from those of tariff alone cannot prevent it,
1870, for illustrations on

19.40 per cent. of the value of the pro-  intoone of Goldsmith's poems:
duet in the manufacturing, mechanical,
mining and fish industries pf the United
States, The valne of the material used |
was 54 19 per cent. of the product, while
the remaining 23.41 per cent. was due to
buildings, wachinery and so on. If we
call wages 20 per cent. of the whole
value of the product and admit that
wages are 40 per cent, higher here than
in England, then the difierence is but 40
per cent. of 20 per cent., or 8 per cent.
of the whole value. Nothing could
show more convincingly that the inter-
ests of domestic labor are not at stake
here tothe extent which the protection-

How sinall of all the (15 that men endure
That part which kings or laws can cause or eure,

R

tection it (the census of 1880 ex-
plodes is the pretense that our

work plenty and keeps wages
Protection and Wages.
| Daily Oregonian, August 2, 1852 |

The census of 1880 is full of excellent

i claim. England lets in raw mate- i yl3

:T:‘; d\“‘l":‘ mi“gn ravw material frows  Feasons why tariff revision should be
ahroad 10 “protcet’’ vue interest or an | both immediate and permanent. Ol
other, The consequence is an advan-  course it does not discuss the question,

take over s in free materials, which but it collects and presents facts which
equalizes, if it does not exceed, any ad-

vantage which she can have in cheaper with their relations carry their lessonfs

labor, We can manufacture as cheaply | to all who will study them. Among the  the long run, in the general scheme of
’ ction it explodes is things, the policy does not benefit our

as she can, if we would avail ourselves | false claims of prote
Ris 2 I
of ’:” Plilr opp(.;rtu_nlhes and 11]:; “'"'h;;“: the pretense that our almost prohibitory
materia reducing wages either. Bu 4 e : o 4
as all tarifl’ taxes, like other taxes, must tarifl m_“"“‘ work plenty and kae.p.
of necessity re-appear in higher commo- wages high. Hardly any formal answer
dities, of what avail is it to the working- is needed to that assertion. The an-
man to keep up his wages by artificial tagonistic
stimulants, when at the same time and | in those sec
by the same process the manufactured  m
goods which he must consume are kept | cient reply, but the census re
up at a high rate tco? * * # a more elaborate one though in
= v

port makes

direction.

tion to restrict production, which reduces | simply with that end in view.
the earnings of the miner and artifieially steel are the most highly protected of
puis up the price of coal, thus sawelling articles in common use. 1 3
the cost of the workingman's fuel, was  were 805 companies P"":‘i"flf"*' iron ore,
‘ protectlon’ to labor.” and they prodneed 7,971,709 1ons, em-

e ploying to do the work 31,068 persons at
Protection that Kills. . o
Sy . Ui g s tl the average of workers in
It wo only: e dher.d.’ ot 'llle s pz]‘ztnertwl business in the country. The
coal companies met in New York and {o "0 ver employed in the produe
arbitrarily put up the price of one of the tion of pigand bar iron and steel was
prime necessities of life, viz., fuel. How 140,975, wllmureypi :erl\‘?': :{::!;_::ii:gd:{f);‘,:'
v !.hey sble to doit? We answer, by zLIEr ?ﬂf». ll;en:r:)l; gkilled labor than that
securing monopoly of the home market | &)\ toars This is certainly a beg-
through a protective tariff, and then com- garly pittance for skilled labor, and
bining to restrict production and putiiog something
prices artificially high. What is the re-  less protec

that is without a parallel in
ted industries ol ths m:u‘llryk.
i i { New Yor
sult? coal miner’ for tl The Free Trade League o i
\':ntr ar;r ::t. dowl:l::lru: e&r: i:s;l of n:: has issued a pamphlet which deals in “
English miner and the price vi the work- forcible manner with the infant industry

all

$1 per day for each person,

ingman’s fuel is increased. Where does ' plea. In this "-““',“’;"’U"‘”'g 9;‘5]"" nreI:
“the protection’’ of the workingman the first place our infant industries an
o in old. In the second the compiler

e ini i ? ¥ i century 8
m:lvnfl::t limfl u;al;uc::‘: 'uﬂ‘\:m ([]no:;"'zl;:ﬁ :f,ﬂ of these statistics acknow Ie.-:iuf;n that fl)_uf
ears the same day he has reason to feel Superior skill places the w orld at a ¢ ml
highly amused, entertained and grate- advantage with us ﬂ!lﬂ“)ﬂ]nllr -Ila:v
ful, as to say lh'at a tariff on coal, which and iron are generally silllfl!t" m’i '“Iw
enabies the coal combination to restrict together that the lnrmerrlanl Tmn _\.l i
prodoction, which reduces the earnings worked with the latter. Fourt If"" :; .;r.]
of the miner, and to artificially put up the iron and coal of hurnp‘.n.lr nnrl “owrI
the price of e:.nl, thus swelling the cost below the surface ours are almost uy

i ’ “ . it. Fifthly, our jron and coal supplies
‘l)i[nr‘;hel:'i:‘:,:)nr‘m‘“' S DS peonet are in close proximity to the market.

i 3 r s are adjacent to the great
A mPetu:E Sixihly, they are adjac

| i ') ¢ of the United
ind Pen ia last spring |food producing center o :
i'::"':?'t{l:.l-etitiun :I{:,g;;::':u in uPhiu'lf States, which is relicd npon to su wply
they said :  *“It is no longer nécessary to half the frane;ah-n' by ”l"l.] ::]nln u:':p::‘
or Eur abor. e of Europe. Therefore, without an)
;I'a”\":ifgrr:einwwﬁr'?mrm;mrminue tection at all it is shown our lmln ;nw
working for 75 cents @ day, and skilled ' ters could afford R 1;:2:::”:
i i : cent wore wages to their work! '

ﬁi.m:tm:,“ [ou!l'e.ceo:;lo:n ;?inf:u:;.’: they do before foreign comuveliti m_uu-ll
day.” ‘I’h; Aad labor of Ttaly is tak- affect them.” But |I|P_|'rr-ler!{-{n:.nt.¢ ;\r{
ing the place of the Irish in railroad |00t care for demonstrations. WHeS (W
building and road work, the Poles and next pyv.enleniml _ﬂl.l’lilin:lf: i A
Hungarians swarm in the coal fields ' they will have _lhmr'l;ﬂn b 2o A
-*}“"Jhling to the testimony collected by :l':‘e;‘Im'fdi:::t':‘”t':l‘:v"a%?‘in 1580, and
t Qtatic. | ANC s, .y .
|1:-[: P:uhnutyl l:miru:a Bulreri%noi‘sl. ';:_:;i not until the people who labor turn 'tkh“ ir
lhe'lipa of English miners, the condition thinking to some account, ""”l' “\r':.nig::
of the mi"‘" worse mlpﬂmﬂ!l““i. “"i: Tldrr“n:i::lr ’;le\{::?riﬂw ‘,.a'lunm
than § i | Wi ey ms i dvance
m.:lnr:arl:m(:, leﬂsm'in ;Thl;e d:l’rll;::“ toward independence and betler circum
Mi}ﬂ. days in the vear; he does not get Stances. :
as Liigh wages in money, but he does not

e .Iﬂ]ish rent, his foel i very cheap; @' The laborers in unpr:uc:::.il:
nor is_he swindled by company stores. dustries In this o?ur: n"“m e
The English miner gets house, garden higher wages nlatny.d B
and coal for 25 cents a month and the operatives in protect

of operatives in the textile

an

o

'I"{’ml'lh! m{' the taxes on the homlr. tries.”’ _

¢ gets medical attendance and medi-

tine at the same rate when needed. The Wages in Europe
While it is true as a general fact that the America.

average of wages in the United States is o Oregeains DOGNSC R, WOL)
higher than in Great Britain, and the Daily Oregoniat

The wages of brickiayers indl masons
in London are §1.50 per !ll'?.'ll‘l }tnn.
$1.40, in Berlin $1.25, and in New York
$4 per day. In all four places, for a
period varying from two to four months
of each vear, very little, if any, wages
are garned, in consequence of the inter:

condition of the working class, as a
whole, is better, it is not true in those
Very mining districts and industries we
!ax ourselves so heavily to nrotect.
John ., Butler, chief nt of the
Penneylvania Bureau of Industrial Sta-
tistics, in & recent speech declared that
Sl tarilly are injarions te labor, aud the

‘“Among the false claims of pro-

almost prohibitory tariff makes

lumnu:g of the weather with building
Operations, Wile in London there are
estimated to be 25,000 bricklayers, 40,-
000 bricklayers and masons in Paris and
10,000 bricklavers in Berlin, the esti-
mated nunber in New York is 4,000
There is, says the Boston Herald, ‘‘in
proporiion to the nuwnber of inhabitants,
& much larger amount of work performed
in New Yoik than either of the three
named European capitals; and, while it
18 eaid that in Londen, Paris and Berlin
quite a pn‘;|k1rti-_-n uf these mechanics are
'.‘)_ut of Ii‘orh, H‘d consequence of stagiie:
lun in the building trade, it is bahle
| that the New York brichl‘yet I\'ra?ea.mn
| #4 per day periorwms, in the course of the
| day’s work, very considerable more ser-
| vice than would be required of one simi-
larly e on the other side of the
| Atlantic. This would rot emly in part
(account for the immense difference in
W , butit would also account for the
fact that 4,000 men seem to be able to
do in New York what it takes 8,000
men to do in Berlin, a city of less size,
and 40,000 men to do in Paris, a ecity
certainly not three times larger than the
metropolis of America,

The
tectionist has always been that the higher
 wa_es of the operatives in the colton
and woolen mills of America com

with those of England have been due to

make their business profit- the tariff; that if the tariff was taken off

our cotton and woolen goods, w
would be as low here as in England. 1Iw

fallacy of this reasoning is shown by the
fact that the bricklayer, who has no
tariff to protect him, maintains his
tul-a- esat a higher point relatively than
&
and so does the unprotected carpenter,
plumber, plasterer, slater, blacksmith,
ete. In Germany, a country with a high
protective tarifl, wages are lower than
in free trade England. According to
Consul Warner, of Cologue,
Siliesia a workman in one of the pro-

a more bracing | tected industries earns only 47 cents a
and if a skilled laborer he gets 80
Women earn from 24 to 30 cents
vnnsylvania | & day, and the laborer works from 6 to 6
statesmen now demand that the protec- | in summer and 7to 7 in winter. The
tection country is

1 GL!)J | . with clothing and
Our system now | has been introduced in the state senate | linen, and a white shirt is to be seen

tends to foster home monopolies rather authorizing cities to “‘establish public | only on rare occasions. For such articles

to spare, and
frequently compelled to bargain for
His mcals con-
j sist principally of vegetables, the dinner
our trade with the only customers who | out remunerative emplovment through being of potatoes, peas, beans, common

by 1

y.

laborer in that Hro

sparingly supplie

of luxury he has no mouney
he is
old and cast-off clothes.

pork and black bread.

“But

policy of protection.”

1could not Shipbuilding and Protec-|

tion.
[Oregonian, December 16, 1880,
* * * » » #

The fact is this destructive policy is
The  maintained as part of the whole scheme
this point. sitnation is another illnstration of the of protection, which rules our laws for
These figures show that wages then were | truth of the lines which Dr, Johnson put | the benefit of the great eastern manu-

| facturers. Conscious that the whole sys

tem would fall if the false foundations
ton which it stands were exposed, they

band together and refuse to allow it te
be attacked in any part. We want t«

hibits Great Britain from selling to us

I'he lawe cannot compel our citizens to

build ships at losing rates, but they ecar
and do force us to pay enormously higl
prices for nearly all manufactured goods

This is the direct and soie object of a
In other words, a pro-

tective tarifl' is a tax levied on imported
| voods with the design to raise the price
Protection is set

protective tarifl.

of home commodities,
up as a barrier (o trade. Its object is t«
make goods dear. True, it
that its ohject is to favor home labor

But it defeats itself, because its conse-
quences reappear in the higher prices of
all commodities which the workman, as

well as all others, must consume, Ir

own laborers. for the more we buy o

foreigners the more we must produce by
Free inter
ies is the policy to

home labor to pay for it,
change of commm{it

stimulate home labor.*It is true, o

relations of labor and capital course, that a protective tarifl may stim-
tions whose industries are ulate a certain I_)ranu.‘h of manufacture,
] | most strongly protected wounld be a suffi- and may even increase for a time the

wages of labor in it. Buat is there

the same any real gain in concentrating capital
b The man whom the govern- and labor in one employment by arti-

“ You might as well say that if you eut ment commissioned to make a report on | ficial s:mmlanta and withdrawing from
off & dog’s 1ail and ears the same day he the iron and steel industry is secretary others? Our protective system has, be-
has reason to feel highly amused, enter- of the American Iron and Sl_eol Asso- yvond doubt, _stlmuhted certain manu-
talned and grateful, as to sny that a taritr ciation and not likely to furllush figures ' factures; but it is equally cartain that it
on conl, which enables the coal combina- that tell against the protection theory, has destroyed others. Thus it hasen-
5 Iron and abled eleven mills to monopolize the
rices
In 1850 there and great profits, but it has annihilated
profits of ocean
While one industry is stim-

manufacture of steel rails at high

' ship building and the
commerce, )
ulated by this system another is de-

ily cost of $31,701, a few cents over pressed. That is to say, all that any in-
4 which is leas terest or any class gains by protection is
any un- ' gained always at the expense of some

other interest or class. Every wave of
the ocean has a depression behind it.
The prosperity of the west and south
depends on their selling their products
to Great Britain. We do not take her
ls becaunse our tariff prohibits them,
»ut force her to pay the balance in cash.
Of what advantage is this to us when we
are obli at once to pay out that cash
for goods at higher prices than those at
which we should be enabled to buy them
direct of the customer who takes our
products? Another thinr. Our policy
makes it distinctly to the interest of

Gireat Britain to encourage direct deal- |

ing with other agricultural countries.
I'he prosperity we now engny is the re-
sult chiefly of exporting t

our crops. What would be the effect
upon that prosperity if Great Britain
11':-:1:1..1 levy such duoty on American
hreadstuffs as would make it profitable
to develop the agricultural resources of
Australia and the railway system of Rus-
sia? Our largest costomer will not
always pay her balance in cash, nor is it
our interest that she should do so. She
wants our products and we want hers.
But the protectionist sits as toll gatherer
at the gate, and for his own profit pro-
hibits the exchange of products. Of
course we are obliged to submit as we of

in the national Congress. But at least

t

d

so gullible as to accept without protes
amd as if we were perfectly satisfie

ing injustice and loss of the policy of
protection.

-ofe s

“ ot these men must be hypoerites for  Justry it will provide a livelihood for a |
B %
should our industry here be tax to " . M o]
imporied from Europe. This is protec- | create an industry at Pittabarg? In it'g:l»:mmm which believed in witeh
The Chicago Timesr states the case |

“UH it will not pay |

they leave the American labarerio starve
while they run thelr mills with ‘paupers’

tlom for the master and not for the man.”

Current Tlii or; the Tariff

Question.
DPally Oregonian, Mareh 1, 1.
. L - . . L] -

It is growing clearer every .day that

and the American laborer will never be ade-|

quately protected until the pauper la-

nrlglumsnlol the hide-bound pro- | bo
8

operatives in protected industries

in Upper

at least we can let it be
‘See what [ am Known thatwe are not so gullible
as to accept without protest, and
than one-quarter, and in some depart- ¢ribes very exactly the workings of the as if we were perfectly satisfied
Experience here protective tariff, by which the Govern- therewith, the sophisms and the
comes in against theory in the matter of ment undertakes to make employment resulting injustice and loss of the

sell to Great Britain, but our tariff pro-

professes

e surplus of |

dred lrish women are comi
work ina cotton mill at N
Hampshire. An

five per cent on
benetit of

cotton goods for
the owners of

them 1o
char
u[\e!‘.il Vs,

~hut ap their mills and dis

five par cent protection,

run their mills with “paupers’” im

guar.ians, This is protection
master and not for the man.

five cent duty, wh

by these defenses that don't defend.
. . * % @ . .

B —

Protection of Wool.
[Daily Oregonlon, Jannary 12, 1842 |

pounds ol wool.
30 cents per pound, yieldin

million dollars.
Oreagoxiay, advocate free trade
wool increases the price in O
one million dollars annually,

farmers one million dollars each year."”
derive great benefit

all
HEem

protectionists on

They who vrge it

wool exceed the losses

of Eastern manulacturers.
all.

worth here.
show prices ranging all the way from
cents for the poorest to 45 cents for t
best,

boastingly says our [armers receive.

Eastern States,
slow and expensive one.

simal, il it is anything.

3 | under free trade,

the home product when

gow or London.
—— s G ——

it creates and supports.”

The Tariff on Wool.
LDaily Oregonian, June 10, 1882 |
Advocating **protection,”
saysa:

?‘f‘””-‘
1

i
life of the industry."
If this assertion

were trne still

f|be a just and wise one,
wool make high prices for woolen goods
and there are twenty
woolen goods to one *E:;
Why should the twent
benefit of the one?
a8 4 woul-growin
and yet even in

who wants dear wool,

ing" the wool-grower.

phase of protection that will bear ax
amination. Every part of the system is
as weak as the argument for the protec-
tion of wool. The system is, throughout,
a su

whom it creates and supports. With
them it is a stodied and profound

classes suppose they are favored and
protected by a system which either does

them.

o ever

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

| Pittsburg?"’

|
| The Tin-plate Tax.
[ Dally Oregonian, Jannary 20, I8s3 |
There is an industry here that is very
much interested in tin-plate. It wants

|
| that som

|

| article is not a pleasing one,

canning business, Therefore the
| commerce have protested
| from other quarters.

and neans committes have been indu
1o advance the rate by a statement from

| Pittsburg to the effect that if Congress

| will sufliciently protect the tin-plate in-

large number of people.”

| fair?
for s when it says

| thing else and for no other reason that it
| is possible to assign. It " much the
| better way to let men do the thi at
which they can make a living without
| taxing their neighbors, To take them
| from doing those things and set them at
thing= at which they ecannot earn a liv-

borers of the old world, as well as the | ing without the help of taxes paid by

j il, i« ke i of the | their neighbors, is the same thing essen-
rNuhtm: t'ic:n.h:l ?1)1': ll; t.':n;npeecbu tially a# taking them from | em-
g4 s of | ployments and seltinog them at

that conld be mllclx'tﬁd r:jm t:";u o &}
C jonal Record

:}: Ie:w1 onstration of this truth Iﬂu

a five-line among the press

dispatches from [reland the other day. |

From Limerick, we are told, thiree hna-

buckets of water from Lake Mich to
Lake Superior.”” A far greater | ustry
will be taged by the increase of the dat
on tin-plate than ean possibly be n-nui
by it,

over to
ua, New
t for the mill went
| over to recruit this hittle army of laborers,
aud the board of guardians of the poor
contributed 1o the ontfit necessary for
their voyage. The benificent laws of our
couniry imposes a duty averaging thirty-

this Nashua
will and of others in the same business.
These mannfactorers say they most have
protection or the Manchester inade goods
will be thrown upon our market, fo cing

their well pald and contented
Not for their own greater
dividends, but for the sake of these help-
less laborers, they ask the boon of thirty-
But these men
must be hypocrites, for they leave the
American laborer to starve while they whicl ll?'!:
from Enrope by the aid of the poor law The first
for the
If what the
mill owners bave to sell bears a thirty-
should not the
article the laborer sells, that is, his la-
r, be equally well taken care of?
American industry will profit very little

“In Oregon and Washington Terri-
tory,” says the Salem Statesman, ““there
is produced annually at least a million

This selle at from 20 to
to the farm-
ers annually the sam of $2,500,000. The
tarifl’ on wool of the quality raised here
is about 10 cents per pound. that is ten
Those who, like the
claim
that the tarifl on an article adds that
much tothe price; that is, the tariff on
n ten
cents per pound, giving to the farmers
Absolute
free trade, then, would take from the

The claim that the farmers of Oregon
from the “‘protec:
tion” of] their wocl i+ urged by our
occasions, | ®NOUR
to imagin |}
that it fully answers ull objections to
the tarifl system as an oppressive npe to | &0 &¢
our section, inasmuch as the advantages | ¥
we receive from the prutmll:l:. oslu(l)!:: |tem mus. be employed to enable the
through the oktstruction of trade and | manufacturer to extort from the con-
the enhancement of prices for the benefir
But the fact
is that our wool here is not protected at
Wool of a quality equal to ours is
worth more in London than our woel is
Latest London quotations

0
i
The average is better than the 20 |
| to 50 cents a pound which the Statesman

We send our surplos wool to the
The ronte is a long,
This, in spite
of a protective tusiff, gives foreign wool,
on the whole, an advantage over ours,
So thut all the benefit onr farmers get
from the protection of wool is infinites-
We suppose
that no one would imagine that wool
from fureiga countries would be shipped,
in any considerable
quantities into Oregon o compete with
better prices
might be realized by shipping to Glas

“There is no phase of protection that will bear | snly nominall
examination. Every part of the systemis as | [o-es more by
weak as the argument for the protection of wool. | hy t' @ belter wages. Again, as o wages,
The system is throughout a short-sighted game | the | rotected employer dpes not pay
of greed, except for the great monopolist whom | operatives on a philanthropic plan,

the Dalles
“The wool growers (of | doned wheat and corn and beef and pork |
Eastern Oregon) know fully that protee- | would still be eaten, The farmer cannot
tion guarantees a good price for their
clip, while free trade strikes at the very

it
wonld not prove the protective policy to
High prices for

rsons who wear
produces wool.
be taxed for the
regon is boasted

State, and so it is;
regon, there are twenty
persons who want cheap clothes to one
fere, in a dozen
words of one syllable, is a camplete and
overwhelming answer to all the elabor-
ate arguments ever made in the effort to
show the alleged importance of ‘“protect-
But even the
small wool-grower himself—he who has
a few sheep and whose annual clip is a
few hundred pounds of wool—loses more
by the enhanced cost of clothing to him-
selfl and family than he gains through
the higher price for his wool ; so that
the actual beneficiaries of the system
are the great wool-growers and the mo-
nopolist manufactarers. There is no

rficial and short-sighted game of &
greed—except for the great monopolist
of greed, part of which is to make large

not protect them at all, or actnally robs |

pro- |
pokition to double the duty on this|
Portland’s |
ser the agricultural states have small power | board of trade and Astoria’s chamber of

e |

infatuation which believed
witchcraft and slavery."

Tariff Policy.

[Daily Oregondan, April 19, 1552 |
The English duty list comprises jusi

lowing: Tobacco, tea, coffee, chocolate
and cocoa, wine (classed as one), dried
fruit, chicory, spirits, gold and silver
plate (elassed as ene), beer, vinegar,
la{:iag cards, pickles, malt and spruce,
g‘h is the whole list of commodities on
nd imposes tarill duties
are commodities not pro-
doced in England ; the duties on these
cannot, therefore, be in any sense pro-
tective. With respect to the others the
pmucﬁ l.ln:ﬁfeatm 18 ob\;;uted by thnd im-
ition a corresponding excise duty
:‘:ﬂ the like commodities uced in
British islands. Thus the English tariff
is strictly and literally a tanfl for rev-
enue only. It creates no monopoly,
licenses no spoliation, sanctions no prac-
tice of reciprocal rapine. It is not the
rmdlwl of jobbers banded ther to
orce up pricea of commodities in which
they are personally interested, and to
compel the consumer to pay
On the other hand the American tariff
list comprises some four thousand arti-
cles or commodities, more than two
thirds of which return practically no rev-
enue atall over the cost of cullection.
The duties are not levied for revenue,
but chiefly for the aggrandisement of a
manufacturing class at the cost of con-
sumers generally, Under a proper tariff
system the object is revenue for the use
of the government. Under our system
the object is the shutthog out of compe-
tition from abroad so that howme monop-
olies may charge what price tha&‘lile.
But we are told that our inanufactorers
cannot compete on equal terms with
those of Europe. Tiis requires us to be-
lieve that the incaleulable national

van

t is necessary to grant the American
| manufacturer the privilege of extorting
Ivance over the market price of his
8. As American manufactur.s are

not and cannot be remunerative a sys-

sumer & bonus over the natural price of
the goods and so cover his losses and
make a profit. This is the protective
system on the showing of its own advo-
cates,

By whom is this bonus paid? By the
whole people, but chiefly by the worki
and sgriculmml clusses, who are sad-
dled with the burdens and have nonre o
the benefits, But it is claimed that the
artisan is furnished with employment
and the agricaituri=t with a “ home Mmar-
ket, How is i1he artisan protected?
The manufacivrer is secured against loss
by being privileged to exact high prices
from the consumer; but where is the
protection fur the workingman? There
are no customs to keep out labor, Com-
petition has nnrestricted sway, an
matter of fact the mass of toilers in the
protected manufactures are foreigners,
whose small pav in the great manu-
facturing states, as Pennsylvania an
Massachusetts, gives them no advan-
t over the s>called Jmupar labor of
England. Hence the distress, strikes
| und turbulence so constantly re e
True, wages are something 111110:'. but

y 80. The workingman
i:igh prices than he gains

in
He
|is roled 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 “‘home market’ argument is equally
unsound. Though protection were aban-

lose his market, The ‘“home market’
argument, of whichso much is made,
comes to this, viz.: Pension consumers
to buy the products of agriculture ; sub-
sidize artisans to settle at the farm gate ;
pay them for making goods at a loss, and
out of their profits they will purchase
the farmer's nbundance. But the farmer
gets no more for his wheat in the home
market than in the foreign market,
fact the foreign market regulates and
governs home market. American grain
sells in the markets of the world on a par
with the produce of the serfs of Russia

himself. He has no
tection, it is he who competes wi
““pauper labor.”” Hence, also, thoug
rotection cannot raise the price of
ushel of wheat by a single penny, it can
and repress and obstruct the export
of our agricultural produ ts. There are
countless points to which the fmit of our
soil might be shipped if we were per-
mitted to take o,:;fnv in the commoci-
ties there produced. We abould not be
forced to pay the enormous ocean [reights
exacted on the wheat we do export if ves-
sels could carri;cargm both ways., But
exchange is obstructed by law ; there is
no free exchange; ‘“‘protection’’ allows
only a partial and indirect trade, and a
partial and indirect trade means suc
costs for freights, insurance

cannot hel

beaten before he begina the competition.
Bat the mereu and thrift of the coun-
try are appealed to as proofs that
tection has been a benificent policy. A
is attributed to protection.
occur to those who look at the subject
only in a superficial way that this prog-
ress is not the result of protection, but
has been gained in spite of it, The
wealth of nature is here and all our

war, and we know not how many other
moral and physical evils.

the country has prospered! s its pi

m'
it has prospered in spite of **protec
No folly of our vwn can as yet overcomne
our great natural advantages. Bat here,
indeed, is an almost incomprehensible
folly

Similar pro- | would trade freely with foreign nations

]d we can let it be known that we are not | tes's have been addressed tnr:(}orlg'rweam,l
Many newspapers |
have joined in the effort to prevent the |
comes on therewith, the sophisms and the result- | increase of the duty. [t seems the wa

il thay were allowed. Their interest
wonld lead them to it. Recognizing this
fact, in steps Lhe man who wants to ob-
struet trade that he may get high prices,
and induces the government to take his
part. The ti'ne will come when men
will find it as diflicult to cone eive that
this obstructive and absurd policy could
ever have ’)n'\railml as they now find it
to account for the perversity which once
denied freedom of speech and press, or

slavery.

monopolies.’

A Live Question.
[ Dally Oregonian, May 14, 1884, |

and Roumania, and the American farmer of

“The time will come when m{hd a

fiiteen commodities. They are the fol- oateh stupid people, an

century ago. The mass of
will find it as difficult to concelve | want m'!."nu-mw“: Thus our labor
Ri i chetvat Sho Shot | Ebo b e ke Shcste o ayatems of
policy could ever hav as  mo ust Are palid
they now find it to acceunt for the | dersed the - tapd only intensify the | dI8gUlsed under forms c

perversity which once denied free- jrritation which will presently sweep
dom of speech and press, or the away a
in | said in
porary application, is seen to have be-
'vome the means for

stem which, whatever may be
tem-

vorof '8 m te and

‘rron abuses and
():)prm. ion.

quackery forpretendad pro-
tection of American ‘labor.
The stupidity™that™doesn’t
see it, particularly on this

systematic robbery an |
Mg ® B o * | coast, where'the producing
“Mo imposition is too reat r'*"" are so plainly the
lies the great strongth - e ':lvlotlmooflt. is phenominal

l bery

‘glorious protective system."* Pro- @Nnd
| tection I8 a legalized form of rob-
» which makes the farmer foot

the bills ofthe Manufacturer."

Call for Tariff Reform.
[Daily Oregonlan, Feb. 15, 1882 |

| Bat these incongiuities of the system
< oy ot e Ko

¥ n er, refuses to
allow revision of the tarifl in the ready
the | Way ol

report

ble
the

Be

| is just

| soureo.
| veption.

8 of the United States are pot | #bout it,
: A | appear to him the better reason. Other-
to sustain manufacturers, Hence | wise there will be treuble'with him: No

to catch stupid

imposi

| people, strength
jof our “glorious protective system.”
| Judging from the census returns, there
are now probably three and a half mil-
| lions of persons engaged
i with manufactures and mechanical and
mining industries in the Unitad States.
requires that forty-six
and a balf millions of people shall be
taxed in order that these three millions
and a half should have better wages.
of proection, not the
The fact is that it does not im
prove the condition of the three millions
and a half, while it does impose heavy
burdens on all the rest.
in order that five Esstern manufacturing
firms should be bolstered up, the price ol
| steel, of which immense quantities are
| used, is doubled. Its effect is to make
| the shipper and passenger on all the
riilroads pay in:ressed rates and to keep
down the wages of railroad employees;
d as g | 10 increase the cost of the farmer’s tools
and machinery, and at the same time to
| erect a barrier between him and the for-
| eign consummer to whom his surp.us

]
|
|
|

| That is the theory

[act,

]

|
|

| reason

of nati

[tected manufacturers have seemed to
realize that they could not much longer L
hope to fatten upon forced contributions |
and confiscations from the country at
Kemoval of obstructions to trade
atural philosophy of all who gain
| their living by work, though they are
very apt to mistake their true interests.
Protection is a legalized form of robbery,

m&

n“:';ﬁn

which

Pre | tificiall
h | the farmer foot th
a | turer, which robs Peter to pay
which restriets production and com
and which, therefore, is opposed o every
rational and enlightened
and industrial science.
now how much longer will th

| the people ;
|

Now protection

membered,
does not protect a tithe of all the
employ

bolstered up b

most assured]

the wages of “protected’’ labor
orices, which makes
ills of the manufac- |

- - - - - L

act of
. W
in two or four

but

ments in support of the aystem by the
neficiaries of it. {

Hiclaries

It is amazin
should believe that these

tion is too gross
and herein lies the great

4 | products must be sold. It must be re-
that protection
persons
in manufacturing and me-
chanical industries. Its immediate bene-
fits are limited to the line of industry
it, and which therefore
employ more hands than they other
wise might do. This is a very small
portion of the three and a half mil-
ions—probably not more than one mil-
lion all told. i
It is neither honest nor philosophical | it not for the protective tarifl of 20 cents
to tell the working classes that their in- | g bushel imposed on imported wheat by
terests are all bound up with protection, |
and it is politically imprudent, for the
! that the agricultural class is very
[ much larger than the manufacturing and
mechanical, and that its interests are
not identical with those
of the protectionists. The necessity for |
tariff reform has been growing clearer |
for several years to all candid observers

however,

onal progress, and even the

diminishes the purchasing

y enhancing
"

L]

s a
hich may be ready to
yvears hence, or
| mnay never be ready. The object clearl
!is, first, to delay action as long as

and, second, to secure a report from
- - wrni?lh would d—ﬂolllidllhe
existing 8; m afford no relief to
the country. Congress is controlled by
the combined monopolies which are en-
abled by the laws to fleece and plunder
and what is even more dis-

that

of the system are insisting on its

maintainance ont of parel o
motives. Their

borin

philanthro- | dustry

that the
classes are interested in the
| maintainance of a high protective tarifl’
hat might be expected from that
Itis an essential part of the de-

If you are going to rob a man
| with his consent, and not only have him
| satiefled with it but even enthusiastic | I
must first make the worst

in or concerned

For example,

r
r |

Paul, | :
merce | S50 farmer serionsly

_ﬁlnl.am of fiseal !
nestion is
national

perhaps hopeless.--
| Daity Ovegonian, Oct. 21, 1851.
- e~ ——

“Manufacturing industry is fast-
ened as a leechlupon agricultural
lnd,ustq and |s gorging with the
profits.”

Agricultura! Statistics.
[Daily Oregonian, February 13, 1882,
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 :

Total agricultural sxports ...
Total efporte . o

These figures show in & most striking
manner that our vast trade with foreign
nations is the result chiefly of the work

727 862,617

| couraging is the fact that | numbers | ©f the farmers. All other formslof in-
of the people are deluded :IIT misled by | dustry in the United States are but
the shallow sophistries put forth as ar- | trifling in comparison with that of agri-

culture, and yet lﬁ::lllm is not only
not *protected,’” is taxed to main-
tain other industries which claim the
favor of government. Manufacturing in-
s fastened as a leech upon agri-
eultural industry and is gorging with the

fits. In our eastern states, where la-

is cheap and the market wide, manu-
facturers sccumulate colossal fortunes
under this system, which taxes con-
stantly

naming since other na undersell us
in every part of the globe. Goods pro-
duced ander our systéem can't compete
with those of countries, and con-
sequently can’t secure a foreign market,
But they monopolize the home market
;:(:;:ﬁs; prices, aliihe duties are \'irtmhlly

, AN @ consequence is that
the Amanhrmer. who is forced to
meet the competition of the whole world
in production of n and eomm; is not
allowed the benefit of the world’s com-
petition in the purchase of manufactured
commodities, but is obli to pay the
prices  which tec monopolists
choose to exact. r agricultare would
be inﬂnlnt:l‘f more prosperous were it
disburdened of this system and its con--
sequences.

* What does Nenator Edmunds or M.
Blalue think to-day about thelr pet
theory that & protective tarif makes a
‘home markot’ for the Amoriosn farmers’
wheat, corn and pork hy keeplug out for-
elgn goods? Does the American farmer
serlously belleve to-dny that bhe s
specinlly enrviched by a protective tariit
which promiscd to mnke for hlhm 4 ‘home
market?" It looks very much as if wheat
rose nnd fell without any reference to our
protective tarlf, ns If wages were high ow
low without referemce Lo a protecilve
tarim.*”

Wheat and the Tariff.

[Daily Oregonlan, November 4, 154, |
The Milling. World recently sald:
“The farmers of the United States would
to-day be getting 20 cents a Lushel less
| for their wheat than they now get were

our govertment.'” This is saying that
protection raises the price of American
| wheat to the exact amount of the tarifl
tax laid on imported wheat, agd thus
Cputa §90,000,000 or 80 4 year into the
pockets of our farme-s, estimating the
wheat crop at 450,000,000 bushels, I!ﬂ'lll
Lh absurd, because the price of our wheat
~is not affected at all by our tarit! on lin-
i i { 1 b ritf i
| ported wheat ; the price of our whole
| erop depends on the price of our surplos,
t-ln is sold in the free market of Liv-
er#ml in competition with the sarplus.
wheat of all other ﬁuln growing couns
tries. Of course, since our tarifl' on
wheat cannot fix the price of wheat in
| Liverpool, it does not fix its price in
| Chicago. What does Senator 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 kee?,-
ing out foreign goods? Does the Ameri-
believe tosday that
| he in specially enriched by w protective
tarifl’ which promiscd to make for him a
“home market?™ 1t looks very much
{ns if wheat rose and foll without an

reference to our protective tariff, as if

abuse be usheld? No part of the coun |y oay'yere high or low withont reference.
try is by it on the whole so| ¢, g tive tariff
| severely as ours. We labor I.Illdl'.'l’l"| r'mc. i~ L & .
| disadvantages which it creates, and Lk r
have no share in its compensations such | i TR T
as they are, He is for Protecting one al,

FYieint | and dauntiesaly the

| Thus our labor suffers from a
h| system of robbery, disguined under
and ex- [forms of quackery for pretended
that the American farmer is | protection of Amevican labor.

| The stupidity that doesn
| particularly on_this coast, where He favored that
Il | the producing are so plainly a8 well asan ex
t does not |the victims of it, is phenominal

and perhaps hopeless

gonian,

"w'o tax the raw mrurllalo of the s el i
errors of industrial policy cannot prevent Woolen manufacturing industry in | joyed paying taxes 10 suppor
its development. We have had slavery, | & way o‘"""' I"I:'n“’“ nobody. It a 'hlp‘bﬂ"zﬂl :
droughts and pestilence, a great clvillw:: ml:"":l"; wrtl';‘l.tl"ﬂ
Yet h and restricting Var of
- v ,2: fabrics which can be mldo‘.lan.'mnfmml and jron w,
perity due to these evils? Has it not Illl'llltl"th. demand for American more money out ui oiher
in spite of them and of all the Wool.
tin-plate to be as cheap as possible, so | other evils it has ever known ?

ething may be made out of the |

Oetober 21, 1881,
- A -

ton | Partisan Views of the Tariff.

| [Daily Oregonian, July 7, 1884, ]

tic w

.
A wri

't wee ity pocent

w==Daily Ore- 204 analy

wools that we

ter who presents the subject on
It is admitted that our people rational instead of on partisan grounds,
after showing that the annual value of |

t principle that we all can get
rich by taxing each other,” -

| Daily Oregonlan, October 30, 1882, |

John Roach, the ship-builder was
ly before the tariff commission.

body of investigat
ce.{voly "o i"l:;e"

country, with his views, which the New
York World has admirably condense”
He appoared in *

characters; bot it was in his ehps, 20"
a8 {armer that he most enjo 1'.,.'?[::
sings ol protection. As g 7. ier he en-
"t himself as
m i nuiscte.

master; but after sl it .s'g I.:m
| he enjoys ns a Tmcmimo
it simply becanse 45 4 g p-builder,
“h;:lh' takes
L} k-

than bwn., AL Im elltm
|characters wnited in s p.-:.:." ﬁ

divided, it is the former tha
| t
imﬂﬂu and the lhhrhniklarl:n’;:l.m
| master who receives them and
|Beema to enjoy the transfer; and the
who ml‘y- farmer does not
perceive the blessings of tion so
clearly as the who is a's0 a

xlrwull%:l-m:‘?ul%hm[ . Still there is &
o u..”:lndo;;: ,ooaa A nd¢llg:'eﬁnln the old familiar fallacies

was
and {
this

{and in common with the
to make tin-plates without protection, it | * The mass of the people want justice tem of reduplicated duties,
| i# because men can do better at some- | instend of swindling, freedom instend of :M. it prevents the

- . o . ® . . ! on .'.’i
Less than a hondred capitalists en- xmbwhw own th:l,umiE:.:nh
gaged in the Bessamer steel ring make of the woolen excel-

two or three handred per cent profit on

a bare subsistence, The same is
true in other protected industries. The
tariff can no mors be smothered
than could the slavery question & quar-

lent illustration
their money invested, but they pay their :.“J:‘ can hel

workmen only the avirage wages, which w

ol
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