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. WAR ON THE FARMER.

i
pi
4

Million Who Do Not Own
~ the Land They Til

FOUR MILLIONS MORE TO JOIN THEM
IN THE NEXT TEN YEARS.

o

bolprocity & Bold Bld to Furnish the
" WUnited States with Spanish-Ameri-
~ean Farm Products in Exchange for
Our Machine Products—Machinery
coﬁt:rolled by Capital to Destroy the
Pemand for Manual Labor and En-
©  slave the Poor.

N 4
i, There were in the United States in 1880,

1822,357 temant farmers paying rent and
| 702,244 tenant farmers, villeins or metayers,
farming on shares—a total of 1,024,701
tenant farmers. The total number of tenant
farmers in England, Ireland, Scotland aud
‘Wales 18'1,069,127.

. Ifthe 574,222 Irish tenant farmers should
be compelled to share thelr crops equally
with their landlords, as 702,244 American
farmers must, such an outcry would go up
to heaven as was never before heard in the
world.

If the 414,804 English tenant farmers were
required to do 1t, they would take only from
thirty-stx to forty-elght hours in which to
wipe the whole system of land tenures.
The greatest share ever asked of them was
one-fourt. _

AN S }a1tion has been brought about With
Vi oonsent and at the desire of the Republl-
" can farmers of the country, who have heartily

approved and supported the conspiracy en-

tered into by the chiefs of thelr party with
the plutocrats to change this free Republic

{nto a plutocracy. In pursuance of this con-
gpiracy a Republican Congress—

1. Gave in two years to a dozen corpora-
tfong over 200,000,000 acres of the best
farming land in the country, and locked up
for plutocratic purchase as much more, In
alternate sections.

2, Granted to 14,600 owners of machines
protection for the product of their ma-
chipery from the competition of American
farm labor. '

8. Increased the value of machines and
plant and decreased the value of labor and
all products of labor by demonetizing silver.

4. Decreed that Europe, now paying us for
our surplus farm products in Spanish-Amer-
{1 checks (or bills of exchange), given by

b Bx;{:flsh America for European mlll products,

which, when transferred to us, we use to buy
Spanhish-American tropical products, shall be
deprived of these checks by supplying Span-
ish | America with American machine pro-

ducts, and that the payment for these South

{ American products shall be transferred from
| ‘Amjerican farm labor to American ma.

hihe labor. The Brazillan mnote now
gent from Rio to London to pay for Brit-
Y cloth, then sent trom London to° New
Irk to pay for American wheat, and finally
ot from New York to Rio for cancellation
piter payment in Brazillan coffee, must here-
after be sent from Rio to New York to pay
for American cloth, and returned from New
York for cancellation after payment in Bra-
gilian coffee. The American farmer must
find a new customer and a new market for his
farm products—if he can. The one he has
now must go to the American mill-owner.

Thirty years ago, when this conspiracy was
formed, we boasted that every American
owned his own farm, and we called upon the
oppressed to come from every nation, to come
from every way, belleving Uncle Sam to be
rich enough to give them each and all a farm.
The census of 1890 will show one-sixth the
tarmers of the Unlted States reduced to vas-
salage, tenants at will, farming on shares,
giving one-half the crop to the landlord; and
one-half the remainder nominal owners only,
mortgaged to the full value, struggling
agalnst foreclosure.

The plutocratic machine-owners have in-
vaded farming. So rapid has been this Inva-
slon that, while In 1870 there were only 15,
873 tarms between 500 and 1,000 acres, in
1880 there were 75,072 ; gnd of farms over
1,000 acres, 3,720 1n 1870 and 28,678 1n 1880.

These bonanza “iarms range from 500 to
500,000 acres. They have no homes and no
home life—only barracks, where a few hire-
lings 1lve for a few months in the year. Ma-
chinery and animals do the work, and the
only labor 18 for machine-tenders and herders.
When the harvest is over these machine-
tenders are turned adrift, a dozen of tiiem not
having earned enough to support one tamily
for a year, and a new gang 18 hired when the
next harvest comes. The land that would
support fifty families in comfort does not fur-
nish wages to suppore five, and furnishes em-
ployment only for tramps without families.

1t 1s the machine labor on our 100,000
bonanza farms—bonanzas to the capitalist

an acre of wheat to $3.556, of corn to $3.15, of
barley and oats to $2.87, as against four
times that cost when cultivated by men and
» ot machines.

ernneni from the Republican farmers of the

{4 srauce and taeir bigotry— do not intend to
lec one tudependent farmer remaln upon the
land. Flutocracy has enslaved wage labor.
It proposes Lo enslave and will enslave our
independent rarm labor.

obtalued in I8US a decree that the surplus

shut off from an exchange abread for prod-
ucts that wiil compete with American mill
machinery. 'he serews which at first were
haraly (eit Lave been put on harder and
havder, and now over 1,250,000 have lost
thelr farms and are tenant iarmers only,
whiie twice that number are too heavily
mortgeged to hold on ior flve years more
under the sharp turn given by the MceKiniey
fartl. Can any man doubt that the order
will be fully carrled out, that our farm
surplus will be destroyed and tiis number
foroed out of tarming ?  Can any one point a
way of salvation—a method of escape from
this *

The plutocratic farm-owners, using ma-
chilnery entirely, who have driven the cost of
produclng wheat down to 18 cgnts per bushel,

maln,

farming land of the United States, anda the
villelnage of the sixth century in Europe will
be repeated here In America.

Reciprocity 16 a bunco. Its avowed object
is to have the $200,000,000 in tropical prod-

owning them—tnat bhas brought che cost of !

The plutocrats who have bought this Gov-'

soustry—paylng for it by pandering to their i

The plutceratic mill-owners demanded and |

produces of nearly 2,000,000 rarmers shall be |

will coutinue the battle with those who res |
Farm by farm will pass into their |
hands uniil & few thousand men will own the |

—

ucts apnually sent from South America to
this country (to pay the notes held by our
American farmers, or their agents, and taken
by them {n payment for their farm products
sent to Europe) pald for in American ma-
chine products ; but its real'object 1s not so
much to steal this small market from the
farmer as to steal his home market. Here 18
the balance-sheet for 1890 :

Europe. Imports. Exports.
Merchandise.......... 8449,987,266 $683,736,397
Gold and silver. ...... 6,785,722 20,225,681

America,

Merchandise..... 288,874,850 182,858,068 |
Gold and silver.. 23,150,826 6,155,576

—Report Burean of Statiatich p. weii, and pp.59-T70.

These accounts were settled by transfers of
credit—for no gold or silver was used or could
be used, the bulllon excess always going with
the merchandise excess. But any one who
imagines that reciprocity seeks for the mill-
owner only the $100,000,000 in the South
Ameriean trade Is decelved.

Europe sent the Spanish-Americas $1,100,-
000,000 of mill goods, recelving £900,000,~
000 in Spanish-American FARM products—
their only exports—and took nofes for $200,-
000,000, with which it purchased American
tarm products.

Our American mill owners intend to cap-
ture this whole Spanish-American market for
mill goods, and to receive in payment for our
American mill goods the $900,000,000 in
Spanish-American farm products now sent
to Europe, as well as the $100,000,000 now
coming here.

They are plotting for billions, not milliéns.

It any man doubts this I offer him the
proof. Export and Financeis the name of a
weekly journal established in thls city at 5
Bowling Green, ¢ devoted to the financial in-
terests of the manufacturerg of the United
States and the exporters of South America.”
Under date of March 21, 1891, it gent out
a prospectus which begins with this para-
graph:

*Instead of the TELEVEN HUNDRED
MILLIONS ($1,1.00,000,000) Dollars of Span-
ish-American commerce [farm products] an-
nually going to bulld up and enrich the great
comimercial and manufacturing industries of
England, France and Germany, these miliions
fin farm products] should all come to the
United States. With earnest and patriotic
effort we can secure them, FEvery true Amer-
tcan should lend a helping hand.

Every dollar of these ‘“eleven hundred
milllons ” represents farm products. Every
dollar’s worth of goods for which they are ex-
changed is the machine products of mills.
Only two hundred million are tropical prod-
ucts which cannot beraised inthe United
States and over nine hundred milllon dollars’
worth of these Spanish- American farm prod-
ucts will enter directly here into competition
with our own as they now do in Europe with
our exports, being made up of breadstuffs,
provisions, cotton, animals and other articles,
the price of which is now driven down here to
the lowest possible point because we raise
more than we can consume.

In so many plain ‘words this organ of
the plutocratic machine owners otf our mills
declares that ¢ with earnest and patriotic
effort we [the plutocratic owners of mill-
machines] can secure them’ (these £1,100,-
000,000 worth of Spanish-American farm
products) in exchange forQur Americanpma«
chine products. “A part of this plan was de-
feated by the Democratic Senators in the
last. Congress—the bill to give American
machine products transportation to South
America at the public expenge. * Every true
American should lend a helping hand,” and
the italics are its own, to dump this *eleven
hundred millions” of farm products on us as
the payment for American machine products,
enabling our machine owners to supply the
farm products as well as the machine prod-
ucts consumed in this country.

As the total value of the farm products con-
sumed In the United States in 1880 was only
$1,600,000,000 the plutocratic bonanza ma-

chine farmers and mill machine owners pro-
pose to destroy every independent farmer |
and make every man in the United States
either a machine lord or a wage slave. Let |
any man who doubts it write to Export and
Finance, No. b Bowling Green, New York.
The American farmer must go. Hehas sold
| his birthright in freedom and independence
for a bloody shirt and a British flag. Men are
Iiving who will see the day when every tiller
of the soil will wear a serf’s collar, unless
something can be done to put a little man-
hood and a touch of self-respect into the Re-

publican voters who * prefer to be buncoed
rather than know the truth,” and who **pre- |
fer to become gerfs rather than believe l,lm%
American mill-owner IS not their best |
friend.”

As the wealth which could purchase
armor and build a castle once enslaved
the half-naked and defenseless poor of
Europe, 8o the wealth to-day which can
buy machinery and dispense with hu-
man labor is bound within the next
century to enslave the people of the
United States. From that there can be no
escape for our grandchildren. TPlutocracy
will triumph again as it has always tri-
umphed, and history will repeat 1tself on this
continent as on every other.

Over 8,000,000 farmers, comprising a ma-

r vested

jority of the voters of the country, once

| formed a bulwark against which plutocracy { will exceed the exports, and our National |

might have dashed in vain.
an independent soverign, - owning  his |
{ land and lord of his acres. His product was ‘
all wages. There was practically no raw |
material, for that was air and sunlight, fur- |
nished free. The machinery used was his |
own and its profits were added to his own|
wages. His farm labor furnished all he used |
| or énjoyea, and when he exchanged his sur-
| plus corn for French silk or English broad-
| cloth, every cent of value in every yard of |
elther represented his wages. 1ie had made
the silk or the broadceloth on his farm, out of
seed and sunlight, in nature’s laboratory, at
0o other expense than his labor. When he
s01d tha silk or the broadcloth to his fellow-
cltizens what he received for it was wages for
his farm labor. .

Capital, contrclling machinery,
tered into competition
surplus, to cut off his

Each man wns}

first en-
against his farm
foreign wages re-

c¢eived for labor for foreigners, but befere |

doing so asked
forelgners (1)
preducts for our farm surplus. It
protection against the exchange by the
American farmer of his labor ifor foreign
wages, not against the foreigner.

Congress, to protect the machine, fined the
American farmer 50 per cent. on every ex-
change of his labor products that entered
into competition with American mill ma-
chinery products, and an average of 30 per
cent. on every dollar his labor received in

gn wages.
How Gid this affect the labor market ?
Originally, 1,000 bushels of wheat, repre-
| senting at the most 100 for seed and interest,
| were exchanged for 1,000 yards of cloth

for "protection against the

| wor_nh 21,000—and 900 went to the rarmer l

who exchanged machine mill |
meant |

for wages and $100 for raw material and
plant. Congress imposed a fine of $450, and
what was lefv did not pay the farmer for his
time.

Capital and machirery then made the cioth
and rupplied the demand. Only $200 was
pald in wages to machine tenders, and the
remainder was the earnings of the machine
and the cost of the imported raw material,

The farmer was euchred out of the market
for his 1,000 bushels of corn (arter the ex-
change), and $1,000 worth of farm labor—
8900 to be exact—lost its profitable roreign
employment.

The machine and the capitalist got It all,
but gave back some of it to the machine
tender and a little to the producer of the raw
material. ‘But the machine got the llon's
share.

The farmer lost all. What he lost was
divided between the machine and other wWork=
men, but what little the machine left for
labor did not help the farmer. Though the
machine tender spent all his wages for extra
food the farmer was a loser still of four-fifths.

Lanor lost in wages what the machine made
for the machine owner.

Every machine built takes its profit out of
the wages of labor. The Massachusetts Bu-
reau of Labor Statistics presents some star-
tling facts to show this:

COTTON FABRICH,

1865. 1876,
Production inyards..... 175,876,934 874,780,784
Number of workers..... 24,151 81,707
WOOLLEN GOODS.

Production in yards..... 46,008,141 90,208,280
Number of workers..... 18,753 11,6560
BOOTS AND SHOES.

Number of paits......... 81,870,681 59,762,866
Number of workers...., 62,821 28,86¢

The constant improvement in machinery

1s such that an increase of 500 per cent. per
decade in the production {ncreases the num-
ber of machine tender sonly 25 per cent.,
while merely to increase the production 100
per cent. results in a reduction of the
machine tenders by one-half.

When Nat Lud was ordered to: set his
needles he took a hammer and smashed his
loom.The memory of ¢ the Luddite days ” has
almost vanished, but if we in this generation
had the sense that he had, or the backbone
that the Luddites had, we would repeat them,
even though the result should be the same.

But revenons a nos moutons—the sheep who
s vote in Vermont.”
to the machines against his surplus farm
labor was not enough to satisfy the Republi-
can farmer. He gave it all he had—he sur-
rendered the government to it. He spurned
all warnings, insulted every man who asked
him to seriously think of what he was doing.
and by his approval of reciprocity opened
wide the gate for machine products to buy in
South America three-fourths the farm
products consumed 1n the United States.

The machine now has him by the throat.
His surplus farm labor has gone. His other
farm labor within five years will be pitted
squarely against the machinery of the bo-
nanza farms, and the cheaper tarm products of
our neighbors bought with our macBine mill
products. In fifty years he will be'a wage-

tlon.with Asiatics, as the inill-machéne tend-
ers in this country are now doing.

So will we all. The struggle between labor
and the machine outside of farming has been
hopeless ever since the Republican farmer
surrendered his mind and body, and with it
the liberty of all the people, to the tri-
umphant plutoeracy.

The American Republic has been destroyed
by the American farmer.

—————
#In Our Favor,”

The total value of everything entering the
United Statesin 1890 was $822,286,735 ana

the total exports $009,997.104, a 108s of Na- |

tional wealth for taxation of $87,690,369,

which the Protectionists cheer as *‘in our
favor.”

For 1891 our loss of National wealth s
$112 823, which the Protection press are

congratuluting themselves upon as still more
“in our favor.”

In whose favor? Why, the protected mill-
owners’ favor. of course.
eise’s favor.

Imports pay for exports; exports for im-
ports. The exports of the United States are
mainly agriculbural—from %3 to 83 per cent.

Every dollar’s worth of profitable payment

for our agricultural exports 18 in the form of |

mill-goods entering into competition with our
own. American farmers and American miil-
owners compete 1n supplying the home mar-
ket for mill goods.

By taxing the payment of our surplus agri-
cultural products so high that it cannot be
profitably brought back, and must be in-
abroad, this competition between
arm labor and mill labor is reduced.

Well may the McKinleyites—the pro-
tected mill-owners—rejoice at the destruce
tion of £200,000,000 worth of farm compe-
tition in two years. Well mdy they shout
their approval of ‘““a balance of trade of
$112,258,823 in our Javor last year.”

But the farmers are awake at last, and
they may yet demand ‘‘ a balance of trade in
our favor, wherein the value of the imports

wealth shall be Increased, not decreased by
taxation.”

The “balance of trade” bunco has lost its
power.

The Balance of Trade.

The Protection bunco-gsteerer has always
had * the balance-of-trade ” game to play oun
the
cauglht on any other.

“ It we export more than we import, why
we are paid for the remainder and the balance
of trade isthen in our favor,”is the way

John Sherman advises the steerers (o put it. |

It at the end of ayear a man finds that
[ 'what he has recetved during the year is less

! than he has parted with, that the total cash, |
notes and merchandise imported are less than |
cash, notes and merchandise exported, and |

shonld proclaim the shortage as “ a balance
in his favor,” as so much profit, he would be

placed in a lunatic asylum.

The Republican farmer never stops to think
of the nature of Jebn Sherman’s bunco, that
our imports inelude all the wealth,all the
payment of every Kind the United Staves will
ever see 1n exchange for tne wealth exported.

Our foreign trade 1s made up of individual
items. Each item I8 complete in itself. On

| each item there is an even exchange of dollar
for dollar, with two profits—one for the buyer
jand one for the selle But the payment
i need not be brough the country ftor
taxation—and the objeot of Protection1s to
{ drive out ol the country all wealth not con-
troiled Ly the protected mill-owners.

A shortage ot $112,258,821, representing
farm wealth diiven abroad, 1S & spiendid
balance ot tradein thelr favor; but thetr
‘m\'nvrsnlp of this Government mnay yet ;be
disputed by the people they have robbed for
twenty-five years.

nLo

The gift of protection |

slave to the machine, & wage slave working |
with a collar around his throat, in ¢ompetl- |

It 18 in no one |

Republican farmer who could not be |

relieved from the care of his business and |

THE PROTECTION BUNCO.

How the Snare of a Home Market
Is Spread Before the Farmer.

AND HOW HE WALKS INTO THE TRAP
DESPITE THE WARNINGS GIVEN.

The Farm Crop Is All His Wages, and
S0 Are the Importis for Which They
Are Exchanged—An Offer of a Home
Market Worth $60,000,000 in Ex-
change for His Foreign Market
Worth $450,000,000.

To “fool the farmer” the Protectionist
promises him a home exchange market he
has not in place of the foreign exchange mar-
ket he has, exactly as the bunco man proms
1ses him a valuable prize in exchange for his
greenbacks. The great Protection buneo
game 18 a little thinner, a little balder, a
little more venerable as a chestnut than the
small game of the cities; but it pays those
who *‘steer” him into it much better, and
the managers and steerers are protected by
law from arrest and imprisonment. Their
“ protection ”’ from arrest for swindling him
is a part of the protection the farmer votes for.

No honest citizen ever yet tried to wrest a
countryman from the toils of Hungry Joe
without the vietim denouncing the citizen as
a swindler, and for uvwenty years past no
honest citizen has ever tried toexplainto a
Republican farmer the nature of the Protece
tion bunco without being denounced by him
as a traitor bought with British gold. Not to
him, but to men of sense I propose making
the Protection bunco swindle so plain that
it they hereafter assoclate with a Protegtion
bunco-steerer they will do it knowing his
character, and that his ¢ police protection”
alone keeps him out of the State prison.

There are certain small principles of e¢om-
mon sense that must be recalled before be-
! ginning the explanation, for 1t is by obscur-
: ing them that the Protection steerer secures

his vietim.

1. All products of American labor must be
enjoyed here by the producer, unless he goes
abroad and takes them with him.

2. The exchange of products among men
cannot affect this In any way. Whatever a
farmer may exchange his corn for-——whether
greenbacks or a coat—becomes by tho ex-
change the product of his labor. He may
make fifty exchanges before he reaches the
final exchange for the thing to be used or
enjoved, but that last thing is the product of
his labor and the final payment for hig work.
| 8. By no jugeling can any profitable or
business exchange of products with a fore
eigner pass any product of American labor
out ot the country or pass any product of for-
eign labor into the country. When corn is
xchanged (sold) for something the'%m‘cigncr
has, the corn ceases. to be the prndu::.v'; of
American Iabor. What 1t hias been exg¢hanged
(or sold) for becomes the product of American
| labor, and 1s enjoyed by the American as “the
fruit of his toil.” Foreigners give us nothing,
and no American can get possession of any
product ot toreign labor except by stealing it.
The Protectionist who talks about our use of
the products of foreign labor assumes that
we are a nation of thieves, and that what we |
import 18 the result of piracy.

What we may lawfully enjoy as Americans
must be the result of American labor only.
The joint labor of all produces the total of
what we eat, what we drink and what we use
and enjoy. All the mill goods we use are not
muade In this country, but we make some-
thing else—farm products—of exactly their
value to a cent, which we exchange for the
mill products, and the farm products passing
out of the country become by the exchange
producis of foreign labor, while the mill prod- |
ucts, passing in, become by the exchange the
products of American labor on our farms,
taking the place of what our farm labor pro-
duced to exchange for them. The reason for
the exchange 18 that farming i8 normally the
most profitable pursuit a man can engage in,
and 1t is natural that free men should seek
it 80 long as they can gel land ; so that there
are more men in that business in the United
States than are actually necessary to feed the
people.

The profit in labor is in the wages.

Farming 18 normally the most profitable,
because the total value of the product makes
the wages. There is practically no raw mate-
rial to buy. What the farmer sells his crop
for he puts in his pocket—it 1s the wages he
gets for his work over and above the cost of
food. The capital required and the actual
expenses are less than in any other business
—practically nothing.

Mill labor 1s normally the least profitable
of pursuits, for the total value of the product
is mainly made up of the cost of raw mate-
rial, interest on plant, and other expenses.
i'l‘hc wages are only a small fraction of the
| product. In 1880, in all manufacturing
| industries, the cost value of the total product
[ was £5,369,5679,191, while the total wages it
| repregsented was much less than one-tifth,
only $9047,953,795.

this surplus food you now exchange. You
will then have a home market in place of your
forelgn market, and be relieved of all ex-
penses of transportation, It will be enor-
mously to your advantage.”

If the mill product were all wages, If none
of it were raw material, if every dollar of its
value were evenly divided among workmen
who would spend the whole amount, and if
not one cent should go for expenses of any
kind, this proposition would still be a bunco
swindle. The workmen receiving the whole
$450,000,000 tor wages could not afford to
spend the whole amount for food. They
would have to reserve some for clothing,
house rent and smoking tobacco.

But in place of this 450,000,000 worth of
farm products now eaten by the foreigner the
farmer would sell only $60,000,000 to the
workmen employed to make it here. In
$450,000,000 worth of manufactures there
are only $80,000,000 In wages, and only
$60,000,000 could be used to buy food.

What becomes of the $390,000,000 in farm
crops or farm wages left after the market for
it has been taken away ?

It must rot in vhe flelds or be sold for a
song. The market has been lost. The pay-
ment for it has been shut out of the country,
merely that the 14,500 protected mill-owners
may be relieved from the competition of the
American farmer.

“ The crops of the farmer are his wages,”
says Mr. Horr in the Tribune. 80 are' what
he exchanges them for. Forty exchanges
would not make the final product anything
but farm wages. The $450,000,000 worth of
manufactures which our farmers getin ex-
change for their surplus crops are ALL
WAGES. They pay practically nothing for
raw material. They have no capital sunk in
costly machinery and five-story buildings.
They have no farm products to buy. Every
dollar 1s pald to them for surplus labor in ex-
cess of that which secures them food.

Put the miil owners aside. Let us suppose
that the mills were co-operative and the mill«
workers shared equally every dollar of profit.

PROTECTION GREEN GOODS,

————e

The Great Confidence Game That Is
Played on the Farmer.

OFFERED COUNTERFEIT PROTECTION,
BUT RECEIVING ONLY SAWDUST.

How He Ys Fooled by vhe Mill-Owner
with a Promise of Equal Opportunity
to Swindle His Countrymen—His Pro-
tection Package Opened and the Con-

Revealed — Not Counterfeits

Even, Only Sawdust.

tents

When the countryman knows too much to
be taken In Dby the bunco steerer’s offer of
“a valuable prize” worth nothing in ex-
change for his good greenbacks, the con-
fldence man steps up and offers to sell him a
chance to share in the profits of passing
counterfelt money. He has no counterfeit
money to be passed, but that does not
matter.

The advocate of protection who cannot fool
the farmer with the protection bunco
instantly changes his offer to a share of the
protection swindle, provided he will take it
in counterfeit protection. In exchange for
the $450,000,000 in good money paid our
farmers by foreigners for their farm work,
they are offered all the protection green
goods they may want. The *‘green goods” are
never dellvered. The farmer does not get
even the counterfeit protection promised him.
And, singularly, he did not begin to object to
taking sawdust in place of the counterfeits
until 1890.

Protection 18 necessarily limited to aiding

WAages to ten times the number of men #ho
would find work and wages without it.
But the farmer is obliged to pay an average

yearly tax on this exchange of $167,350,771.

This fine has been fmposed on him for many
years to protect the mill-owners from his
competition. It has reduced his opportuni-
ties for a profitable exchange to a very few
ftems, for on hundreds of items the mill-
owner’s protection is now complete.

yFor years past the few protected. mill-
owners, combined In trusts, who can control
the market price by means of selllng agree-
ments, have been offering the farmer all the
countertelt protection he may wish for if he
will surrender his right to exchange his sur-
plus farm products, and permit the mill-
owners to Import 221,000 foreign workers—
mainly women and children—to make in the
protected American mills the $450,000,000
mill products in dispute. To those who see
through the bunco of the home market—that
these 221,000 women &nd children will eat

the $450,000,000 worth of farm products

now exported—the mill-owner whispers In
his ear:

Protection is a big thing. Iam an Ironmaster.
My nominal protection on pig-iron is 86.72 per
ton; myreal, 89.72. It is worth $12 in England.
1t costs $2 to bring it to Philadelphia and $1 t -
bring it to Pittsburg. That makes the total cost of
the foreign landed here, £21.72, You must ex-
change §21.7% of the products of your farm labor
toget a ton. It only costs me $12'a ton, forl can
make it cheaper than the Englisluna.n cau. There-
mainder1s profit—the profit of pretection. The
$6.72 is given me in trust to pay to my workmen
in addition to foreign wages. but I onfy pay them
$2.46 per ton, total wages, and I pocket $4.26 on
the wages alone, getting my work done for noth-
ing. am ** protected ™ from your competition by
ocean ‘freights and transportation both ways,
equal to $6 per ton. and thecustom-house tax
must also come out of your wages. Btop this com-
petition and take a slice of protection for yourself. I
will vote to give you all the nrutet{:}ion you ma;
want. Instead of raising unprotected corn, whic
from the expenses of this exchange does not net
you 60 cents a bushel, why not raise pretected
corn that will net you $1.50 ? We will puta dun
of $1 per bushel on corn and you can then do as
do—charge up 90 per cent. of the duty and sell

our corn for 51.50. Noone can import corn for
ess and compete with you. You can make the
pegple pay you 90 cents more per bushel and I will
make them pay me $Y more per ton. Let uscom-
bine te rob them.

He falls to add that he 1s a member of a

trust which fixes the selling price, aud if any
one of the 265 members should betray the
trust and sell below, the trust would go to
pleces and the selling price fall here to the
same level as abroad, perhaps lower. The
tax 1s not protection. The combination 1s
not protection. The two combined makes
protection. He offers the farmer only the
tax.

This green-goods offer 1ooks tempting, but
the real protection of the farmer must be
against some other form of surplus labor in
the country which produces a surplusthat
can be exchanged at a profit for farm prod-
ucts.

There 18 no such form of surplus labor and
no such surplus.

The protection Congress gives cannot cross
our boundary lines. It can only be the pro-
tection of one class of American cltizens
without surplus products against another
class of American citizens with surplus prod-
ucts which they want to exchange for some-
thing the former makes.

A duty can protect. only under two con-
ditions:

When they produced $450,000,000 worth of
manufactures, only $80,000,000 would be
wages and $370,000,000 would be expenses
of raw material and management. They
could not possibly compete with the farmers
in supplying this market for mill goods. They
would have the $370,000,000 extra expenses
beyond wages, which the farmer has not, and
thelr food to get in addition. The farmer
could undersell them at an enormous profit.
He could well afford to sell at less than the
cost of their raw material. He has always
done that. He does better than that now.
He pays a tax of $200,000,000 on the ex-
change and beats them.

Congress steps in to protect the mills from
this farm competition. As the mllls are not
co-operative, but owned by 14,500 men, the
real object 1s to protect the mill-owners. It
18 & job, of course.

To prevent the farmers from exchanging
thelr surplus crops, their wages, for anything
like that made in the mills, C6ngress puts a
tax ranging from 50 to 800 per. cent. upen
every trade or exchange by the farmers or
their middlemen of American fati erops (Or
wages) for anything they must sell again in
competition with our mill products. The tax |
is not'levied for revenue, but solely, as even
the Protection bunco-steerer admits, to pPro-

one class in & country agalnst another class
in the same country. Any class producing
more than the country can consume must
export the surplus, exchange it for some-
thing the country can consume, and bring
that sométhing consumable into the country
to take the place of that which is non-con-
sumable. The protection must always be
against this use of a surplus—the foreign ex-
change of non-consumable for consumable
products of labor.

When the Eunglish farmers raised less food
than was required in England and the Eng-
1ish mills turned out more goods than could
be used in England the English mill products
were sent abroad, exchanzed for farm prod-
ucts and the latter brought back. The non-
consumable mill products of English labor
were converted (by foreign exéange) into
consumable farm products of Engl - labor.

The surplus English mill labor »mpeted
with the deficlent English farm lab 't in sup-
plying the English people with bre: . The
English farmers cried out against it, ‘nd the
parliament; of landlords tried to procect its
honored farm labor from the competition of
|1ts despised mill labor by heavily taxing all
“foreign exchanges of mill products for farm
products. If the English farmers could have

1, Without combination, when the market price
is the foreign price Flus duty, the domestic produc-
tion being too small to affeet it,

2. With combination, when the market price can
bo controlled by a domestic trustor selling agree-
ment,

| the farmer from $450,000,000 to $60,000,~

This is the reason why co-operative mills
will never prove profitable—the wages or
earnings are too small for the labor involved.
If all the profit made 1n all our mills should
be divided among thelr workers there would
| be no appreciabie difference in thelr general
condition. The division of the profits among |
a very few mill owners, the employers, alone |
makes manufactures * pay.” If the em-
ployees owned the mills in equal shares and
| did their own work 18 would pay them less
than any other investment of their money
and labor. The profit in mill work comes
from what the employer can sqgueeze out of
100 or 1,000 workmen, from $3 to 810 each
per week, and from what he gets for the
“wages’ of his machines. Divided among
Lis workmen it would amount to but little for
each ; massed in his pocket it iS an enormous
income. .

Two miliion farmers, raising beyond their
own food an average crop of $225 for sale,
exchange this surplus with the foreigner for
mill goods worth #$450,000,000. This ex-|
change reauces the output of our mills by
that much, for we cannot enjoy more than |
we bave earned by our labor, and the mill-
owner objects. He wants this exchange
market for mill goods which the farmer has,
and to get 1t spreads the Protection bunco
snare in sight of the Republican tarmer, and
the latter walks into the net.

‘“@Give me this market,” says the mill-
| owner; “forbid or prevent this exchange |
with the foreigner, and I will import works |
E men %o make these mill products who will cat |

| have the whole domestic

tect the mill-owners against the American
furmer.

To induce the farmer to consent to it the
bunco-steerers employed by the mill-owners
promise the farmer that they will import
workmen who will eat his surplus products
hereinstead of abroad, and thus save him the
expense of the exchange. They conceal
the fact from him-—for he has not had
sufficient sense In the past twenty
years to discover it for nhimself—that
every dollar’s worth of mill products im-
ported 1s bought by the American farmer,
exchanged, as Mr. Horr says, for his crops,
Wwhich are his wages, to be sold agaln by him
to Americans—and that to import workmen
to make it here reduces the wages earned by

000~—slicing off $390,000,000 ot farm wages.

No man with sense would attempt to res-
cue any farmer from the ordinary bunco-
steerer; much less would he undertake to
convince & Republican farmer that it was
unwise for him to exchange his $450,000,000,
all his own wages, for what he can get out
of $80,000,000 to be paid imported work-
men--not more than three-fourths of which
could possibly return to him for farm prod-
ucts. The farmer would insult him; call
him “Judas” and * traitor,” take oath that
he was a ‘* British bhireting paid with Cobden
Club gold.” If the Republican farmer likes
to be buncoed, let him be buncoed.
Honest men with sense are merely objecting
to having the Protection bun¥o-steerers torce
themselves upon society as the only honest
men in it, when they are merely swindlers of
the meanest kind.

The Protection bunco of the farmer means
cheap food for the people not on farms—for
over one-half the bread-winners. Two million
farmers cannot be driven from their land at
once, and there are 2,000,000 more in the
fields than are necessary to ralse our food:
Enormous overproduction in this country of
food, which cannot be shipped abroad and ex-

changed for mill products on account
of an average tax of 60 per cent.
on each+ individual exchange, will

reduce the price of this surplus food here
below any profit line. Let the mill-owners
market for mill
goods, and the increased cost of man-!
ufactures will more than be made up to us |
by the reduced cost of food, which IS more |
than raiment. There is no pecuniary reason [
why any worker should object to the I’rn-:

combined they would have been protected by
this legislation. If what they produced had
not affected the market price they would
have been protected. But they produced
80 much that, being without combination,
thelr own competition made the market
price, and their protection was counterfeit.
If the English farmer could have been pro-
tected by law he would have remained pro-
tected against English mill labor to this day,
for the English Government i1s a landed aris-
tocracy, deriving Iits income from tenant
farmers; but the nature of the counterfeit
was shown, and the English land-owners
themselves discarded it in 1860. They had
gense enough not to take the name where
they could not get the game.

The English mill-owner could not be pro-
tected. He produced a surplus. The only
protection possible in England was of other
people agalnst that mill surplus, to prevent
1t belng exchanged for something that could
be used in England that would compete with
something of the same kind made in England.
There was nothing to protect the English
mill-owner against.

The exact reversal of these conditions ex-
1sts In the United States. The farmers of this
country produce an enormous surplus of farm
products, while the mills do not produce all
we can use of mill products. Our farm sur-
plus is sent abroad, exchanged for mill prod-
ucts, and the latter brought back to compete
with our mill products. The surplus Amer-
lcan farm Jabor competes with the deficlent
American mill labor to supply the American
people with manufactures. The mill-owners
cry out against this competition by American
farmers, and as they own this Government,
and as they are few enough In num-
ber to comblne in trusts and fix the
selling price of their mill products,
the Congress heavily taxes all exchanges of
our surplus farm products for ¢ articles that
can be made in the mills of this country,”
meaning theirs. This is real protection, 24
carats fine. 80 long asvhis Government re-
mains a millocracy it will continue. The man
has not been born who will ever see the
millocrat’s grip loosened, or the promise of a
return to democracy.

The American farmer cannot be protected.
HE PRODUCES A SURPLUS. ZThere {3 mobody in
this country to protect him rrom. The only
protection possible i3 of others against him
and his exchange of his farm surplus for
something that might be madae in the Ameri-

Up to 1890 here 1s the counterfelt protecs

tion package offered the farmer ;

= Duty—-) = Duty——
er Per| Por Per
Produet, 6. ot | Produet, b, ct.
‘Wool under ACOINS, ... .. $0.02 35
80 cents. .$0.10 48(Plums ,..... .01 31
80
.20 16
“ 16
4 13
12|Barley " .20 26
29|Indian corn .10 18
2010at8..... ... .10 28
2 18|Cornmeal... .i0 10
Barley meal .00 6|Potatoes.... .15 33
Oatmeal .... 00% Y Per ton
9% 00 84|Hay,... ... 82.00 20
Flax straw.. 5.00 14
021 80|Flax. ... .... 0.00 8
0244 112|rlax,dr's'd. 40.00 7
Rice, unel'd .01l 86 Per gal,
Paddy....... .01 055/Honey ......80.20 79
HoPpSs, ['uvis .08 44|Vinegar..... .07% 86

S0 much for the farmer’s specific protection.
Now let us examine his ad valorem protece-
tion:

Duty, |

Produet, ver cent.
Animals (breeding). .frzea

i . 20

Duty,

Produet, per cent.,

Plum pudding........ 20
Milk .

Animals..... o seeaee 20IMilK. ..., L 20
Beans 10{Vegetables . 10
Meat . . 20

Cider,....

Wheat flo 20 20
Buckwheat, 10! G 20
Kioe flour . 20|F 20
Straws, ... . 20[Sugar cans.

Rice meal eseas 20|8ugar drainings. .

This is not counterfelt proteotion even.
There are only four counterfett bills in the
package—two at the top and two at the bot-
tom-wool, rice, honey and vinegar, neither
of which could be passed on an Indian, and
the fifty others are *sawdust.” The farmer
up to 1890 never got even counterfeits for his
good money—only sawdust.

How many counterfeits did the McKinley
bill add to the package? Get it and see.
There are just five—barley, barley-malt, hops,
beans and potatoes. You may add cabbages
it you like. These flve were put in to catch
and hold the votes of the dishonest Republi-
can farmers of Northern New York. They
are not good enough counterfeits to pass
among the Republican farmers of Pennsyl-
vania, much less of Illinois or Iowa.

On not one of the great staples of the
country is there even counterfeit protection.
Cotton is on the free list. Imported buck-
wheat. corn and oats are taxed 15 cents per
bushel; wheat, 25 cents; rye, 10 cents; beef,
mutton, pork and lard, 2 cents per pound;
bacon, 5 cents; preserved meat, 25 per cent.

There were two reasons why protection of
$10 per bushel or 1 per pound was not im-
posed on every tarm product. The first was

| bunce-steerer keep his place among the crim-

that the counterfeit would have been de-
tected, for 1t would not hawe ralsed the price
one cent per carload to the farmer, and 1t
would not raise the cost to the consumer ex-
cept along the border 1ine. He would have to
pay more to railroads for freight, and that
would be all.

The second reason was equally selfish. Our
mills along the Canadlan border trade a little,
exchanging a few American mill produets for
Canadian farm products, where the tax on
the exchange 1s less than the charges for in-
land transportation to and from the border.
Some times one kind of tarm product is ex-

tectiop bunco of the Republican farmer, or
try to prevent it. When the Republican
farmer at last realizes the extent to which
he has been robbed he will receive only just
and proper punishment for his conduct if he

| can mills. The only real protection that the
| mind of man can conceive 18 the protection
| of American mill labor against this surplus
| American farm labor. The farm labor can-
not be protected against the mill labor—yet.
s without a sympathizer or a friend to help There are on our farms 2,000,000 MORE
him. men than are needed to ralse food products
But whether the farmer deserves our Sym- | for our people. They produce $600,000,000
pathy or not, we who are ounlookers should ‘ in excess of what we consume, FOR EXPORT,
understand the nature of this bunco played | exchange, AND RETURN TO THIS COUNTRY for

upon him and demand that the Protection ; consumption here.

The foreign market i1s an EXCHANGE
Inal classes of the country. He must be | market only. It consumes nothing.

known for what he is—a criminal l’r(wl.ec(,odl Every dollar sent out of this country must changed for another, saving freight. To pre-
by law from the just punishment for IS |he RETURNED TO THIS COUNTRY fOr CONSUMD- | gerve this petty Gn accidental exchange
ERL e o tion here, if not lost or stolen {n transit. market, to the mills tne protection confidence
Facts About Tariff Prices. There are 900,000 workers in 14,500 pro- | man does not even make the package up of
[From the Indianapolis Sentinel.] | tected mills, or 221,000 LESS than are neces- counterfeits, but fills the centre either with
Iowa {s enjoying a published corre- | Sary to produce all the mill products we con- | plank paper or sawdust.

spondence between Marshall Field & Co., | sume. The deficiency |s worth §450,000,000, Exactly asthe confidence man offers the
ot Chicago, and a customer of the Hawkeye | of which Only $80,: D0,000 represent the | disnonest farmer counterteits to pass on his

isl,‘:lte who lm«lj_lnrdv.red a 1ot of \11)lble|f_t, HUS- | wagag of the 221,0¢ | empty places for ma- izhbors 1 col o
), the material commonly used for orna- | neighbors In exchange for good money, but
chine tenders. furnishes only a package of green paper or

mental winaow curtains. ‘r'he order referred

}:»)v\’linlllnnLgxg’r”%L‘(‘»m:flflol(,tmngtlmllgetli;n‘xixc%\u[&: We IEJM\'(! this de ‘sawdnst., 80 the protection conndence man

the precaution before sending the goods to | 1ng $450,000,000 i surplus farm crops— | offers the dishonest farmer in exchange for

glve notice vhat in the mean time the price | all wages—for * ired $450,000,000 of | his surplus farm crop worth $450,000,000

had advanced from 90 cents 10 $1.25 Der | mi produck | Bt this defictency in |counterfelt protection to rob his nelghbor;
Amerlcan mis swowr™s made good by farm ! but he supplies the farmer with only a pack-

labor. The exchange furnishes work audjage of sawdust.

ney good by exchang-

yard. Nevertheless there are some people
Wwho think that uthe foreign manufacturer
pays the tarifl tax.

SWINDLING THE

The Wool Pulled Oyver His
His Political Leaders

AND HE IS LED LIKE A LAMB 1
SHEARER'S SCISSORS.

American Wool Exported and Sc
Abroad—The Price Enough Highe
in Idverpool Than in the Unitea
SBtates to Pay the Freight—How the
Protection Bunco Game Is Played
¥Upon Two Million Political Sheep.

The Republican farmer may think that a
duty ot 10 cents per pound on foreign wool
will increase the price ot American wool, but
let him for five minutes in his life take couns
sel with common sense.

4dn 1886, as every intelligent man knows,
buyers from the woollen mills of Germany,
England, Scotland, Canada invaded our mar-
kets. American wool was exported and sold
abroad in the markets of the world in open
competition with the wool from Australia,
Cape Town and South America. Our farmers
had to pay the freight and sell cheaper, or
the foreigner would not buy. They did
both. No English or German mill-owner
paid or would pay one cent per ton
more for American wool than for Afrie
can or Australian of the same grade.
The foreign mill-owner bought the American
WO0l because the American farmer sold his
wool cheaper than any other yarmer in the
worid. The Canadian mill-owners alone
bought 2,041,246 pounds. It was not because
they wished to show how much they loved
the United States. It was not because they
wanted to pay the American farmers 10
eents more per pound than they paid the
Canadian farmers. Business IS business.
They bought American wool because Ameris
can wool was the cheapest of any wool in the
world, and because it was so much cheaper '
than Canadian wool that it paid them to (e
portit.and bear all the expenses of transpors'
tation.

o e

Will any American farmer sellto a foreign
mill-owner at a reduction of 10 to 80 cents
per pound below the price the American mill« ]
owner offers? Does any Republican farmer
believe that the American mill-owners offer
any higher price than the Canadlan miile'
owner for the American wool sent to Cans
ada?

When the protected German manufacturer ‘
sends his protected German goods to this
country the American farmer knows that no
act of the German Parllament taxing the
entry of similar American goods into Ger~f
many will force the American purchasers to
pay more for the imported German goods
than for the domestic goods. 'But the Repub-:
lican farmer believes as a matter of Republis |
can faith: i i ; !

First—When 1 export wool It Is because the |
forelgn woollen manufacturer loves me so
well that he gladly pays me 10 cents per |
pound more than he is willing to pay his own
countrymen or any one else in the world, and |
he i1s willing also to pay the freight.

Second—When 1 expors wool it Is because
the American manutacturer only offers me 10 ‘
cents more for 1t than 1t 18 worth in Livers
pool, and I can get more for it in Liverpool
than he offers, because English mill-owners
will compete with one another for the inestie ‘
mable privilege of paying an American wool« !
grower 10 cents per pound more for wool
than they can buy it tor from any other wools
grower; and I may get 13 to 15 cents per
pound above the market rate because my
Government taxes foreign wool. '

It he dves not believe this, what does he '
belleve ?

{
\

- - -

Let us see how much wool we export yearly.
Men who have common sense know that we
export enly when the price abroad is enough
higher than the price here to include the
freight. When the price is the same in Liver-
pool that 1t 18 in New York, to send it abroad
18 to sell at aloss of the freight. Here are
our exportations for the past few years:

Total expors

Year. Total pounds, value,
1883...00ciniee 64,474 $22,114
1884. v 10,393 3,013
1388 l2,1580080  algAid
. ) '3 <
1887. ; ’2.32.’940 3§10$§
1 2 ! 99273
L 24,065
.;3,.'1/;3
39,423

Reports of Bureaw of Statistics for yaars named.

It goes without saying that both the seller
and the buyer made the best bargains they
could. If the American seller could have
s0ld at a higher price to his countrymen he
weuld have sold to them. ft the foreigner
could have bought cheaper from any one else
he would not have bought from the American.

Y A

Where was the wool shipped to? Who
bought it ? Here is the report of the Bureau
of Statistics: Canada, 2,388,069 pounds;
England, 114,657 pounds; Scotland, 29,334
pounds; Germany, 42,258 pounds; Mexico.
76,602 pounds. If 1t be true that the Ameri=
can farmers sold their fleeces to those Cana-
dian, English, Scotch, German and Mexican
woollen manufacturers at a less price than
they were offered by the American manuface
turers, ought not the governments of those
conntries t0 return them thanks fe
their self-abnegation? If the foreigners
pald us over 10 cents a pound more than they
could have purchased the wool for from other
countries, ought not the American Congress
to pass resolutions of thanks to them?
Would 1t not be a wise thing for the farmers :
to have and keep a list of the names of thesa
sentimental and tom-fool foreign mill-owners
who are wiiling to pay so much more than the
foreign market price for wool.

To even allude to the gullibility wnich for °
twenty years has taken for granted that the
price of wool abroad must be 10 cents per |
pound less for grease, 20 cents per pound
less for washed, and 30 cents a pound less :
for scoured than the price in the United
States makes the cheek of every Amercan
tingle with shame at the stupidity of his
countrymen. With their own wool selling at
& higher price in Canada, England, Scotland,
Germany and Mexico than they could get
for it In New York and Boston, over .
two millien Republican farmers are led by
the nese up to the polls every November 1o des
clare by their vote their unchanged bellef in
the perfect fairness of the great American
game of bunco and to repeat thelr pledge that
they will never question it or permit it to be
questioned by Inquiring themselves or I1steie
ing to any statement by others concerning
the price of wool abroad.

at kind of example does this set betore
the world ot the wisdom with which the
American people are governed 2



BLAGK REGORD.

FLAGRANT SCANDALS 1IN
TWENTY-FOUR MONTHS OF
REPUBLICAN MISRULE.

PLAIN REVIEW OF FACTS WHICH
PUTS TO SLEEP THE WHIG AS-
SERTION THAT “NO PUBLIC
SCANDAL HAS BLURRED
IT§ RECOED.”

EVERY ONE OF THE FIFTEEN MOST
CONSPICUOUS TRADE-MARKS NOT
ONLY A PUBLIC SCANDAL BUT
A NATIONAL DISGRACE.

A Concise but Comprehensive Summary
of the Shameless Acts Which Re-
sulted in a Popular Rebuke Whose
Only Parallel ¥s That Which Pre-
ceded the Downfall of the Whig
Party — Selling “Protection,” ‘Re-
warding the Builder of Corruption
Funds, BPisregarding Civil Service
Pledges, Making of High Position a
Family Affair, Accepting Gifts, Steal-
ing States and Seats, Looting Public
Lands, Squandering Public Money
and Many Other Incidents Which
Tend to Confirm the Emphatic Judg-
ment of the People.

*“Under this Administration there haye been no
scandals.—Assistant U, 8. Treasurer E. H, Roberts.
[FROM A SPECTAL CORRESPONDENT.]

WASHINGTON, March 4.—At noon to-day two
years had elapsed since Benjamin Harrison
touched his lips to the Bible and took the fol-
lowing oath, prescribed by the Constitution
ot the United States:

Ido sdlemnly swear that I will faithfully execute
tiie office of President of the United States and will
to the best of my ability preserve, protect and de-
fend the Constitution of the United States.

At the same time the Republican party
assumed entire control of the legislative
branch of the Government for two years.
Its power has been absolute and unques-
tioned since that time, and now, when the
period of grace granted by the American
people 1s about to expire, it seems fit~
ting and proper that the more significant
and conspicuous acts of that party, through
its chosen Executive and representatives,
should be recalled to the attention of the
country, which patiently bore for a time,
but finally rebuked, the most disgraceful
and scandalous abuse of trust known to his-
tory since the Union of States was effected.

Such a review 1s always ‘an aid to the full
and intelligent exercise of the power of citi-
zenship, to print which 18’ naturally within
the province of a public journal. But at this
time it 1s much more. It is a public duty,
rendered necesgary by the persistent misrep-
resentation of what has been done by un-
patriotic partisans and unscrupulous traitors
to the cause of the people. y

Ellis H. Roberts, Sub-{reasurer, and him-
self charged by the Philadelphia Press with
using his official position for private profit,
made this statement in a recent public
speech: ‘“Under thls Administration there
have been no scandals.”

It was not to be expected that the chief
Republican organ of the country, whose
owner holds a most desirable official posi-
tion under the existing rule, would be able
to see aught to condemn in a Republican
Administration which had bestowed upon
him so signal a mark of its favor. The un-
blushing assurance, therefore, with which
this journal has declared within a fortnight
that “there has been no scandal connected
with this Administration, ” is less a matter
of surprise than an indication of servility.

But when an opposition journal, whose
vehement professions of Democracy serve
only to cloak its ardent sympathy with
monopoly and corruption of whatever
character and wherever found makes con-
spicuous an exactly similar assertion, it is
high time that the truth be told. The fol-
lowing paragraph referring to the regnant
but discredited Administration 18 reprinted
from the editorial page of the New York Sun :

“To give it its due it must also be
sald that it is the cleanest since James
Buchanan and Abraham Lincoln. No
public scandal blurs its record.”

The utterance served its purpose. . It en~
abled every Republlican editor, who had
been searching diligently, but vainly, tor a
straw on which to hang his cause, to quote
the absurd remask and credit it faithfully
in form, but falsely In fact, to a Demo-
cratic newspaper.

Unqualified assertions of this nature, re-
peated, disvorted and continually kept with
diligence worthy of a higher purpose before
the eyes of the people, render peculiarly de-
sirable, if not indeed essential, a plain
statement of facts. That statement is given
herewith. Because of lack, not of material,
but of space, only the more sallent features
of these two years of Republican misrule
are considered. These, however, are desig-
nated by their most fitting titles and num-
bered as f0llows:

Scandal No. 1—Selling
and excessive profits to monopolists for

“ Protection ”

money used to elect a Fresident.

Scandal No. 2—Rewarding the raiser
of a corruption fund with a position in

the Cabinet of a President.

Scandal No. 3—Expending thé money
thus procured in the open purchase of
votes.

Scandal No, 4—Utter disregard of Civil
Service Reform pledges and a galaxy of
disreputable appointments for discredit-
able party service.

Scandal No. 5—Shameful administra-
tion of the great Pension Bureau for the
benefit of pension sharks.

Scandal No. 6—Prostituting the most
honorable public office in the world to a
purely family affair.

Scandal No. 7—The President of the
United States as a gift-taker and tool
of real estate boomers.

Scandal No., 8—Stealing the represen-

tation in the United States Senate of a
new State.

Scandal No. 9—Creating States of min-
ing camps for the sole purposg of retain-
ing partisan control.

Scandal No. 10—Evicting Democratic
mempers of the House of Representa-
tives for the same reason.

Scandal No. 11—Usurpation of power
by a Speaker to !nsure the passage of
partisan measures.

Scandal No. 12—Disgraceful Scenes
and gross vulgarity in the House the
direct result of the Speaker’s action,

Scandal No. 13—Making a frandulent
census for partisan advantage through
a reapportionment of Congressional rep-
resentation,

Seandal No. 14—Government officials
looting public lands regardless of a
very mild rebuke.

Scandal No. 15—Squandering the
money of an over-taxed people to get
rid of a troublesome surplus,

Fach of these distingulshing trade-marks

s considered concisely below, and every
one will be found worthy of careful con-
sideration. No reference is made to the in-
iquitous TForce and Ship Subsidy Dbills be-
cause through the vigilance and energy of
the Democratic minority neither has become

a law.
———

SCANDAL NO. 1,

Selling “‘ Protection” to Monopo-
lists for Hard Cash.

The Republican National platform of 1888
promised to ‘“revise” the tdriff laws, and
Benjamin Harrison, in his letter of accept-
ance, added :

We do not offer a fixed schedule, but a prin-
ciple. We will revise the schedule, modify rates,
but always with an intelligent prevision as to the
effect upon domestic production and the wages of
our workingmen.

Having formulated its plea for popular
support, the Republican party turned to
Matthew 8. Quay to secure the election of
its comparatively obscure candidate. At that
time Mr. Quay bore the reputation of perhaps
the shrewdest and least scrupulous practical
politician in the country. He was given
almost unlimited power. The Democrats
promptly began a vigorous ‘* campaign of
education,” staking everything upon Presi-
dent Cleveland’s Tariff Reform message. The
Republicans undertook to meet their argu-
ments on the stump, but before the campaign
was half over Mr. Quay saw that they were
getting the Wors?ot the discussion and that a
new mode of fighting was essential to success.

Naturally, he turned to the kind of wartare
with which he was familiar—that of purchas-
ing votes outright. His plan was not op-
posed. Mr. Quay’s methods were well
known, and the party leaders practically ap-
proved and advised their use when they put
him in charge of the canvass. The one requi-
site was money, not in small amounts, but in
enormous quantities. An appeal to party
feeling would bring out only a tithe of what
was needed. Mr. Quay’s eyes turned to his
own State of Penngylvania, whose monopo-
lists and manufacturers had already in-
dicated a deep interest in the outcome of the
National struggle. The President of the Re-
publican Club organization ha.! quoted & Re-
publican Senator as saying that he ¢ would
Iry the fat” out of these men, who derived
the greatest benefit from an abnormally
high tariff. Mr. Quay acted upon the sug-
gestion of his colleague in the Senate.
The fat was fried out in quantities So large
that nobody has ventured to estimate the
full amount of money obtained. That it
reached into the millions nobody doubts.
John Wanamaker 2alone, as told in another
chapter, raised $400,000, and others of like
influence were no less active, but more for-
tunate in not being found out. When the cam-
palgn ended and the purchase of Mr. Harri-
son’s’ election was duly certified, Mr. Quay
burned the records of his financial transac-
tions and returned to Pennsylvania.

It 1s an axiom of business life that men do
not put out money unless they feel satisfied
that they will get as much or more back in
some way. And the manufacturers who sup-
plied Quay with his millions were busi-
ness men. They were willing to serve
the Republican party with heavy contribu-
tions if the Republican party would in turn
serve them with a tariff that would return to
thelr coffers their original investment several
times over. The bargain was struck. The
monopolists performed their part at onece

and the party leaders fulfilled their promises |

when they passed the MeKinley bili. The
thousands of iniquities from the people’s
standpoint in this measure ‘have been so
thoroughly ventilated in these columns that
it need not now be considered. It is enough
to say that Mr. Quay’s promise to manufac-
turers was kept and necessarily Mr. Harri-
son’s pledge to the people was broken. Rates
on all essential articles of food and clothing
were increased, not ** modified.” Mr. Harri-
son signed the billin the presence of several
distinguished witnesses with an appearance
of great self-satisfaction.

The swindle was so transparent that it had
immediate effect. As Willlam Walter Phelps
remarked, immediately after the recent
election :

The Republicans were promised a revision of the
tariff, and they expected that the revision was to
be in the shape of a reduction, and a large reduc-
tion. In the severity of ite provigions the McKin-
ley tariff may be a reduction, but if it is, the voters
didn’t think it was, and no one succesded in prov-
ing to them that it was.

With strange fatuity the Republican or-
gans have urged that the landslide was due
to “gross misrepresentation” of the new
tariff on the part of those who insisted that
it would and did increase the prices of the
necessaries of life. Senator Jobn Sherman
and Speaker Thomas B. Reed, however, say
that ‘‘the women did it” by complalumg to
their husbands of the higher prices which
they were obliged to pay. To bear out the
Republican theory, then, one of two things
must, be true. Either American women
have entered into a deep conspiracy to mis-
lead their husbands or they are, in the lan-
guage of Candidate Benjamin Harrison
‘‘gtudents of maxims, not of markets.”
Neither of these propositions will receive
serfous consideration.

The people knew before election and know
now that the McKinley tariff transfers the
money intheir pockets to the pockets of the
men who furnished the money that elected
Benjamin Harrison. They considered such
a proceeding an outrageous imposition and
improved the first opportunity which offered
itself to express thelr opinion at the polls.
That men elected by the per()lple and sworn
to serve the people should lend their votes to
the consummation of a bargain so shameftul 1s
certalnly a scandal—one of the most disgrace-
ful, in fact, in this interesting collection.

SCANDAL NO. 2.

The Munificent Reward of a Caor=
ruption-Fund Builder.

John Wanamaker is the only man in all our
history who has succeeded in buying a high
Cabinet office for cold cash. Prior to 1888 he
had never been heard of in city, State or Na~
tional politics; but, in the last month of that
year he suddenly became a star of the first
magnitude in the Republican heavens, and
before the Christmas holidays came the
country was amazed when it learned that the
proprietor of the great retall dry-goods depot
in Philadelphia was to be Postmaster-General
under the Harrison administration.

The Republican leaders outside of Penn-
sylvania began to ask themselves who he
was and what he had done that he alone, of
all the men in the Keystone State, should be
put forward to represent it in the Cabinet.

Many of them had heard of him in 4 vague

way as a pushing, enterprising merchant.
Looking out of the car windows as they
approached Philadelphia to and from the
capital they remembered having ssen his
name in letters two feet long on great sign-
boards, fences and sides of old barns, telllng
all the world that he had for sale the greatest
bargalns on earth, but no one of them could
see wherein that qualified him to be one of
the chiefs of a great and successtul party and,
at a bound, to spring from the bargain counter
into one of the great departments of the
Government.

Here was an office that had been held by
such men as Samuel Osgood, of Massachu-
setts; by Timothy Pickering, of Pennsylva-
nia; by Gideon Granger, of Connecticut;
by Amos Kendall, of Kentucky; by Francis
Granger, of New York; by Cave Johnson, of

ery Blair, of Washington, and by at least a
dozen other men equally eminent in public
life, and now 1t was about to fall into the
hands gf John Wanamaker.

The answer to the question why he of all
men should be selected soon came, and it
was an answer that crimsoned the cheeks
of every honest man in the country. It
brought to light the fact that in the closing
weeks of the Presidential campaign Mat-
thew Stanley Quay, then Chairman of the
National Republican Comimittee, who has
since, on the authority of reputable men in
his own party, been branded by TRE WORLD
as an embezzler of the public funds of his
State, went to Wanamaker and asked
him to raise an immense corruption fund to
buy votes in the doubtful States. Wana-
maker himself explained this base proposi-
tion and shameful transaction in these
words -

Quay urged the matter and told me why he felt
sure of carrying the election {f he had money,
told Quay I would undertake to raize the money if
he would allow us to establish a manufacturers’
bureau and have a voice 1n the disposition of the
money. 1don’t mean that we insisted on knowing
what was done with every dollar of it. [ didn't want
to know. When Isell a suit of clothes I don’t insist
upon being told wherb these clothes are going,

y responsibility ceases when I furnish a good
article at a fair price. ~What I did insist upon was
that I should be able to satisty the men who trusted
me with their money, that it was used for the pur-
poses for which they subscribed it, and that guar-
antee Mr. Quay gdve me.

Quay’s reputation at this time was very
well known to John Wanamaker. He knew
that he was not a man to bz trusted with
money, although he was a Senator of the
United Srates and the leader in the cam-
paign of the Republican forces all over the
country. But as soon as Quay gave him
what he called a ¢ guarantee ” that he should
know in a general way where the money
went, he at once raised the enormous sum of
$400,000, which was to be expended in down-
right bribery by the Dudleys and other un-
scrupulous and corrupt politicians.

In the collection of this immense bribery
fund Wanamaker was ably seconded by
Thomas Dolan, a rich manufacturer of Phila-
delphia. Dolan, when the battle was de-
cided in favor of Mr. Harrison, called a
meeting of the subscribers to the vote-buy-
ing fund. They all agreed with Dolan that
the victory was due to their liberality, and
that they, or, to take a broader view of the
situation, Pennsylvania was entitled to at
least one seat in the Cabinet.

But who should have it ? Dolan proposed
Wanamaker and Wanamaker was agreed
upon. The next step was to notity Quay
and he was summoned from his Beaver
home, where he was resting on the laurels he
had won. Quay agreed with Dolan that

Pennsylvannia must have a Cabinet office ; in
fact he thought Pennsylvania, in the interest
of Protection, should have all the Cabinet

positions. The result was that Quay was di-

rected to lay the demands of the rich vote
buyers before the President-elect, and Wana-
maker got the portfolio of the Post-Office. Less
than thirty days after the President sent to
the Senate the purchased commission of Wan-
amaker, the Philadelphia Manwsacturer, the
organ of Wanamaker and his coterie of;
boodlers, declared defiantly :

It is the men that give the cash that a large, if noi
the largest, share of success is due. We make the
assertion that the money contributed by this (Wan-
namaker's) Club last year bad more influence upon
the result of the National election than all the
skill, the ingenuity, the labor and the wire-pulling
of the profvm;imm?politiclm:s in the oity of Phila-
delphia. We believe this proposition to be capable
of positive proof. If, therefore, control of patron-
age is rightly the reward of victorlous effort, the
right of this Club to name the Federal office-bolders
of Philadelphia rests upon solid grounds.

The meaning of this, in plain languagé, 1s
that by raising the corruption fund for buy-
ing a Presidential election they bougut one of
the best offices in the gift of the victor.

Wanamaker’s administration of his great
office during the last nineteen months has
been pitched on a low, sordid key. Trade is
honorable, but no American wants to see
trade carried into the conduct of the Govern-
ment. S8ince John Wanamaker became the
head of the Post-Office Department , that
branch of the Government has become a sort
of annex to the bargain-counter in Philadel-
phia. He has never allowed an opportunity
to slip of advertising his shop. When, for ih-
stance, the Pan-American Congress was in
gession he addressed to the members of it
twelve months ago this circular :

DeEAR 81mr: Confident of our commanding posi-
tion in the mercantile world as leaders in the retail
commerce, and believing that we have reached.the
highest point yet attained in our country in the
science of retail trading, we beg leave to ask your
acceptance of this sonvenir of your visit to our
svene of business, in the hope that it contains in-
formation of sufficient importance to warrant its
submission to your Government as a portion of your
report upon the honorable Congress to which you
are acoredited.

Commenting on this outrageous letter Tugr
‘WorLD said last November :

Mr. Benjamin Harrison, the people of the United
States are ashamed and angry with the conduoct of
your Postmaster-General. {t fills them with a
gense of humiliation. It is fle talk of every circle,
Republican as well as Democratio, and t{)e uni-
versal econviction {s that you will—that you musgt-—
remove this man for his utter lack of an ordinary
sense of propriety and for his insolent outrage
upon our guests, which they are too delicate
placed to resent as it deserves. Will you respoué
to the demand ?

Mr. Harrison did not respond to the de-
mand and Pennsylvania and a score of other
States in the late elections passed judgment
upon Harrisonism and Wanamakerism in

his  Cablnet. Immediately atter the
election Mr. Warner Miller 1in his
Speech at the opening of the Brook-
lyn League Club house forcibly cons

| demned this scandal of the Administration.

“The people did not believe,” said he
‘“that the high offices of this Government
should be meted out to the man (Wana-
maker) who gave the largest contribution
t0 the campaign tund, and in my judg-
ment the men who were temporarily in
charge of the party learned a lesson on
Tuesday last which will not need any fur-
ther demonstration to convince them of the
feeling of the people.”

SN
SCANDAL NO. 3.
Spending the Corruption Funds

Raised by Wanamaker,

A large portion of the vast corruption fund
which John Wanamaker raised for Matthew
Stanley Quay, was used by W. W. Dudley to
buy the vote of Indlana, the President’s own
State. Dudley minutely planned the perpe-
tration of this villainy in his infamous memor-
able ¢ Blocks-of-Five ” leter, as follows :

HEADQUARTERS
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE,
91 F1IFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, Oct, 24.
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE:
M. 8. QUay, Chairman.
J. 8. OLARKSON, Vice-Chairman,
J. B. ¥assETr, Secretary.
Wwm. W. DupLEY, Treasurer.
JOHN C. NEW,

SAMUEL I ND!
GEO. R, Davis,

J. MANCHESTER HAYNES,

M. H. De YouUNaG,

Wy, Ca881U8 GOODLOE.
_DEAR S1r; I hope you have kept copies of the
lists sent me, BSuch intormation is very valuable
and should be used to great advantage. It has
enabled me to demonstrate to friends that with
{;mpor asgistince Indiana is surely Republican tor
sovernor and President, and has resulted, as I
hoped it would, in securing for Indiana the
aia necessary. Your Commitiee will certainly
receive from Chairman Huston the assistance neces-
sary to hold our floaters and doubiful voters and gain
enough of the other kind to give Harrison and Mor-
ton 10,000 plurality. New York is now safe beyond
peradventure fnrt%a Republican Presidential tic-
ket ; Connecticut likewise. 1In short, every North-
ern State, except perbaps New Jersay, though we
still hope to carry that State. Harrieon’s majority
in the Xlectoral College will not be less than 100.
Make our friends in each precinct wake up to the
tact that only boodle and fraudulent votes and
false counting of returns can beat us in the
State, Write each of our precinet correspon~

EN.

Tennessee ; by Jacob Collamer, of Vermont; | po
by Joseph Holt, of Kentueky; by Montgom- | .

de First—To find out who has
bo and steer the Democratic
them, and make them pay big prices for their

owi men, Becond an the election officers
closely,” and make sure to have no man on the
whose " integrity is unquestionable, and
sist on Republicans watchi every movement of
{ the election officers, Third—See thatour workers
know every voter enti i to a vote and let
no one elss even offer to vote. Fourth—
Divide the floaters into blocks of jive, and put a
trusted man with necessary funds in charge of these
JSive, and make him responsible that none get away
and that all vote our ticket. Fifth—Make a per-
smn\lnrpeul to your best business men to pledge
themselves to devote the entire day Nov. 6 to work

tickets. They will be astonished to see how utterly
dumtounded the ordinary Democratic
bummer will beand how quickly he will disap-
pear. The result will fully justify the sacrifice of
time and comfort, and will be & source of satisfac-
tion afterwards to those who help in this way. Lay
great stress on this last matter, It will pay.

There 10ill be no doubt of your receiving the neces-
sary assistance through the National, State and
County Commitiees—only see that it is husbanded
and made to produce results. 1 rely on you to advise
your preeinct correspondents and urge them to un-
remitting and constant efforts from now till the
close and the result 1s announced officially.
ill fight for a fair election here if necessary.
el erew can't steal this election from us as
they did in 1884 without gome one getting hurt.
Let ev Republican do his whole duty and the
country will pass into Republican hands, never to
leave it, 1 trust. Thanking youn again for your
efforts to assist me in my work, I remain,

Yours, sincerely,
| . Wwm. W. DupLEY.
in prineipal precinets and

Please wire me result
county.

This nefarious scheme was carried out pre-
cisely as Dudley had directed, with the re-
sult that Benjamin Harrison became Presi-
dent. Dudley sued THg WoRLD for libelling
him by the publication of the above letter,
but he took very good care to evade a trial.
Immediately after the perpetration of the
gross frauds at the ballot were discovered, a
reputable ecitizen of Indlana swore out a
warrant for the arrest of Dudley, but he ab-
sented hlmself for nearly a year from the
State and there was no opportunity of serv-
ing'it. He was an exile and a fugitive, and

the officers of the United States, whose laws
he had broken, made not a single effort to

arrest, him. Indeed, there were positive
orders from Washington not to interfere
with him in any way or give him the

slightest inconvenience. Had he not saved
Indiand and elected a Republican President ?
Judge Woods at one time, in one of his charges
to the Grand dJury of Indianapolls, led the
country to believe that he would do his duty
in the matter, but, instructed from Washing-

ton. he positively directed the Grand Jury to |
let the blocks-of=five briber go quit and iree. |

Dudley about this time was tureatening to
use the * dynamite” he had in his possession
unless the Harrison beneficiaries of his erime
came to his rescue. Two more contradictory
charges of 2 United States Judge were prob=-
ably never delivered in the case of any one
£ sed of crime. MHere they are, side by

REVISED INSTRUCTIONS
TO THE GRAND JURY.
It results, of course,

that the mere sending

by one to another of a

letter or document con-

taining advice to bribe

a voter, or setting forth

TO THE GRAND JURY.

The latter clause of
the section makes any
one¢ guilty who counsels
bridery, X 4 &g
clause makes it an of-
fense for any one to ad-

vise another to attemipt a scheme for guch
to commit any of the bribery, however bold
offenses named in this and. reprehensible i
action; so that, while it not indictable. There

must be shown in addi-
tion an attempt by the
raceiver of the letter, or
of soma other instigated
by him to execute the
scheme, by bribing or
attempting to bribe
some voter in respect
to the election of Con-
gressmen, or in such

ig not a crime to make
the attempt, it is @
erime to advise another
to  make the attempt.
If A attempts to bribe
B, that is no offense
under this statute; but
if A advises B to bribe
C, then the one who com-
mends or gives this ad-

vice is an offender under way as to affect such
this law. AND I WILL  election.

S THA THERE Another point de-
I SDOM IN gerves consideration in

S Sonrk

THIS PROVISION., this connection, If the
i be adopted that
56 not acted upon

may constitute a crime;

then the exact words
used in giving the ad-
vice, whether oral or

written, must be ascer-
tained, and every possible
intendment in - favor
of innoeence must be al-
lowed and all doubts
resolved in_favor of the
accused, JT the nse of
money be advised, but
the 'particular purpose
of its use be not clearly
and indeed conclusively
indicated, a possible in-
nocent use will be pre-
sumed; and eyen if the
purpose to bribe be un-
questionable, and yet it
appears that the design
was to purchase votes
for other officers than
representatives in Con-
gress, it would be no
ne under the statute,
which is8 designed to
protect the election for
that office.

Dudley, after an absence of more than a
'year, returned to Indianapolis last Decem-
ber. Chambers, an appointee of President
Harrison, declined to arrest him, and openly
defended the blocks-of-five tetter. Since then
he has been in Washington making a great
deal of money in a very mysterious way. He
18 not-a lawyer, buc, although he does not go
near the White House, having been advised
for appearance’s sake tokeep away, there 1s
gtrong presumptive evidence that no one has
a ‘stronger pull” with the Administration,
which may account for the bonanzahe has
evidently discovered. ;

During the past few months Mr. Dudley has
forimed a partnership with ex-Attorney-Gen=
eral Michener, of Indfana, who has always
been a trusted friend and supporter of Benja=
min Harrison.

f
dl 4!
A KLong Record of Faithlessness in
the Civil Service.
The Republican National platform, adopted
in Chicago, June 21, 1888, contained the fol-
lowing:

The men who abandoned the Republican party in
1884 and continued to adhere to the Democratic
party have deserted mot only the cause of honest
government, of sound finance or freedom or purity
of the ballot,but especially have deserted the canse
of reform in the il service. We will not fail to
keep our pledges because they have broken theirs,
or Becnnse their candidate has broken his. We
therefore repeat our declaration of 1884, to wit:
‘“The reform of the civil service, auspiciously be-
gnn under the Republican Administration, should
be completed by the further extension of the reform
system already established by law to all the grades
of the service to which it 1s'applicable; the spirit
and purpose of the reform should be observed in all
executive appointments, and all laws at variance
with the object of existing reform legislation should
be repealed, to the end that the dangers to free in-
stitutions which lurk iu the power of official pat-
ronage may be wisely and effectively avoided.

Benjamin Harrison, in his letier of ac-
ceptance, emphasized this pledge in these
words :

The law regulating appointments to the classi-
fied oivil service received my support in the Sen-
ate in the belief that it opened the way to a much-
needed reform. I still think so, and therefore cor-
dially approve the clear and forcible expression
of the convention upon this subject. he law
should have the aid of a friendly interpretation
and be faithfully and vigorously enforced. All ap-

ointments under it should be absolutely free
rom partisan considerations and influence.
Some extensions of the classified hut] are prac-
ticable and desirable, and further legislation,
extending the reform to other branches of the
gervice to which it is applicable, wonld receive my
approval. In appointments to every grade and
department fitness, and not pnrtybservxce.s)xould
be the essential and discriminating test, and
fidelity and efficiency the only sure tenure of
office. Only the interests of the public service
should suggest removale from office. I know the
practical difficulties attending the attempt to
apply the spirit of the civil-service rules to all
appointments and removals. It will, however,
be mysincere purpose, if elected, to advance the
reform.

>
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MORE PROFESSIONS.

This sentiment was in strict accord with

the views expressed by Mr. Harrison while

Senator. On March 26, 1886, In reference

to executive nominations, Senator Harrison
roge in hjs place and said :

Let me say now that if the prompt and just de-
mand which was made in many cases by the in-
cumbents of these offices, when Hu;y were sus-
pended under charg to be advised of the
character of those charges and to have an opportu-
nity, however little it might_influence the miud of
the executive, to place_on file their ample refuta-
tion of the sianders and lies that had crept into the
departments against them—if that demand had
been allowed, I must believe that most of the cases
that are held up before the Senate would have been
withdrawn or have gone through.

What is it these people ask? An honorable
discharge after honorable service. That is all
They ask that they may goout of the offices to
the duties of which they have devoted them-
selves with conscientious fidelity, with an honor-
able discharge. 3 |

Will you unite here in support of a proposition
which denies to a Republican removed knowledge
of the charges filed against him in a public depart~
ment of this Government ¥ - My colleague
(Mr. Voorhees) arraigned the Senate because, he
said, wo were condemming the Attorney-General
unheard. * * * What does he think, then, of
these trials that have been going on from day to
day inthe secrecy of the ostmaster-General’s
office, with closed doors? These charges,
by the thousand are piled vupon his
table, and he assorts them over: and 'withont
letting the persons accused know or have any
intimation t}mm they are accused at all, he de-
prives them of office and, so far as such a
judgment can, of their good reputation, * * *

I\ri; colleague said yestorday that ,the first
feeling of tffe masaes was for fair pla.)’. n .
Does %m think this is fair play? In every Anglo-
Baxon heart, and especially in the Western heart,
among the frontiersmen, who always believed in a
fair fight, there is that imbedded sense of justice

»EN

at the polls, 4. e., to be predent at the polls with |

election |
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and fair play which resents and denounces these
| unfair methods.
{ Inthat same speech Mr. Harrison referr
| to the Postmaster at Shelbyville, an es
aier. Mr. Harrison made a personal appeal
| to the Postmaster-General, requesting to
| Know the nature of the charges preferred.
That appeal remains unanswered to this
day. In winding up the recital of the case, |
Mr, Harrison said : [
I want to know if there is a Demoeratic Sena- |
tor here who approves of that sort of treatment |
of a citizen. I want to know if there is one who,
much more, approves of that sort of treatment
of a wan who for four years fought for his conn-
| try in the hour of its pressing danger. If the
Democratic party means to unite upon this issue I
|
i

and in dofense of these practices, then I wel-
| come the issue,

[ Mr. Harrison then cites the case of Isa-
| belle De La Hunt, somewhat similar in char-
| acter, as well as a number of others, and |
| says: |
| “X do lift up a }Imu'ty prayer that we |
| may never have a President who will not |
pursue and compel his Cabinet officers to |
| pursue a Civil Service policy pure and |
| slmple upon a just basis, allowing men |
acensed to be heard and deciding against |
| them only upon competent proof and |
| fairly. Either have that kind of a civil
| service, or, for God’s sake, let us have
| that other frank and bold, if brutal,
l):wthn(l of turning men and women out
| sixaply for political opinion.

‘“ et us have one or the other. They
| will not mingle. Tt was the conflict of
| these currents—the President on one side,
| endeavoring to be responsive to his self-

imposed pledges, and the pressure of hiu!
| party on the other—that has driven those I
| who were at the heads of the Depart-
ments, in the attempt to preserve and
maintain the President’s professions, and
at the same time to give to the hungry
who were demanding to be fed—it was an |
‘uth’u)pt to reconcile the irreconcilable |
| that has brought this wretched condition
| of things in which men and women are
| condemned without a hearing. et us
haveone or the other, pure and simple.””

S8OME SAMPLES OF PRACTICE.

Among the first appointments made by the
new Administration wasthat of John 8. Clark-
son as Firgt Assistant Postmaster-General.
Mr, Clarkson was known to be a bitter oppo-
nent to eivil service reform.

¢ The Government of the United States,”
he had declared with emphasis, * 1S a politi-
cal not a business machine.”

Needless to say this idea was directly op-
posed to the theory of eivil service reform and
a flat contradiction of the pledge made to the
| American people by the Republican party and
Benjamin Harrison. Nevertheless, Mr. Clark-
son was appointed to a position which en-
abled him to put his creed into effect to his
heartls content.

That he did so without hindrance of his
superiors is well known. In the first year ot
his adminlstration he removed 33,000 Demo-
cratie Postmasters, and President Harrison
supplemented his work by removing 1,600 on
his own account. In five short months 2,
changes were made in the Rallway Mail Ser-
vice.
cal year the axe has fallen steadily, but the
refusal of Postmaster-General Wanamaker to
permit examination of the records renders an
accurate accounting impossible

The Otvil-Service Reform League appointed
a speclal committee to learn, 11 possible, the
cange of these removals. A member of this
Committee was Wayne MacVeagh, a tormer
Republican Cabinet officer, and his signature
s appendedeto the report, which was recently
read in Bosteon. It opens with these words:

Your special committee, appointed to inquire |
into the condition of the Federal service and the |
operatlon of the reform law, would respectfully |
submit the following report as to the gyatem of re- |
movals of Presidential postmasters upon secrev
charges:

Out of 856 answers received to onr questions
whether or not any cause for the removal was given
to the man removed, it appears that in only forty-
seven cases was such cause assigned, in ten cases
the matter was disputed, and in 299 cases D~
peared, from uncontradicted statements, that the
incumbent was removed without any cause being
given for his removal.

In a very large number of cases he solicited in-
formation from the Post-Office Department, as to
the character of the charges, but this information
was almost invariably refused.

s Mr.' Wanamaker tells us that *‘‘all papers in
appointment cases have invariably been deemed
privileged and confidential with the Depart g
#ind as the postmasters themselves are refused
access to the charges unoh which they are removed,
but little can be done to lift the veil which conceals
these secret accusations.

PLATFORM AND PROMISES DISREGARDED.
The Committee then gaye many of the re-
plies received. Among other instances the
report quoted the following :

h Ratnour, former postmaster of Weeping
Neb., wrote to the Assistant Postmaster~
Genergl asking the caunse of his removal, of
which he had not been informed. The following is
gent to us by him as & copy of the answer re-
ceived.

‘* Yours of Nov. 28, 1880, received, asking the
cause of your removal. When your successor ro-
ceives hls commission, turn the office over to him
withoud further notice. Yours truly,

AV Jo R OLARKSON, First Assistant P. G.»

Mr. Butler, his cesgor, informs us that the
canses assigned . Ratnour’s removal ** are on
file with the President.”

Jacob Van Riper was postmaster in Rutherford,
y 1o was removed and wrote to the President
asking what charges, if any, had been preferred
against him. The receipt of his letter was ac-
knowledged by the President’s private gecretary
on July 10, 1899, and he was informed that it had
been referred to the Postmaster-General. Ile ob-
tained no further information as to the cause of his
removal,

Henry 8. Farnum was removed from the post-
office at Uxbridge, a88., on ov. 20, 1889, as |
he understood, upon the report of Inspector
Stoddard, and his successor, Crysis T. Scott, was
%v;mintud by recommendation of Congressman

alker. . Judge A. A. Putnam wrote to the
Postmaster-General as follows : ‘I do very
respectfully request of the Department that Mr.
Farnum be permitted to know for what specific
cause or osuses his removal from office was
recommended, and, to the end that justice be |
done him and the state of facts bearing upon the |
muatter of his removal be made apparent to the
people of thia town, he should be permitted to
ment whatever charges may have been made im- |
pugning his ntegrity or competency.'’ No in- |
formation was furnished.

D. W. Pratt, postmaster at Farmington, Me,, |
removed Dec. 18, 1f , writes: wrote the
Pogtmaster-General last December, asking him
whet law X had violated. He acknowledged the

)

réceipt of my letter, but has never answered

Harry C. Kvans was removed as postmast
Bloomfield, Ta., and when Congressman Walter |
J. Hays inquired on his behalf the reasons for
theé r:\nmvu* an answer was vreturned by Mr.
Clarkeon, in which he wrote:

‘* Iwonld be glad to send you the statements
excn{)t that they were made by private citize

er at

and in & confidential manner.”
A. H. W. Carpenter, postmaster at New Bed-
ford, Maps., was dismissod on charges., He

wrote to Mr, Clarkson to know_ the nature of the
charges. Mr. Clarkson refused to give him any
satisfaction, but he understood that Pay Director
Thornton, of the navy, had preferred tlie
charges. The complaint was that !\vlr. Carpenter
refused to give Thornton preference over others
in the delivery of mail.

After sharply condemning the system of se-
cret. removals, the Committee quoted the re-
marks of Senator Harrison, given above, and
continued :

It seems incredible that the administration of
the man who nttered these words should perpetu-
ate this system of removals upon secret charges.
Yet such is the fact.

Your Committee concur most heartily with the
expressions quoted above. They furnish the best
standord of criticism possible of the system of re-
movals whioh is still practised in the Post-Office
Department.

It can never be unjust to the President to judge
him by his own standard of duty, by his own c
ceptions of justice and fair play. The fittest con-
demnation of his own acts is found in his own
words.

Nor will it do to shift the responsibility from the
Chief Executive to the heads of these departments.
Mr, ‘Harrison has told us why it cannot be so
evaded. ‘‘I do lift up a hearty prayer that we may
never have a President who will not either pursue,
or compel his Cabinet officers to pursue, ivil-
service policy pure and simple, * * * or, &e.

It is not the Postmaster-General or his first as-
sistant who, in the last analysis, is responsible, It
is the President who appointed Wanamaker and
Olarkson, and who permitted these things to be.
Respectfully submitted,

Wwm. DupLey Founke, Chairman,
CHARLES J. BONAPARTE,
RicHARD H. DANA,

WAYNE MAOVEAGH,

SHERMAN 8. ROGERS.

QUIBBLE AND EVASION.

President Harrison removed Chlf‘f-Justicn‘
Elljott Sandford, of Utah, in May, 1889, |
and appointed Charles 8. Zane aS his suc- |
cessor. On May 10 Judge Sandford was in-
formed by Attorney-General Miller that the
President ‘“would be pleased” to receive
his resignation because of his opinion that
“ the public interest will be subserved by a
change in the office.” In reply, Judge Sand-
ford inquired whether he was accused of |
misconduct and, if so, he Invited investi- |
gation. The following remarkable letter
was the result :

WABHINGTON, May 24, 1880, ¢
The Hon. Elliott Sandford, Chief-Justice Utah

Territory, Salt Lake City, Utah.

Sir: Your letter of the 17th inst. in reply to
mine of the 10th inst., informing you that in the
opinion of the President the public interest
would be subserved by a change in the office of
Ohief-Justice of Utah, and that he would be
pleased t0 receive your resignation of that office,
18 at hand.

Answering the same, I beg to say that there
are on file in this Department some papers com-
slaining of the manner in which youar judicial
}inlion are discharged. Independently of these

articular complaints, however, the President
as become satisfied that your administration
of the office was not in harmony with the policy
he deemed proper to be pursued with reference
to Utah affairs, and for this reason he desired to
make a change, and, out of courtesy, gave you
an opportunity to resign.

As you did not see fit to embrace this oppor-
tanity, the President has removed youn and AY.
pointed = your successor, Vm'{> respectfully
yours, W. H. H, MILLER,

Attorney-General.

The quibbling makeshift apparent in this
letteér made further correspondence unnec-
essary for Judge Sandford. It was clear
that the reference to ‘‘some papers” on
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file was the most beautitul of excuses, and

| any policy \'-hh:h'hn desires a judge
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i tration. Senator Harrlson’s indignation knewgy
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IJnd-:o Sandford contented himself by say-|
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ce and the laws, impar-
tly to all men.,” He adaed
: “If the President has
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ing that his ea
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tially and hone
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Supreme Court to carry out ot

jone I have pursued, he has done well to re-

move me.

Commenting upon this the
Ledger said :

The Judge comes out of that
with by far the bstter credit so that if there is
apything behind of a nature to help the Exc-
cutive, it had better be brought promptly to the
frong.

Nothing of the kind was ever produced.
President Harrison walted for the story to
“ blow over.”

1t further proof were needed that fate has
not seen fit to grant Senator Benjamin Har-
rison’s * hearty prayer that we may never
have a Pr lent who will not pursue, and
compel his Cabinet advisers to pursue, the
civil-service polley pure and stmple and upon
a just 8, allowing men accused to ‘be
heard and deciding against them only upon
competent proof and fatrly,” it was afforded
by the action taken in the case of Collector
Troup, of New Haven. The correspondence
between the Collector and the Administra-

Philadelphia

correspondence

tion officials 18 so thoroughly typical of that |
hundreds of
her

which passed in
stances that 1t

other lke in-

TON, June , 188
Alezandar ector Internal Revenue,

Hartford, Conn.

Sig: Inclosed herewith please find order of the
President, dated June 1889, removing you
from the offics of Col rnal Revenue for
the District 1t. Respectfully yours,

N W. MasoxN, Commissioner.
vi: MANSION, June 27, 1889,
ed from, the office of
Collector of Internal Revenue for the District of
Connecticut, to take effect upon the appointment
and qualification of your successor.
BrExJ. HARRISON.

To Mr. Alezander Troup, Har(ford, Conn.

UNITED BTATES INTERNAL REVENUE, )

COLLECTOR'S OFFIOE, DISTRICY OF ¢

CONNECTIOUT, HARTFORD, July 1, 1889. )
John W. Mason, Commissioner of Inlernal Revenue,

Washington, D. (.

I am in recei
a communication from the
States removi e from t e of Collector of
Internal Revenue for the District of Connecticut,
to take effect upon the appointment and qualitica-
tion of my CLeSB0T.

I would respectfully ask the reason for this sum-
mary dismissal. I am not aware that any com-
plaint has been tnade against me officially, and I
wve never heard of a word of censure in reference
to the man ment of the offic It would_be a
favor to me 1f w reason. If the
reason is politica i
understand it.
manner, without the leas
or causes, I submit i
est and fullest inve
the management of the

Ini bvﬁ

mation of the ca
I challenge the clos-
igation into every detail of
fiice. Respectfnll

ANDER TROUE

Trowup, A(

Alexander
rd, Conn,

tion to your re: sl from the office of Col-
stor of Internal Hevenue for the Distriet of
Connecticut, I wounld say that the order referred
to was transmitted to thi by Hon.
Becretary of the Treasury gsons for
making the J A N

office. Very respectfally,

JOHN W. MasoN, C

y. 'The
ot communics

i {
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_Connporicul, HARTFORD, July 5, L
William Windom, Secretury of the asury, Wash-

ington, D, O.:
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Honorable Comn
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i f 1wl Revenne of
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) § of the Treasury. The rea-
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i office. '
_I'would respectfally ask you the reason for this
i issal, Ifit is politival, say so frankly, and I
stand it.
There has wmever been of
from the Departmen
eritioism that I know of.
ok 1ge the most searching investigation
into e detail of the management of this oftice.
Respe ully,

o word complaint

ALEXANDER TrRoUP, Collector,
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letter requesting that

or x 18 for my
ue of the Di

ve me
Collecto.

7 ;
Replying to your letter of the 1st inst., in |

1 to this |

nor has there been any |

1

ously signed than that of anybody else, and
representing an overwhelming majority of
the patrons of the office. But she was not
appointed. The office was given to John
Zimmerman, Chairman of the Republican
County Commiitee, whose only claim was
hard work for Candidate Harrison. In this
delicate manner the President endeavored
to establish in the hearts of the people his
own conviction that * fitness and not polit-
lcal service” should be * the discriminating
test of appointment.”

These acts were not without effect. Seven
Republican Congressmen, including Repre-
ntatives Houk and Grosvenor, and at
| least one Senator—Farwell, of Illinois—
| promptly advanced bills abolishing the
Civil Service Commission, and reverting
wholly to the spoils system. The Federa-

took the ground that further attempt at de-
celt was 1olly and adopted this resolution :

Resolved, That we, all Republicans, pledge our-
gelyss not to support any one for office, either
National, State or city, who is in favor of the pres-
ent odious civil service or 1ts application in the

jority of appointments are awarded to yonng men
fresh from schools and colleges, while active, in-
telligent, educated and deserving men of our own
party are barred out on account of age or have
failed to answer foolish questions not pertinent to
the gervice in which they are mmking employment,
We believe that the present Civil Service lawis a
relic of European governments, is injurious to
urty success,not at all appropriate to a republican
orm of government, and therefore, should be re-
pealed.

But it must not be supposed that the course
of the Administration was unheeded by
clvil service reformers, or by men Wwho
voted the Republican ticket, believing that
Republican pledges would be kept. The
Civil Service Reform Associations of many
States, including Indiana, condemned the
Administration, and on Oct. 2, 1890, George
Willlam Curtis, President of the National
Assoclation, gave a most Instructive ad-
dress, from Wwhich the following are ex-
tracts:

Why should not reasonable and intelligent
men tell the truth frankly? The year has
demounstrated incontestably that while the Repub-
lican party, absolutely dominant in the Ad-
ministration, is a party of Protection, it is not a
party of civil-service reform. Its careful and elab-
orate tariff declarations were sincere. They were
intended to be the substance of the platform, be-
cause the Republican leaders thought that Mr,
COleveland had thrown away the chance of the Dem-
ocratic party by his message of 1887, and they were
sure that upon the issne of Protection they could
carry the country. But the Republican platform
declaration of 1884 upon civil-service reform was
reiterated in the some words in 1888 not as a cardi-
nal article of party faith, like the non-extension of
slavery in 1860, or the unconditional prosecution of

the war in 1864, or the measures of
reconstruction in = 1868 end 872, but
both as & bribe and a lure for inde-

pendent voters. No sincere Republican, I think,
woyld say that the party and the platform in 1888
mefint civil service reform in the same gense that
they meant Protection, or that they had meant the
g iction of slavery in 1860. The political dev-
astation of the post-office and other offices which
185 been accomplished within nineteen months
would have been as impossible under a reform Ad-
ministration as the reduction of the tariff to a rev-
¢ i stion administration. It
able that in passing a Tariff bill the Re-
1 party has kept its promise. It isequally
ble that in the general partisan pillage of
t il service the Republican party has broken
| its promise.

That the Republican leaders still entertain
only hearty contempt for the Civil Service
law now in existence was shown very clearly
in the campaign just ended. One of the most
stringent provisions of the law forbids the
{ sment of office-holders, but this did not
( rthe Ohio Republican Committee from
sending out circulars whose threatening na-
ture could not be mistaken. Regarding them
} Commissioner Roosevelt sald:

Those Government employees who wish to con-

evenue for the Dis- | tribute have a perfect right to do so, but it is part

of the law that no Government employee who
| does not wish to do so shall be diseriminated
st, and the Commissiorr will watch with a
sye any attempt to violate the provisions
tand rule. Asfor my own personal feel-
wrd the circular of the Ohio Executive
as an outrage.
nxious as any one can be for the success
of tepublican party in Ohio and for there-elec-
tion of Major McKinley in particular, but the letter
quoted as ing from the Ohio Committee and
sent to the ent employees in this eity can
only be ck erized as an attempt to blackmail
the employees by indirection, This, of course, is
| npon {‘flu-,sux\p(wnion that it has really been sent
to the department clerks, of which we have as yet
rnsi( ive proof. As given in the papers it asks
if he has done his duty, and tells him

hat he ought not to expect others to do the work
and p him to enjoy the emoluments.

It is._ addr 3d to men in the ¢ fied
service it deliberately falsifies the fac Vo

V
committee has the right to address any Govern-
| ment employee as & Republican office-holder
The Ohio Republicans in the classified service
who have coms in through our examinations owe
their positions sole
not to ‘* the labors”

y to their own merits, and
the Republican party, i

|

"“l‘ I am at aloss to know | Ohie or elsewher . a8 this committee would seem

| toimply. If any of them do owe their places to

A i e bl b |_mll1¥u'n‘y influ e, they )m‘{ﬂ 8ot them by

i_,‘“A |]y.}\uw _““"H;H ',.',,‘. 5 falsa represen ong and evasions of the law,
> 0Ly NI RSN i and ought to t ared on

5 not communi od

aved um entitied to a reason, and I now I NIFFIAN METHODS.
respectfully re the query, with the hope The Re i Jomin e f Preside
that you will r I liave been informed, thonsh. | 0o, Bepublican . Couunittee of President
not officlally, that the removal was for political | HATTISON'S Own State appointed an agent—
reasons,y 1f that s so T would like to know it, and | W. W. Curry by name—to obtain money
I'will upflerstand it and make no objection, from residents of Indiana employed hy the

I have/always supposed that [ was appointed for
}n.lit,im‘ congideration, and if the change 18 asked

or on similar I l¢
3ut to be reme hout any
signed, [ saubmit is fair, &

great injury could be done
ment from office by a wrong
placed upon smoval. Tf the reasons were as-
gigned for removal the entire matter would be un-
derstood and th could be no opportunity for a
wrong construction,
I trust you will give me the desired information.
Respectfully, ALEXANDER TROUP,
Collector Internal Revenue, District of (onnoc-
ticut. »

Commissioner as a part of the spolls and
not one to be filled by “the discriminating |
test of fitness” alone. Gen. Morgan, Mr.
Oberly’s successor, profiting by a well- |
known example, appointed his wife as his
private secretary, and the new Superintend- |
ent of Indian Schools followed suit by ap-
puinting his wife as “special agent” in the
Indian Service on a galary of £6 a day and
expenses.

Perhaps the most interesting indication of |
the change of heart experienced by Benjamin
Harrison from the time when he was a Re- |
publican Senator to the time when he became |
a Republican President is afforded by the |
case of Isabelle De La Hunt, who was Post- |
of Cannelton, Ind., under Arthur, |
s removed by the Cleveland Adminis

no bounds. He rose in his place on March 26, |
1886, and spoke as follows :

M. PRESIDENE: I have another case. Ido not |
know how it ma pom to the Senate, but to me it
i8 infinitely full of pathos and indignation. Down |
on the Ohio River, in one if our Indianas counties,
is the town of Cannelton. The post-office there is
of the fou class, and I regret it exceedingly, be-
cause it withdraws from our consideragion here the
case to which I am about to refer. Isabelle De La
s the widow of Major De La Hunt, of the
T ¥ th In ) 8. He was a Dem-~
ocrat—a Demoer ) ar, a Demoerat dur-
ing the war and ot after the war, or after
his return from the : y: He was a gallant man.
At Prairie Grove, in Arkansas, he was shot down
by a wound entirely through the body. Recovering

e

| mea

Government In  Washington. He sent to
each one a circular which, aftc. urging all
1o go home and vote, contalned these state-
ments:

Every Republican voter intending to go
eport. the fact to the President as soon
and every one who does will aleo
3 goon a8 hes returns. Don’t fail of this,
as a roster of voters is extremely desirable and
will be made from the best attainable informa-
tion.
(3.) As far as possible make and settle your
gubscriptions this week, as I must leave the city
to take part in the campaign on Monday next,

The holloywness of the civlil service reform
pretensions of the Republicans was never
better illustrated than in vhe covert attack
upon the fundamental prineiples of the instl-
tution made by Senator Plumb within the
past month. On Feb. 17 the Kansas Senator
introduced in the Senate, under the guise of
an innocent amendment to the Leglslative,
Executive and Judicial Appropriation bill, a
sure which, if adopted, would have, in
effect, repealed the organic Civil Service law
| and doubtless resulted In the removal from
office of every Democrat holding & position in
the classified service. This amendment pro-
vided that the entire force of 2,500 clerks
now employed in the Census Bureau, but few
of whom have passed civil service examina~
| tions, should be at once certified as eligible to
appointment in the classified service. The
day after the amendment was introduced
Civil Service Commissioner Thompson said to
a WoRLD representative :

“ It Senator Plumb’s measure becomes a law
the work of the Commission will be at an end
and the old system under which the spoils be-
longed to the victors might as well be rein-
stated. With 2,500 employees certified to
appointment. every Democrat in the service
could be discharged, with confidence that his
place would be filled by a Republican; the
competitive examination would be abolished,
and the apportionment of offices among the
States would be a thing of the past. THE
WorLp will do a good work by calling the

from this desperate wound he rejoined his | Atfention of Congress to the character of
command and again,  received a rebel bullet | this amendment before an opportunity
through his arm. Disabled by these two |serves to smuggle 1t upon the statute
wounds received in hiﬂ‘ country's service, | hooks.”

Do was compelled to loave the army and return| ~Bug Semator Plumbs amendment did not
his Democracy, in recognition, 1 may hope, of | PeCOme a law. 'LHE WORLD exposed 1ts in-

his_gallant service as a soldier, the Democracy
of Perry County elected him to one of the county
offices. But his days were few. His vital forces
had been so sapped by the wounds which he had
received that it was not long until a sorrowing
widow and one only child foliowed the remains of
as brave a soldier as ever went out from Indiana
to his last resting-place in the grave. This
widow, left with small means, entered upon the
work of maintaining herself and that soldier's
orphan boy. For many years her old father
was Postmaster at Oannelton, and_ she his
and most efficient deputy. Somethin

ike a year or eighteen months ago, her old
father being beyond eighty years of age and un-
able to discharge the duties of the office, Isabelle
De La Hunt, the widow, was appointed on my
request by Mr. Hatton, then Postmaster-General,
to this little post-office.

If there was in all this country one person who by
reason of her sex, who by reason of her widowhood,
who by reason of thesacrifice she had made in giving
the arm on which she leaned to her country's ser-
vice, was entitled to be kept in office, was entitled
to have her reputation guarded jealously and by all
men who represented the Government, it was Isa-
belle De La Huant. Fearing, however, that some
person might be mean enough to misrepresent her
for the ke of obtaining this little office, she wrote

srable Postmaster-General in March last

her apprehension and asking him in

es should be made against her to do her
of giving notice thereof, so that she
counld refute them, and also informing him ot her
husband’s service, death, of her financial necessi-
ties, and the further fact of her husband's polities. |

Mrs. De La Hunt was removed, and neither |
to that appeal nor to a later appeal to know the
character of the vile charge that had been pre-
ferred against her was she given the simple recog-
nition of an answer.

. v » » )

» .

Now, Mr. President, perhaps my distinguished
friend from Kaugas, whose command of langnage
8o far surpasses my own, might characterize this
transaction, perhaps he could touch it up a little;
but to me that work is impossible. This story of
Mrs. De La Hunt carries its own pat
own indignation.

MEAN AS WELL AS INCONSISTENT.

After Mr. Harrison avas inaugurated, Mrs.
Hunt became an applicant for her old posi-
tlon. Bhe presented a petition more numers

hos and its

sidious character and Commissioner Roose-
velt entered a vigorous protest against its
enactment before the Senate Committee on
Appropriations, as the result of which it was
rejected.

Such are the facts regarding the Republi-
can Administration and 1ts professions re-
garding civil-service reform. And what
of Benjamin Harrison? Has he not proved
himseif to be just such a President as he
“litted up a hearty prayer” in the Senate
might never again be seen? Has he not, in
fact, while protessing devotion to the prin-
ciple which he advocated, by his acts ex-
emplified his own assertion:

“For God’s sake, let us have that
other frank and bold, if brutal, method
of turning out men and women for
political opinion.”

1o public may judge.

II,.—Scandalecus Appointments.

When a Republican candidate for Presi-
dent Benjamin Harrison declared that if
elected * fitness and not political service”
would be *“the diseriminating test of ap-
pointment ” under his Administration. How
thoroughly he has ignored that pledge by
| permitting subordinate officials to make
| thousands of appointments that were purely
political is well known, but the full story of
the appointments which he himself has
made or supervised directly has never been
written. It never will be. But considera-
tion of a few more notable cases will afford
a fair idea of what such a history would
contain.

Paszing over the sale of one Cabinet posi-
tion, the bestowal of another upon a law
partner whose “fitness” -has yebl- 40 be

tlon of Republican Clubs in Maryland also’

distribution of public patronage, whereby the ma- |

discreditable action in connection th New
York’s census is certainly little ort ot
d ag

scandalous, the following cases, se

| random, afford ample opportunity 1o medis

tation.
It was apparent from the beginning Of his
Administration that President Harrisoff in-

tended to exercise personal supervisiogover
the appointments in his own State—In jana.
He even communicated directly with office-
holders and ofce-seekers. One of the fOr-
mer class was Gen. M. D. Manson, a galla
Union soldier, and Collector of Iutern
Revenue. To him, In a letter begin
« Dear General,” the Presldent wrote:

1 do not wish to make any official request or sugs
estion to you, but a change cannot much longer
ﬁe deferred, and my desire has been that 1t might
be made in & way as agreeable to you as possible.

There was no question of * fitness” here.
It was only a tacit admission that a Demo=
crat, even though a *dear General,” must
go. The President bore out his new theory
to its utmost in Indiana, and 1t 13 a simple
matter of fact that nowhere have the ap-
pointees been so famous for their utter lack
of fitness. Here are a few lnstances:

Samuel Kercheval, appointed to & ree

sponsible position in the Treasury Depart-

ment, was a counfessed corruptionist of the
campaign which ended in the election ot
Benjamin Harrison. Not only did Kerche-
val confess to debauching the voters of his
county in the interest of Harrison, but he
went 8o far as to glory in what he and others
had done and explained in the minutess detail
the manner of doing it. He made no secret
of the party’s methods, but bragged of the
votes that they had purchased and how the
Democratic majority of the county had been
reduced. He declared that the managers

had opened aroom in an old lodge hall and

every man purchased was given a ticket on
which was marked the price agreed upon for
his vote. After depositing his ballot he was
instructed to present the ticket at the
opening in the door of the lodge-room—
a hole which was used for glving the
countersign when the lodge was in sess!
Here the purchased voter passed In his
ticket and the money was passed back to
him from the inside. In the
facts, told by Kercheval himself, he was
appointed to a responsible position in the
Treasury Department. Huston, Harrison
and Miiler all knew the man and his
methods, and knew that in the bar-room of
the Denison Hotel he had made a boast of
his corrupt practices and had stated that
his actions were but a part of the party pro«
yramme throughout the State. Chairman
fuston distributed the money which was
used in the election, and every dollar of it
was sent from the sum contributed by
Wanamaker and the Eastern monopolists
who pledged themselves to raise a campaigy
fund.

AN ATROCIOUS APPOINTMENT.

The appointment of Bl Hornaday is not
less conspicuous for the shamel disregard
of morals than that of Kercheval, The for-
mer was one of the lowest characters of In-

dlana, the ]]mmrivh)r of a house of bad
repute, the husband of a courtefan, an as-
sociate of thieves. The Washington con-

tingent all knew him, Doth bysreputation
and by sight,and during the campalgn
was employed by Chairman Huston in W
to which none but & man with reptilian in-
stinets would stoop. By bhis connectipn
with the Committee he became the possessor
of important party secrets, and this fact

led to his appointment as a timber
agent. How well he discharged his
duties in that position 18 shown by

his record of robbery and subsequent flight
into Mexico. ‘Every reputable man in In-
dianapolis, Republican and Democrat alike,

yag surprised at the appointment. HOrna-
day was 50 well known as a suspected felon,
as a bawdy-house rough, that not adecent
man in this city would have allowed him to
enter his house. But he knew thingswhich
the Administration did not wish divulged, and
one of the worst appointments that have ever
disgraced the State was recorded. !

Harry MoFarland was closely akin to Worna-
day in all that was bad, and he is enjoying a
position in Waghington under the Presitient’s
and Miller's eyes. He had sunk so low that
even the ward politicians bhad turned their
backs upon him. He bloomed again tnder
Harrison’s Administration, and now enjoys
office as a result of congtant party fealty.

Edward XRansdall, another Indiana ap-
pointee, 18 an ex-convict, having robbed let-
ters while employed in the post-office and
being sent to prison for a term of years for
the crime.

Capt. Sam Johnson is another of this class,
a man whom all regarded as a susplcious
character. e tried for murder and
robbery, but the jury failed to agree and
Johnson was released on bond. Another tirial
resulted the same way, and finally tha case
wore {tself out and was dismi d. Johnson
was a bartender in a disreputable saloon, and
one night he was seen in company at alatve
hour with a young doctor. The next morning
the doetor was found dead in an alley; g
later some of his clothing and: his watch
found at a pawnbroker’s. Johnson was
last man seen with him and pawned the wal
and the clothing. This man was taken 1
the saloon and given a position under the
Government,

The President’s vengeful action towards all

Gresham Republicans naturally caused mueh *

resentment. One case will illustrate : Miltun
Garrigus was an applicant for the Postmase
tership at Kokomo, and was recommended by
Congressman Cheadle; but President Harris
son refused to appoint him, saying that he
was not popular in the country and that he
wanted new blood in the Offic The reak
reason for the refusal was that Garrigus was
* Gresham man during the preliminary
le for the Presidential nomination.

| the President’s refusal

| vention.

Cheadle notified the friends of Garrvigus of
and the news w 1=
ceived just three days before the County Con-
Garrigug’'s friends determined to
put him in the race for County Auditor and,
although there were three candidates for the
position who had made an active canvass for
tl.e nomination, Garrigus was nominated.
Twenty-five of his friends then signed the 10l

| lowing despatch, which was sent 10 the Presl=

AR a K ha )th inst. ou o vy abt my office after
i SUNE A S B UR A e that, I shall lcave receipts, but if possible do
Secretary Windom made no rey., 80 before I go.
there the case ended. | This little scheme wag as transparent as it
On June 11, 1889, 1t was anno | was ingenjous. Every clerk was given to
Indian Commissioner Oberly hac understand that if a contribution did not
in response to a uotice T stand against his name on the ** extremely
rison that he contemy 3 mak d ‘able roster of voters made from the
| change. This notice was given in best attainable intormation,” equal to the
“that you may ta such action in anticl- | amount -made out in a ‘*treceipt ” already |
ation thereof as u m think proper.” | red he would be remembered. Noth-
No charge was brought against Mr. Oberly. sald in Curry’s letter about a black-
His 1 ation was sent him because he was it was generally belleved in Wash-
i, and a Republican was named that one existed. The ease with
him. By this action President | which it could be prepared under this beau-
m demonsgtrated conclusively that he | tiful arrangement of ¢ receipts ” 18 of course
considered the important office of Indian | apparent.

dent :

Garrigus was nominated to-day for the best
office in this county over three of our best Re-
bublicans and after a canvass of but three days,
i‘ln\\' is that for popularity? Old blood good
enough for us.

HIS OWN LAW PARTNER FOR POSTMASTER.

President, Harrison looked out for his
personal business relations in his own elity,
Indianapolis, by appointing as postmaster
Willlam Wallace, his own law partner.
Removals directly opposed to the needs of
the service were made promptly and with«
out explanations, and the appolntments
flagrantly belied the assertion of Candidate
Harrison, that * fitness and not political
service should be the discriminating test.”
The successful applicant for the position of
Mails, ¢ Billy Patterson,” for instance,
was nothing else than an adjuster of
primaries and wholly unfit for the place.
The Civil Service rules were also put aside
to permit the appointment of M. C. Woods,
and the chief money-order clerk was &ape
pointed because he wasa brother-in-law of
the postmaster.

POy i e

SCANDAL NO. 5.

Outrageous Adminpistration of the
Great Pension Bureau.

The appointment of Corporal Tanner to b
Commissioner of Pensions was the result of
a “deal” between ‘ Blocks-of-Five *’ Dudley,
Huston, New, Michener, all the personal
friends of the President, and Tanner. Dur-
ing the campaign they promised Tanner the
place in consideration of Tanner using his
influence with the Grand Army men and
the pension agents in behalf of the Republi-
can ticket. They made the pledge to Tan-
ner and Mr. Harrison fulfilled the contract.
But, independently of that, the President
himself knew Tanner and liked him. When
it became known that he was going to give
him the Pension Office men who. knew the
Corporal’s mental calibre went to the Execu-
tive Mansion and told the President that
his appointment would be a mistake and
inevitably bring scandal on the Adminis-
tration. Mr. Harrison replied that Tanner
had filled other offices successfully, and he
believed him Tfully equal to the Pension
Office. And so Tanner was appointed.

He had been only four or five months in
office when a series of scandalous revela-
tions were made which showed that the
Treasury was being depleted without ware
rant of law, and that If his reckless ex=
travagance was allowed to go unchecked
the vast surplus which Mr. Cleveland left
in Mr. Harrison’s care would shortly be dis-

sipated. He devoted himself with the great-
est energy to the rerating of pensions and
the advancing of the cases of favorite pen-
sion attorneys, making them * speclal.,” so
that they could be taken up and acted on
out of their order. Nearly one thousand
applications for pensions were advanced in
this way, and if Tanner had not been stopped
in his career his favorite pension attorneys
would have made millions ot dollars.

Some of Tanner’'s confidential clerks, sce-
ing the looting that was going on, came to
the conclusion that they, too, wanted soms

fon, !
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ofithe big surplus in the Treasury and re-
rapéd their own pensions. Tanner, of
course, knew all about it, and, when the
sgandal became of such magnitude that
¢raetary” Noble had to take notice of it
anner became insolent, and as much as
1d him that it was none of his business.
r. NoBle’s reply shows what President

arrisod Secretary of the Interior thought
0 nt Harrison's Commissioner of

en

«These cases,” sald Mr. Noble, *were
tenin number. In each of these the claim-
ant was an employee (elerk or other) in the
Penslon Bureau, recel\'iniz salary sufficient
for his comtortable subsistence, and at his
© work dafly. They were associated together ;
of them had been in their places under
former Administration. But they did
noy prefer their claims; they made them
s’n after the advent of the present Admin-
ation. There was no reason under
i %mtlng rules that their cases should be
{ @ special or rushed through in advance
all others. On the contrary, there was
en and had been for some years a printed
e in full force that no cases should be
de special except in cases of destitution
oL when “the applicant was at the point of
th. Yet these cases were all hurried
rough by your order, while hundreds of
thousands of other pensioners were awaliting
4§ hroutfhoub the land the allowance for the
St time of the bounty the Government has
promised them.”

TANNER'S RECKLESS MISMANAGEMENT.

 The rerating of pensions under Tanner was
g.g)plled in a large sum in the case of Sen-
wator Manderson. Friends of the Senator say
Bat he had not asked for the rerating, which
ut. about $5,000 into his pocket, and that
the first he knew of it was the receipt of a
‘pension certificate and a check for the above
amount as arrears. The Senator during the
%war was & gallant soldier. and when at the

S

.
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frontleaditg his men on, and turning his back
n the enemy in order to do o, he received a
everewound in the back. He had tor yearsre-
‘celved a pension; but the Pension Bureau, un-
_der Tanner, OOk up his case as a sample one,
1 (‘1€eided that it had not been properly rated
n the beginning, made an lncrease of $20
8r month for the future, and allowed the
erence in the amount from the time the
,penslon was first granted. This, it is
charged, was done in order to furnish a
‘precedent for the rerating of their own pen-
- 8lons by the officials in the Bureau. The
ﬁgﬂlgn agents were next informed of what
an

een done, and the doors were opened
other raid on the Treasury.
. _Becretary Noble had long been convinced
_of Tanner’s iross incapacity, of his reckless-
‘mess and of his utter lack of sense of duty to
Inybody except the pension grabbers. He
wanted to get rid of him, but the President
Stayed his hand. The Secretary of the In-
\terior rebuked Tanner again and again, but
“Panner did not reform. At last Mr. Noble
ppointed a committee to investigate the
sureau, and the result was the disclosure of
Such a condition of affairs that the President
1d no longer shield his pet. Indeed 1t
gfame & qugstion whether Tanner should
or Secretary Noble, and the Presldent had
let th C-fall and close Tanner’s reck-
Senator Hiscock and other New
OTK "politiclans made a determined effort
to save him, but the exposures could not be
explained away and there was no alternative
but to demand his resignation.
The President then looked around for a

b, successor in the Pension Office who would
& be able to keep the pension attorneys and
the old soldiers on his slde, and his choice
finally, fell upon Gen.Green B. Raum, for-
merly Commissioner of Internal Revenue
under Presidents Grant, Hayes, Garfield and
Arthur, and then a lawyer collecting claims
‘against the Government in Washington, at
Which business it is said he made $20,000 a
ear., He was accused of having written,
efore his resignation, a circular letter on the
nternal Revenue office forms, notifying
ligtrict collectors that he was about to go
into the business of collecting claims, and re-
%\ltgst.ln them to make the matter known to

' the business men of their vicinity. That was
how he built up the law business.

! THE REFRIGERATOR SCANDAL.

Raum had not been long in office when a
i ¢sh bafch of scandals was unearthed in the
“adwministration of the Pension Bureau.
Pahner 'was bad, but, if possible, Raum
i was worse. The latter began to use his
. lefficial ppsition for the promotion of all man-
Der of speculative enterprises. One of these
Wwas a refrigerator company, of which Raum

4 was the[President. The Company claimed to
L possess & patented process for refrigerating
Avithoutithe use of ice. The refrigerator, it

o

npt exceed 10 cents per day for a large-
igerator. The nominal office of the
y was in a  building near the
ffice, where John Raum, the Com-
had a pension office and
ted such pension business as his father
put in his way; but the real office of
propany was in the Pension Bureau.
y Tanner, Commissioner Raum’s pri-
Becretary, attended to all its affalrs,
Fod the sale of its stock and was paid for
I services at the rate of $200 per month by
Government. A well-known butcher in
shington, who was induced to try the re-
rator, declared it to be worthless and
sbrotight sult for damages. It is also charged
“that Raum, with the assistance of some of
his employees and others, attempted to foist
it on the Chinese Government.

Another money-making venture of Raum’s

9s styled the “ Charlton Helghts Investment
and Bullding Assoclation.’ The real estate
of the Asgoclation in the vicinity of Washing-
ton'was bought for $30 an acre, and Raum at
once proceeded to unload it on the publie, but
more particularly on the clerksin L{m Peangion
Bureau, for #1,440 per acre. The officers of
this lana speculation were, with two orthree
exceptions, offi¢ of the Government, and
they were judiciously selected for the influ-
ence they could eld, or rather the terror
they could exercise over the employees of the
Government 80 as to compel them to take
Btock. Every official in the Pension Office
who valued his place hastened to become an
investor in the scheme.
Another financial scheme, with its main
office In the Pension Bureau, is called ¢ The
Columbia Real Estate Company.” The cir-
culars of this Company, until THe WORLD
called attention te 1it, were posted all over
the Pension Bureau offices. he employees
were made to understand, as plainly as
words could convey the information, that
they were expected to walk up to the Com-
issioner’s office and subscribe.

But the gravest charge against Raum is
that he borrowed in sums of 5,000, $25,-
000 from the Washington banks, with the
king of the pension attorneys, George E.
Lemon, as his indorser. The day following
the Indorsing of one of these notes Raum
issued an officlal order that enormously
favored Lemon as a pension attorney,
which order he had before declined to issue
on the strength of his own deputy’s show-
mﬁ that 1t8 issuance would be unjust to
other attorneys and their clients and fatally
embarrassing to the business of the Bureau.

Raumism became worse than Tannerism in
the Pension Bureau, and at last Congress-
man Cooper moved in the House of Repre-
sentatives a committee of investigation.
Then Raum began to pull vigorously all the
strings of influence. The Committee was
appointed, but, contrary to all parliamernt-
ary precedent, Mr. Cooper was not made a
member of the Committee. The Czar of the
House was at the command of Raum. One
member of the Committee which Reed did
appoint. was Congressman Smyser, who
turned out to be Raum’s own partner in the
transaction that was the chief subject of
investigation. All the scandalous facts and
wnuch more than have been here given were
proved before the Committee, but Raum is
still Pension Commissioner.

II.—Reckless Pension Legislation.

The Dependent Pension bill, which was
passed 1ast June at the command of the
genslon attorneys and not at the request of
he old soldiers. will, it is estimated, cost the
country 865,000,000 annually.

‘When the bill was pending in the House
its advocates maintained that the greatest
number of claims of all kinds that could
possibly be presented under it would be
300,000 and that the exact number would
probably be 175,000.

Five months only have passed since then
and = already the enormous number of
530,000 claims have been filed and the list
is being Increased by over 40,000 addi-
tional every month.

It was then said that $40,000,000 a year
was the very largest sum that the Treasury
would be called on to pay if the bill became
a law and that the average would be about
£30,000,000. The claims now in will demand
$50,000,000 a year, or $20,000,000 a year
more than theagents of the pension attorneys
on the floor of the House and Senate repre-
gented that it would demana.

The truth is, the Pension Bureaun is flooded
with these claims, and three times the pres-
ent force of nearly two thousand clerks and
messengers would not be able to keep up with
the Increased busingss occasioned by this
monstrous measure.

1t 18 worth a gold mine to the pension ate
torneys. Under an old law they are allowed
#10 for each case. In the opinion of the
best- informed men on the subject in Wash-
ington there will not be less than 900,000
claims filed under the Dependant Pension
act, which will mean §9,000,000 for the
lawyers. A large portion of this will go to
George K. Lemon, the * Pension King,” as
he 18 called at the capital, the former friend
of Tanner, the present friend of Raum and

a big subseriber to the “fat”™ that elected
Harrison. >
Tanner has been in the business since he
left the Pension Office, and 1t is sald on
good authority has thus far, in less than a
year, made $170,000.
el e o L

SCANDAL NO. 6.

Prostituting the Highest Office in
the World to Family Use.

Among the most earnest utterances of
George Washington and Thomas Jefferson
were those protesting against the appoint-
ment of relatives to office, and all subsequent
Presidents heeded their words until Benjamin
Harrison took the chair of Jefferson.

The total number of relatives appointed to
Qffice by President Harrison cannot be ascer-
tained. Doubtless many have secured posi-
tions without making known their relation-
ship. 8o far as known, however, those now
holding office are :

Salary for
_Jour years.
President Harrison’s brother, Carter B.
Harrison, United States Marshal in
Tennessee, . .
His brother-in-law, J tt }g 1~
of Public

* $16,000
tendent of Construotion

Bullding at Port Towusend........... % 8,800
Russell B. Harrison's father-in-law, Alvin
Saunders, Utah Commissioner.......... 8,000

Baby McKee's paternal Uncle Frank,
Deputy Collector of Customs in Wash-
DEUON S os o vansnee sevzaasnssss s .
Cousin-in-Law D. W. McClung
of Revenue in Qhio. e
Mrs, Russell B. Harrison's
iam Haynes, law clerk i
DeDAISIEBY .. ivs Uabnaniranssorianshirossy
Lieut. Parker, nephew by marriage, de-
tailed for nominal duty in Berlin
President Harrison’s father-in-law,Scott,

10,000
16,000

jollector

o 3
n Post-Office
12,000

16,000

in Treasury Department................. 10,000
President arrison’s daughter's hus-

band’s brother, Government clerk . 12,000
President Harrison’s brother’s so

law, Government clerk o 8,000
President Harrison’s wife's niece’s hus-

band, Government clerk................. 7,600
President Harrison's father-in-law's

niece’s husband, in Post-Office Depart-
8,000

9,600
3,600
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Add to this $200,000 paid to President
Harrison for his services, and the grand
total cost of the Harrison family to the
United States Government for four years is
$345,600. The cost to the Republican party
can only be estimated.

But the relative who has profited most by
the elevation of Benjamin Harrison 1ls the
President’s own son, Russell B. Harrison,

who has used his connection as a lever to
enrich himself. Having secured control of
a Montana journal, he cast about for means
to make it a paylng investment, and, learn-
ing that lottery advertisements were ex-
ceedingly profitable, he obtained and pub-
lished them. 1t was charged by lottery men
in the South that they gave the advertise-
ments at his personal solicitation, and the
groprlet,or of a lottery—a man named
losby—went vet further. He declared
that he ave the profitable  ad-
vertising to the President's son with the
firm belief, it not a distinct understand-
ing, that he was to be ¢ protected.” Any-
how, Russell B. Harrison accepted and
printed the advertisements.

The laws of Montana strictly prohibited
such publication, but here.again he was
able to utilize the fact that he was the Presi-
dent’s son to great advantage. Another
would have been prosecuted and punished
without doubt, bubt no actlon was taken
against Russell B. Harrison, and he con-
tinued to derive profit from the lottery com-
panies until a National law prohibiting them
the use of the mails was enacted.

The excuse has been made that President
Harrison should not be held responsible for
the acts of a greedy and foolhardy son, but
the force of this argument is seriously af-
fected by the fact that the President, instead
of administering a deserved rebuke, seemed
to consider the young man a part of his Ad-
ministration. Russell demonstrated hls In-
fluence immediately after the inauguration
of his father. The people of Montana nat-
urally expected a change in the Federal offi-
cers of the Territory, and that Republicans
would take the places of the Democrats. In
such a contingency the young man., who ime-
agined himself to be & candidate for the
Senate, as well a8 the dictator of the incom-
ing State of Montana, asserted himselfl in
the most boisterous fashion. He came to
Washington with & candidate for the Gov-
ernorship in the person of Col. McCutcheon,
who wa8 sent out by President Arthur as
Secretary of the Territory of Montana. This
Col. McCutcheon had deserted his wife in
Michigan, and, accompanied by another
woman, had gone to . Montana. By the
merest chance the wife discovered that the
artful Colonel was not only Secretary of
Montana, but was also plaintiff in a divorce
sult in which she was the defendant. Mc-
Cutcheon secured a divorce on some trifling
evidence which he was enabled to bolster up
through hig political influence, and there-
upon he followed the woman with whom he
had been living in Montana to a town in
Minnesota, where she had preceded him, and
before the ink was dry upon the deecree of
divorce he had married Mrs. Col. McCutcheon
No. 2.

The people of Montan& became incensed
upon learning of this. heartless treatment ot
| his wife by Col. McCutcheon, and upon his
| return the Helena Independent, voicing the
sentiment of the community, talked g0
slainly about the transaction that the

olonel undertook to whip the editor one
avening, in which undertaking he did not
| Bucceed to his liking. These facts were laid
before President Arthur, and Col. MeCut-
cheon was given to understand that the Ad-
ministration desired his resignation as Sec-
retary of the Territory. This is the man
whom Russell ilarrison selected as his candi-
date for the Governorship of the Territory
when his father became President. Russell
Harrigon was the only Republican in Mon-
tana, laying any claims to respectabliity, who
would at that time urge the appointment.

Mr. Hershfeld, a prominent banker of Mon-
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President Harrison's brother-in-law, in
Patent Office
President Harrison's cousin, J.T. Taylor,
custodian of Post-Office in Kansas City

and his appointment was urged by Delegate,
now Congressman, Carter, who placed his
case before President Harrison as favorably
as possible, and had every reason to belleve
that the appointment would be made, because
there seemed to be no opposition whatever in
the party to the appointment. Just at this

uncture Russell Harrison came forward with

18 candidate. 8o unremittingly did he labor
for him that, in order to secure a change in
the administration of Montana, a third party
was selected as a compromise.,

The Presldent’s regard for his son’s views
came near completely alienating the entire
Montana delegation in Congress when the
position of United States Assayer was filled.

Willlam D. Wheeler was recommended by

his nomination, The
President hung the case up for two months,
but finally sent, Wheeler’s name to the Sen-
.ate, after a red-hot interview with Senator
Sanders, who made no bones of saying that
if Russell Harrison should be permitted to
interfere with Wheeler's appointment the
President could expect no further support
from Montana’s representatives or from the
Republican party in that State.

Other Instances of like nature, notably that
relating to the appointment of a post-master
at Helena, President Harrison again siding
with his son against the Congressmen, might
be cited, but it is unnecessary. Young Harri-
son’s influence has been generally recognized
not only as affecting Montana appointments,
but extending to all. He has been sought

Harrison opposed

bus:
have been impossible but for his acknowl-
edged ‘“pull” with the Administration.

‘resident Harrison has done nothing to
check the growth of this impression. On the
coafrary, he has not only
him officially, as shown above, bul has
permitted him to speak as his own personal
representative regarding the gift cottage
and one or two other enterprises. There
remalns, therefore, not the slightést reason
to believe that the actions of Harrison fils
have been adispleasing to Harrison pere.
Hence this particular feature of the scandal
of nepotism.
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SCARDAL RO, 7.

The President as a Gift-Taker and
Tool of *“ Boomers. »’

Willam V. McKean, chief editor of the
Philadelphia Ledger, and John Wanamaker,
then and now Postmaster-General in the
Cabinet of President Harrison, went to the
White House June 6, 1800, and presented
to Mrs. Harrison, the wife of the President,
the keys and the title-deed of a furnished
‘cottage at Cape May Point, in the State of
New Jersey. The cottage was three stories
in height, contained about twenty rooms
and with the furniture was worth about
$10,000,

The spectacle of the President of the United
States receiving through his wife such valua-

tana, was the cholce of the Republican party, |

the entire Montana delegation, but Russell | aqgt

\
|

1

dm;fent‘ly by office-hunters and succeeded in | on oath says that ho was one of the judges who
ness enterprises In which success would | conducted the election

|

| Btates,
recognized | Coun

ble gifts was so unseemly that the newspa-
pers of the country, with substantial unanim-

|

States Senators from Montana. His title to
his seat and that of his assoclate are founded
on frand. They have no just right to wems

1ty, cried out against it. It then appeared | pership of that body.

that others than Mr. McKean and Mr. Wana-
maker had contributed to the cost of the cot-
tage. There were George W. Childs, the
owner of the Philadelphia Ledger, Gen. W.
J. Sewell, A. J. Drexel, whose bank has large
financial dealings with the Government, and
last, but by no means least, there was A, H.
Hamilton, the owner of three hotels at Cnge
May Point and the chiet stockholdsr in the
Cape May Improvement Company.

he eriticisms by the newspapers led to
some very contradictory explanations by
those who claimed to speak for the Presi-
dent. At first it was said that the cottage
bhad not been given to the President, but
that it had been sold to him on trial, and it
he liked it he was golng to keep it and pay
for it, But this claim, which was per-
sistently and repeatedly made, was ef-
fectually disproved by the publication in
TuE WORLD at the time of a certified copy of
the deed, then on record in the Clerk’s office

of the County of Cape May, in the
State of New Jersey, by which 1t
appeared that for the consideration of

#1, Willlam V. McKean and Hannah, hs
wife, had sold and conveyed the cottage and
premises referred to to Carolina Scott Har-
rison, wite of Benj. Harrison, of the city ot
Indianapoils. 8o that at the very time that
it was being said on behalf of the President
that he held possession of the cottage only on
trial, the public records of the State of New
Jersey showed to any one who cared to look
that the property had been absolutely con-
veyed to Mrs. Harrison weeks before, and that
the whole transaction was then closed and
the documents recorded.

But while some of the people close to the
President were Insisting that the cottage was
not a gitt but was to be paid for it it was sat-
isfactory to the President and his family,
Mrs. Harrison herself was more frank and, 1t
would seem, more truthful. In a published
interview, which has never been denied, she
18 quoted as saylng :

“The children could not possibly remain
in the Executive Mansion through the warm
weather. There were several very kind in-
vitations from friends who had homes in
healthtul localities within a few hours of
the capital, but it seemed best for the chil-
dren to locate for the Summer months at one
place. It happened that while we were con=
sidering what plan 1t was best to make, I
was surprised with the gift ot this beautiful
cottage, fully equipped and ready for our
occupation. Its acceptance seemed t0 me
the best that could be done. None of the
gentlemen concerned could have any object
other than the courtesy of making us coms
fortable. As far as their names are known,
none of them seek office. It does not involve
the President in any money-making for his
personal benefit. How others may be ben-
efited does not concern us. If our presence
at Cape May will be a benefit to any persons,
they are welcome to 1t.”

80, to the evidence of the public record
there was added the public confession of the
wife of the President that the cottage, * fully
equipped and ready for occupation,” was an
out and out gitt, notwithstanding the claim
that had been put forward on behalt of the
President that it was not a gift, but was
bought on trial.

The adverse comment upon the whole trans-
action became 80 severe that the President,
some two months after the deed of gift to
Mrs. Harrison was recorded, drew his check
for $10,000—#8,000 for the cottage and
$2,000 for the furniture and equipment—and
sent the check to Mr. Mc¢Kean, who subse-
quently said explicitly that ¢ the payment 18
absolute as far as the President is concerned,
he having expressed unbounded satisfaction
with the cottage and property; the payment
is considered final by the subscribers and it
is accepted as final, very greatly to thelir
regret and against thelr wishes frequently
and earnestly expressed to the President.”

Thus, after weeks of delay and at the ur-
gent insistence of the newspaper press of
the country did Benjamin Harrison recog-
nize a precedent set by every previous Chief

Magistrate from Washington to Cleveland, |

all of whom held that the acceptance of a gift
was manifestly improper.
R Uiy

SCANDAL NO. 8.

Stealing Montana’s Representation
in the National Senate.

Benjamin Harrison, President of @ the
United States, aided and abetted the politi-
cal conspirators who fraudently reversed the
verdict of the people of Montana at the polls
and thereby stole two seats in the United
States Senate. He issued his proclamation
admitting the Territory into the Union asa
State at a most opportune moment, for the
success of their schemes and in other ways
helped them to the full extent of his power.
The rascally Republican politicians of Helena
pulled the string and Mr. Harrison obeyed
them with the utmost doeility.

Few political crimes of greater enormity
have been committed since the monumental
crime of the larceny of the Presidency in
1877. The scandalous conduct of the Presi-
dent in this case 18 all the more reprehens-
ible because his own son is one of the Repub-
lican leaders in the new State, a part owner
of its most important Republican journal, a
standing candidate for every high office his
party there has in its gift, and, it goes with-
out saying, & most influential dispenser of
the Federal patronage in a State larger in
area than all New ﬁ‘,nglund and New York
combined. Father and son heared senténce
passed on this business and much eise of
the same character in the late election, when
Montana chose a Democratic Representa-
tive in Congress.

During the Cleveland Administration the

admission of Montana and three other Ter- |1 accordance with the wish of the people

ritories had been provided for by legisla-
tion. At the last Territorial election, a year
ago, when officlals to fill all the depart-
ments of the coming State were chosen, the
contest was exceedingly close.
of two United States Senators depended
upon the political complexion of the Legis-
lature, and the Republicans, who on the
face of the returns, were in a minority,
having in their hands the control of the
election machinery, boldly went to work to
upset the verdict of the people and cipher
out a majority on thelr side. To accom-
plish their purpose they selected a voting
precincet in Silver Bow County. It had
gone Democratic by an overwhelming ma-
jority, but the Territorial Board of Can-
vasgsers, all Republicans, threw out the en-
tire vote on one pretense or another and
figured out a Republican majority in the
Legislature. The total number of votes
in that was 174, and
only three of  them are known
to have been Republican. But they
were all thrown out and a fraudulent
Republican majority secured in the Legis-
lature. Before this monstrous crime against
the sanctity of elections was perpetrated it
was attempted to bribe some of the voters in
the precinct to furnish evidence sufficient to
set aside the election. One voter has made
affidavit that he was offered 1,000 and
afterwards $2,000, then $3,000, to manu-
facture this spurious evidence. Here iIs one
of the affidavits in full:
AFFIDAVIT OF W. A. PENNYCOOK,
In the matter of the election in Precinct No. 84,
Silyer Bow County, State of Montana,
State of Monta, County of Lewis and Clarke:
William A. Pennycook, being first dul

precinct

sworn,

held at Precinct 34,
county of Silver Bow, State of Montana, on the
1st day of October, 1889. That he is over the
age of twenty-ome years, and has declared his
intention to become a ecitizen of the United
and s a resident of said Silver Bow

State of Montana. That Mr. Thomas
S, Power, of Helena, Mon,, the same person
claiming to beelected United States Senator from
Montang, sent word to him, by a friend, to come
over to Helena, Mon,, that he wanted to see him.
That he came over to Helena, on the Oth day of
January, 1890, and saw Mr. Thomas O. Power at
his office in said city of Helena.

Mr. Power told affiant that he (Power) wanted
to &ee him about t lection at Precinet No. 34,
Silver Bow Con 1d that he wanted affiant
That affiant could
v ld. He said he wonld
pay-all the expense and pay affiant for ail the
time he lost; he showed_affiant a_list of names of
men who had voted at Precinct No. 34, and bad
not been in the Territory for six months. Afiant
examined the names and knows that a large
number of them had been in the Territory more
than two years. he, affiant, being personally ac-
quainted with them for that period, and atffiant so
told Mr. Power. Power repeatedly told affiant that
all he wanted the affiant to do was to throw out the
precinet, using whatever means he liked.

Said Power talked the matter over for some time,
the foregoing being the substance of the conversa-
tion, atiant listening patiently, but as affiant was
cognizant of the fact that said election was con-
ducted fairiy, and the voters at gaid precinet being
duly qualified so to do as affiant confidently be-
lieves; afiant told Mr, Power that he wonld see
, and shortly after affiant left Mr. Power's
He also told affiant that he had been gor-
ding with O, H. Wallow, at 8t. Paul, don-
serning the men sent out by him from 8t. Paul,and
who wers not in the Territory six months prior to
the election, and that this he could prove through
Wallow, but that Wallow wantad too much money.

[Signed] ‘W. A. PENNYOOOK.

Bubseribed and sworn to before me this 14th day
of Janunary, A. 1890. H R, €

2 { JoMLY, [L. 8.]
No;nry Public in and for Lewis and Clarke County,
on.

Power is now one of the Republican United
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SCANDAL NO, &,

Making States of Mining Camps to
Perpetuate Power,

When the Fifty-first Congress assembled

four Territories knocked for admission to the

Union. They were Arizona, New Mexico,

Idaho and Wyoming. The two former were
Democratic and the two latter Republican.
Thelr respective populations may be judged
from the following table :

Porier)

1880, 1890,
% 59,601
9, 144,862
82,610 84,229
20,789 60,589

ter's census renders accurate reasoning im-
possible, but passing over the remarkable
comparative gains which he claims to have
discovered In the Republican territories and
accepting his figures as approximately cor-
rect, it will be seen that the population of
Idaho and Wyoming combined is 30,000
less than that of New Mexico alone. The
injustice of admitting Idaho and Wyoming
and excluding the other two was apparent,
of course, and strengthened during the de-
bate by statistics showing greater material
growth in the Democratic Territories. But
an important part of the conspiracy to per-
petuate Republican control involved an in-
creased majority in the Senate. Conse-
quently Arizona ana New Mexico were left
out in the cold, and Idaho and Wyoming
placed on a footing, so far as Senatorial rep-
resentation is concerned, with New York and
Pennsylvania. Note the disparity in popula-
tion according even to the figures of Mr. FPor-
ter, who has not yet been accused of discrim-
inating against Republican States, although
it has been proved conclusively that he failed
to enumerate 60,000 more persons in New
York City alone than he claims to have found
in both the new States. ¥ollowing are Por-

ter’s figures:

Any number of interesting deductions can
be made from these figures, but the most
natural one Is that one vote for a member of
the Idaho Legislature, who will vote for a
United States Senator, offsets exactly 100
votes for a like candidate in New York. For
President New York has 36 votes In the
Electoral College. Idaho will have 3. In
round numbers, then, to secure equal repre-
sentation, the total popular vote of New
York should be twelve times as large as that
of Idaho. It is really eighty-one times as
large, according to the elections of 1888,
when New York polled 1,315,378 votes and
Idaho only 16,108.

There 18 yet another phase of this outrage
which should not be overlooked. The' con-

|
|
spirators, fearing just such a revolution of |
the people as has just taken place, saw the |
necessity of adopting some measure to
make the new State surely Republican for
a long time.  They accomplished their pur-
pose by incorporating into the Constitution
of each a peculiar provision. That of Idaho
disfranchises all members of the Mormon
Church and all who in any way contribute
to the support of the Church, whatever
thefr individual beliefs and practices may
be, whether they are monogamists or
polygamists. The Constitution of Wyoming
confers the elective franchise upon women,
and, this, too, met with some opposition,
which, however, did not extend to the ad-
mission of the Territory.

These two provigions throw some light on
singular proceedings. The Republicans en-
gagnd in flerce rivalry with the Democrats
n denouncm% polygamy, and when the ad-
mission of Jdaho was under discussion
nothing too severe could be sald againsy it,
and no measure of disfranchisement was too
radical to be applied to it, but when
Wyoming knocked at the door the deor was
thrown open and no questions were asked.

Both Idaho and Wyomln$ are infested
with Mormons, but in Idaho the males, who
alone are ever allowed to vote, voted the
Democratic ticket, while in Wyoming,
where both sexes vote, the males vote the
Republican ticket and take their myriads of
wives to the polls and, by a delightful con-
Jugal influence, make them do the same.
Result: Idaho and Wyoming are both Re-
publican States and are admitted to the
Jnion, whereas if they had constitutions
like other States they would be Democratic,
and this Congress would not have admitted
them.

The Idaho case was crowned fitly by an utter
disregard of legal provisions. The Constitu~
tlonal Convention in Idaho assembled pur~
suant to & proclamation of the Governor,
issued without authority of 1aw, and the Con-
gtitution was adopted at an electlon held like-
wige without legal authorization, at which
any person who could get his vote in the box,
whether a resldent of Idaho or a denizen of
the polar regions, could vote without incur-
ring & penalty for casting an illegal ballot,
The Demoecrats insisted that the whole sub-
ject should be remitted to the people ot Idaho
Tor legal and proper action; and they offered
an amendment to the Idaho bill providing for

| such proceedings. They were voted down of |

course.

Both Idaho and Wyomin,
Republican Senators in the
gress. But for those four votes the Senate,

will have two
iroy-second Con-

expressed with some emphasis at the polls,
would be Democratic.

It 18 interesting at this time to recall the
ertinent words of Benjamin Harrison in his
etter accepting the Republican nomination
or President. They were:

“No question of the political prefer-
ence of the people of a Territory shall
close against them the hosritable door
which has opened to two-thirds of the
existing States. * To exclude them
is to deny the just rights of their people
and may well excite their indignant
protest.””

This was the comforting assurance which |

the citizens of New Mexico and Arizona
hugged to their breasts. Thelr “indignant
protests” were filed when, in the last elec-
tion, they elected a Democratic Representa~
tive.

A R

SCANDAL NO. 10

Evicting Democratic Members for
Partisan Reasons Only.

When Congress assembled on Dec. 2,
1889, the Republican majority in the House
was eight. This was not sufficient to make
certain the passage of ultra-partisan legis-
lation and steps were taken at once to un-
seat enough Democratic members to insure
a working Republican majority. The
scheme was carried through without delay.
Following are the districts which were de-
prived of their Democratic representatives
and their respective Democratic majorities:
First West Virginia. ¥
Second Arkansas
First Arkansas
Fonrth Virgini
Fourth Alabama. ...
Seventh South Carolin:
Fifth Maryland
Fourth West V.
Third Virginia......ce...

The unseating of these members was a
foregone conclusion. In some cases the

Republican executive departments refused
to recognize the sitting member, although
he held a certificate of election, and in at
least one instance the Congiessional Record,
under Republican control, contained the
name of the Republican contestant, to-
gether with a sketchof his life before his
case had even been presented to the Come-
mittee on Elections. It was well known
what would be the decision of the majority
with Mr. Reed in the chair, and Govern-
ment employees acted accordingiy.

The total lack of consideration for the
rights of the contestees 18 without parallel
in the history of legislative bodies. Speaker
Reed would not perinit full discussion, and
most of the time allotted for deliberation
was used necessarily in protesting against
his arbitrary rulings. In the case of Miller
vs. Elliott, Seventh South Carolina, no re-
port was read and not a word of debate was
allowed. Brufe force was applied at the
instance of Chairman Rowell, of the Elec-
tions Committee, and the entire proceeding
dld not consume five minutes.

Eight other contests were made. Several
are still undecided. The total cost to the
Government thus far has reached £103,000,

irginia.

|
l
1

both contestee and contestant being allowed
full salary and $2,000 each for legal expenses.

A case was trumped up against Gen. Thos. C.
Catchings, of Mississippi, who had over 6,000
majority, for the sole purpose apparently of
giving a Republican alleged lawyer the fee
allowed by law. The name of the alleged
lawyer who profited thereby is W. W. Dudley.

Each of the districts whose Democratic
representatives were unseated elected Demo-
cratic members this year by decistve majori-
ties. en more significant of the temper of
the people regarding these outrages was the
defeat of Chairman Rowell, of Illinois, not-
withstanding his majority of over 1,800 two

years ago.
S i

SCANDAL RKO. 11,

Usurpation of Power by the Repub=
lican Speaker.

John G. Carlisle was the immediate prede-
cessor of Thomas B. Reed as Speaker of the
House of Representatives. He was one of the
fafrest men that ever held the gavel in
that body. The rules of the chamber were
falthfuily executed by him. and the imme-
morial rights of the minority thoroughly
conserved. Thomas B. Reed. on the other
hand, is admittedly the most unfair man
that ever occupled the chailr. He has made
himself a despot, violated all the traditions
of our legislative procedure and trampled on
the rights of the minority in the interest of
his party.

The proceedings of the House during the
first session of the present Congress were
characterizéd by the most remarkable
events that ever occurred in a free par-
Hamentary body. That sense of regard and
respect for the just authority of the Chair
that had marked the relationship between
the presiding officer and the members on
the floor throughout the history of the
House was entirely destroyed. There was
aroused in the beginning of the session a

aistrust of the Speaker and a feel-
ing of uneasiness and uncertainty as
to what he wouid decide wupon any

particular question, and this feeling con-
tinued to exist until the session closed.
His ruling upon a particular point at one
time in no wise served to allay the Teeling
of uncertainty as to how he would rule upon
the same point when it should agaln be
presented. Confidence in the integrity of
its own officers was utterly destroyed, and
the scenes of disorder and disrespect for the
Chair and ¢he absence of mutual regard for
the rights of the members of the floor, the
disgraceful and brutal hand-to-hand fights
among the members of the Republican
majority, together with the indecent, pro-
fane utterances upon the same side of the
House, go to show the state of demoraliza-
tion that was brought into the body by
the pernicious influence of a Speaker
bent upon setting aside every prece-
dent for the maintenance of decorum
and the assurance of orderly procedure.
All the bills that were to be enacted into
laws to govern the people were discussed in
the Republican caucus, and the only con-
sideration that influenced that body was the
probable effect of the proposed legislation
on the destinies of Republicanism. That
caucus, dominated by the Speaker, issued
orders to the Committee on Rules, and that
Committee dictated the order of business in
the House.

The rules adopted to facilitate the trans-
action of business were sot aside by 1'u11n1;;'s
of the Chair and resolutions and special
orders reported from this agent of the cau-
cus without notice to the House. And these
resolutions and orders, cutting off amend-
ment and debate, were adopted without
proper discussion by the representatives of
the people. Under Mr. Reed the minority
had no rights which the majority was bound
to respect. Y

Afy )Mp i1k ¥ QUORUM.

To describ#\ ! ? | wages perpetrated by
Speaker Reed WLm A Republican majority
would require %ood-:slzed volume. Chief
among them was his counting or & quorum
when the roll-call showed that no quorum
had voted. He was the only Speaker gullty
of such & usurpation. When he was in the
minority in the Forty-sixth Congress he in-
sisted that the right to abstain irom voting
was Inherent and could not be destroyed.

“The constitutional idea of a quorum,’
sald he in a speech on Jan. 28, 1880, *is
not the presence of a majority of the mem-
bers of the House, but a majority of the
members present and participating in the
business of the House. Itis not the visible
presence of members, but their judgements
and their votes, that the Constitution calls

for. * * * It I8 a valuable privilege for
the country that the minority shall
have the right by chis extroardinary
mode of proceeding to call the atten-

tion of the country to measures which
a party in a moment of madness and of
party feeling 1is endeavoring to enforce
upon the citizens of thisland. And it works
equally well with regard to all partles, for
all parties have their times when they need
to be checked, s0 that they may receive the
opinions of the people, who are thefr con-
stituents and who are interested in the re-
sults of their legislation. Isay, that as a prac-

tical matter,the results hitherto accomplished |
throughout all our history have justified the |
construction which those upon this side of |

the House have put upon the matter, and
which has been put equally by members of
the other side in times past.”

Four years later he had an article in the
Chautauqua In which he wrote that a full,
free, frank discussion is the very life of intel-
ligent action. *¢ But there have been in this
country for the past halt century 80 many sub-

Jects of bitter feeling involving bitter words |

that the tendency to suppress discussion in
Congress by those who have the power has
reached a point where there ought to be a
reaction in favor of freer debate. In no
country in the world 18 such power of shut-
ting off debate lodged in the malynmy. The
previous question has been employed with-
out mercy. It 18 within the memory of all
that until the last few years the House of
Commons never had such a thing as the
‘previous question’ in our sense of the term.
There was no power in the House to close
debate. The Irish members, simply by talk-
ing, were able to prevent the passage of bills
which had the approval of a vast mal]orlt,y of
the House. But the English are right.

cussion is tyranny, whether
or a majority.”

In 1800 Thomas B. Reed openly and de-
dantly perpetrated this very * tyranny”
which he 8o foreibly condemned in 1880 and
in 1886. He strangled free debate in the
House of Representatives and remorselessly
trampled on the minority. During a large
portion of the session the absence of a
quorum of the House was due primarily to

one by a king

the fact that a large number of the Republi- |
plans for re-elec- |
speeches. When- |
ever a vote disclosed that a gquorum had not |

cans were at home layfu%
tion and making politica

voted Mr. Reed counted the Democrats whom |

he could lay his eyes on or whose hats he
could see in the cloak rooms, and his party
backed him up in the usurpation.

In one case he counted as present Mr.
Foreman, who was in Iilinois when the vote
was taken. At another time when Reed and
his party were in a tight corner he counted
as in the House Gen. Forney, who was ab-
sent in Alapama by express permission of
the House owing to illmess. Again, he
counted twenty-seven non-voting Demo-
crats as present and thereby made them
approve a record against the accuracy of
which they had been protesting.

Reed carried his unconstitutional quorum-
making proceedings 8o high one day that he
virtually imprisoned the members by order-
ing all the doors locked. Three members,
one of them a Republican having important
business In another part of the Capitol,
forced their way tarough. The next day
there was not a legal (Emrum present. owing
to the absence of the Republicans and R(Ae%l
ruled that less than a majority of the House
constituted a quorum. Cushing and all the
high authorities on parliamentary law with-
out exception hold that a quorum is a majority
of the whole number of which an assembiy
may consist, and not a majority of the nume-
ber of which 1t does in fact consist at the time
in question.

Mr. Reed’s tyranny and usurpation, his
insolence and domineering demcanor to-
wards even members of his own party are
without a parallel in all our history. Their
utter unfairness has not been shown more
incisively than Wwas done anonymously in
the North American Review. Mr. Reed im-
mediately declared his belief that James G.
Blaine wrote the scathing article. Neither
Mr. Blaine nor Mr. Blaine’s friends have taken
the trouble to deny the soft aspersion.

SCANDAL NO, 12.

Disgraceful Scenes and Gross Vulgar-
ity in Congress,

It Congressional history were divided into
brief epochs, and characterized by familiar
titles, the first session of the Fifty-first Con-
gress would be known as the * Vulgar
Period.” For intemperate and indecent lane
guage 1t 18 without precedent. Billingsgate
and brawls were as frequeut as they were
shocking to all self-respecting American

Un- |
reasonable and capricious suppression of dis- |

| there w

| the
hands. The erime of dellberately omitting | Harrison. Hence his promotion to

1them was no apprehension

citizens. The most striking fnstance may be
recalled briefly.
On Aug. in the course of a heated par-

27,

liamentary, althougse highly satirical,
what he considered
part of Representative Joseph G.
(Rep.), of Nlinois, who had been appointed

tee on Appropriations, McAdoo's remarks

to reply his face was white with anger.
sarcastic tones, but with a trembling volice,
he admitted that as a statesman he could

trol of himself in the heat of his wrath, he

stigmatized McAdoo in a vulgar expression
(80 indescribably vulgar as to be impossible
of even anything like reproduction in THE

lowed by a storm of hisses from the Demo-
cratic side.

In a second all was confusion and uproar.
Members sprang from their seats and gath-
ered about the desks of the two ulspu\:ums.
Mr. McAdoo, in a voice that could
above the din, declared that Cannon's words

his vulgarity.
galleries.”

point of order, but betore he could catch the
gpeaker’s eye Mr. McAdoo had shouted to
Cannon: *If you can afford to let that go
upon the record as a specimen of your stable
jockey wit I can afford to leave it there. I
cannot indulge in blackguardism with you;
you ought to argue with a stable jockey.”

Among those who sat near Cannon when he
hurled the opprobrious epithet at Mr. Mc-
Adoo was representative * Billy” Mason
Rep.) Moving to a seat immediately behind
annon he began upbralding his colleague
from I1inois in tones loud enough to be heard
all over the Republican side of the House.

“You ought to ashamed of yourself,” he
declared. My wife and iamily were sitting
in the gallery and were forced to leave. lI
will not sit here and have my family insulted.
You certainly never would have used such
language had your family been in the gal-
lery.”

“You're a llar,” retorted Cannon.

It is not easy to predict what would have
been the outcome of this colloquy had not the
attention of the House been attracted to a
more gerious outbreak. Among the members
whose names are lncluded in Mr. Cannon’s
resolution of condemnation was Mr. Wilson,
of Washington. On Mr. Wilson’s right sits
Mr. Lehlbach, of New Jersey, and next to him
Mr. Beckwith, of the same State. Mr. Wilson
took occasion during the roll-call o remark
he believed Mr. Cannon to be right in bring-
ing forward his resolution. Beckwith leaned
over towards him and inquired with a sneer:
* What in do you know about it ?”

¢« My nameis in Cannon’s list in the Record,”
replied Wilson.

&1t 18 a4 — —— good thing,” remarked
Beckwith, * for your name couldn’t get into
the Record in any other way.”

« You are a — liar,” angrily retorted Wil-
son.”

« And you,” hissed Beckwith, shaking his
clenched fist, * are —— you, a Washing-
ton —.”

The two men were separated before serious
damage was done, but pandemonium rei rmed
supreme for several minutes. On the fo 10w=
ing day Mr. Enloe again tried to have the
House indicate some regard for its dignity by
censuring in some way the offending mem-
bers, bub Speaker Reed again came to the
rescue of his foul-mouthed protégé and his

rofane colleagues by refusing to recognize

m.

While this was the most flagrant, it was
by no means the only instance of the use ot
indecent language. The very man who pro-
tested with 8o much show of virtuous indig-
nation against Cannon’s vile talk—Mason
(Rep.)—applied an epithet to Mr. Allen
(Dem.) during the discussgion of the Force
bill that was so vulgar that it has never
been printed. It was carefully excluded, of
course, from the Congressional Record.

The most ordinary regard for the good
name of the country is sufficlent warrant for
eneral rejoicing at the defeat of Doth
fason and Cannon as candidates for re-

election.
AR RV M

SCANDAL NO. 13,

a Fraudulent Census for
Political Advantage.

The Census Scandal began in the appoint-
ment as Superintendent of the Census of
Robert B. Porter, a man obviously unfitted
by both nature and training for a work of
such magnitude and importance. Mr. Porter
had always been a partisan of partisans, the
bigoted advocate of the extremest views on
the subject of Protection. In the advocacy of
those views he manitested neither good judg-
ment nor fairness, two qualifications abso-
lutely necessary to the successful manage-
ment of such an affair as the taking of the
census of over sixty million people. As a
political fighter he had shown hlmself to be
without fear and almost without scruple.

He had been openly charged with haviug
| made use of a similar although much less

important position, that of Secretary to a
| Tariff Commission, to distort statistics to
the advantage of the party which he sup-
ported.

He wasg, in short, in every qualification the
very reverse ot the man who was needed for
superintending 8o patient, impartial and
painstaking a work as the census should have
been.

Ii1s appointment was notoriously areward
for services rendered to the high protection
wing of the Republican party through the
nvws-;jmper which he controlled and partly
owned.

As might have been expected under the
management, of such a man, the census be-
came, from its very inception, a partisan
affair. In the appointment, of his immediate
subordinates party service was almost the
only qualification required. The same prin-
ciple governed in the selection of the employ-
ees in the Bureau at Washington, and the
Superintendent was so effectually supported
by the Adiministration in this ignoring of the
principles of civil-service reform, to the sup-
port of which his party was pledged, that
when it came time to ap&:omb the nearly two
hundred supervisors and 40,000 enumerators
who were to do the actual work of collecting
the statistics, no pretense was made that
other than partisan conslderations should
| govern.

In New York City the Supervisor appointed
was one of the district leaders for the Repub-
Iican machine and almost his first official act
| was to write a letter to his associate leaders

Making

| throughout the city asking them to send him
| the names of men they would like to have ap-
pointed enumerators.

Of course the thousand enumerators in this
{city were all Republicans. At least one of
| them has since turned out to have been at
| the time of his appointment a jail-bird and

has confessed that he made use of the oppor-
| tunities afforded by his office to ply his trade
| of sneak-thief.

No particular eriticism was caused by this
making of the census service purely partisan,
because nothing better had been expected
ifrom the Administration.
| granted that, in the matter of the collection
| of statistics of manufactures and wages,
ould be a systematic efiort to distort

been discovered in the Supervisor's figures,
and that the population of the city was much
less than he had estimated. Following this it
was anpounced that the official count of the

tisan debate, Representative McAdoo (Dem.) | city showed that it had only a trifle over
referred in language that was strictly par- | 1,500,000 inhabitants.
to |

The correctness of these figures was
promptly denied by the Board of Health and

demagogy on the | by independent statisticians, who based their
Cannon | éstimates upon various and entirely different |

premiscs, but who all arrived at practically
the same conclusion—that the population of

by Speaker Reed Chairman of the Commlt- | the city could not well be under 1,650,000.

No ansolute proof of the inaccuracy of the

| igures could be obtained, however, because

greatly irritated Cannon, and when herose | ype census Office, although it had announced
In |

the total population of the city, suppressed
for Lneurly two months the publication of the

| figiMes by wards, the items which made up

| the total.
not hope to compete with the gentlsman } way to have proved the census count wrong
from New Jersey, and then, losing all con- | Would have been by a recount of the whole

Before those were given the only

ciuy.
Within a few days after the figures by
wards had been announced the Board of

| Health, by officers of its own, recounted the
| Becond. Ward and found that the Federal

WorLp's columns] that was instantly fol-| count had missed several hundred names in

| that small ward alone, the propertion of

among the first to demand recognition on a | the recount.

deficiency to actual inhabitants being some-
thing like 30 per cent.

The enormous extent of the fraud that had
been practised being thus clearly Indicated

he heard | the eity anthorities ordered a recount by the

police of the whole city. This count was con-

must go upon the records as a specimen of | ducted with the utmost care, under regula-
Mr. Caruth (Dem.) ghouted, | tions which met the expressapproval of an
“ Clear the galleries ! There are ladies in the | agent of the Federal Census Office, sent here
Representative Fulee (Dem.) was+ with written credentials, ostensibly to watch

Its results were sworn to by

the men who did ‘he work of enumeration.

| The total footed np over 197,000 more names
| than had been taken by the Federal census.

It was taken for |

the figures to support the wild statements of |
iDule, Register of the Guthrie Land Office,

the extreme high Protectionisis, but as to the
work of the census proper—the enumeratron
of the inhabitants of the
that
would be
the faet that
in  Republican

| political advantage
or could accrue from
work was wholly

country—
:i‘;xy f position, had been Secretary of the Indiana

sought | Republican Committee during the Prestden-

|

The result of this recount was promptly
communicated to theé head of the Census
Bureau, who received it with an insolent let-
ter refusing to grant any recount. The mat-
ter was appealed to Secretary Noble, who
sustained lbls subordinate and claimed that
the city had not furnished formal proof suf-
ficient to maintain 1ts charges.

This proof was uickly put into shape, and
on the morning on which it was known that
it would be forwarded to Washington, the
Fassett Investigating Committee, a Repub-
lican concern, issued a subpena to detain in
the city the documents containing procf.
Service was evaded by the city officials and
the documents started to Washington, but on
the same day and before the messenger
reached that city the Census Bureau, notifled
by telegraph of the failure to detain the
documents, three days ahead of the date of-
ficially fixed announced the total result of the
enumeration of the country. This prema-
ture announcement. was obviously made to
shut out the presentation of the case of the
city of New York.

Again the matter was carried to Secretary
Noble, and again he met the demands or the
city with filppant and filmsy technicalities,
as though the city were a beggar asking alms
rather than a grossly wronged community
demanding justice.

The city authorities persisted in their de-
mand, however, and carried the subject into
Congress, presenting facts and figures to sub-
stantiate their clailms. They received scant
congideration, however, from the Repub-
lican majority and nothing was accom-
plished.

What was done in New York has been done
all over the country, although the finger-
marks of crime cannot be so distinctly shown
in States where population is less concen-
trated and public opinion less organized and
less powertul.

A PARTISAN CENSUS.

Taken as a whole, the census figures show
clearly that there has been a systematic and
successful effort to keep down the popula-
tion in Democratic States and to put it up in
Republican ones, to the end of increasing
the power of the Republican party in Con-
gress and in the Electoral College. 8o con-
clusively is this tact proven by the compari-
son of the percentages of increase in the
various States that the whole census 1s al-
ready, in the public mind, tainted with
fraud. Statisticians decline: to accept its
figures as the basis for their tabulations,
and the people at large reject it utterly.

Its figures when used in statistical works
for the next ten years will be marked with a
star and accompanied by the foot-note
‘ Probably incorrect.”

The results of the recent election have
double discounted for the present the
fraud and chicanery of the Porter census,
but there still lies In its doctored figures the
possibility that at some time during the
next ten years it may deprive the true ma-
jority of the people of their constitutional
rights, while outside of politics 1t has in-
flicted incalculable damage upon the coun-
try by depriving it of a reliable basis for
statistics of every sort.

The direct benefit to be derived by the
Republican party from a census thus dis-.
crekited becomes apparent when one con.
siders 1ts effect upon the Electoral College
The Reapportionment bill passed by the
Congress which ends to-day is based, of
course, upon Myr. Porter’s figures. Note
the result upon the prospects of the two
great parties in 1892 :

In 1884 the Democrats carried twenty
States and Mr. Cleveland had a mu;orlt.y of
37. It the Democratic candidate in 1892
carries the same States and no others his
majority will be only 8.

Without Indiana the Democrats would have
but 211 electoral votes—I12 less than a
majority.

Without New Jersey they would have 216
votes—7 less than a majority.

‘Without, Connecticut they would have 220
votes—3 less than a majority.

Without West Virginia, the same.

Without Florida’s four votes the result
would be a tie.

In other words, still asSuming that Ne-
braska, Kansas, Minnesota and the other
Western States which ¢ flopped” last No-
vember remain true to the Republican party,
Mr. Quay can let New York and Indiana and
New Jersey go to the demnition bow-wows
and soak his money into Connecticut or
West, Virginia. The capture of either one
would elect a Republican President. Under
these circumstances, expending no money
in New York or Indiana, the capitalists
could easily afford t0 pay anywhere from
$100 to, 8500 for every Democratic ballot
they could purchase in Connecticut or West
Virginia. .

Now look at the other side of the case. Mr
Harrison had a majorlty of 65 In the
Electoral College in 1888. If the Republican
candidate in 1892 carries the same States and
the Republican Territories recently admitted
to the Unlon his majority will be 94.

This remarkable outcome IS the effect of
three distinct causes :

1. The fraudulent census.

2. The admission of Republican and exclu-
sion of Democratic Territories.

3. The juggling of figures by the reappor-
tionment {n such a way as to deprive Demo-
cratic States of the additional representation
to which by right they are entitled.

An attempt so audacious to steal the Presi-
dency of the United Statesis of course with-
out parallel in the history of this country.
and 18 no less a scandal than the manner in
which it was purchased outright in 1888.

i i

SCANDAL RO, 14,

Government Officials Looting Public
Lands for Private Gain.

To lcot the best land in the Territory of
Oklahoma, when it was thrown open for set-
tlement, was too good an opportunity to be
lost. by the XFederal officlals who were in
authority there. They wereall the appointees
of President Harrison, and the majority of
them came from Indiana, the President’s
own State. Foremost among them was J. L.

who, previous to serving his country in that

tial campaign that ended in the election of
the

from the count hundreds of thousands of |"Guthrie Registership. ¥

citizens in order to reduce the representa-
tlon ot Demoecratic to the advantage of

Two Government 1inspectors, Cornelius

| Republican States was one for which no | McBride andJ. A. Pickler, were sent to in-
| provision had been made in our code ur{vestlgate this scandal. Pickler made a

| government—its possibility

curred to our lawmakers.

As soon, however, as the first official re-
ports of the results of the count in the vari-
ous cities began to be given out there came
complaints of gross errors in the work.
The first notable instance in which the re-
sponsibility for these errors was fastened
directly upon the Census Bureau was in the
case of the Republican cities of St Paul
and Minneapolls, in the Republican State
of Minnesota. 8o abundant was the proof
of the error here that the census authorities
had to order & recount and by their own
agents revealed the fact that the enumera-
tion of those two cities had been padded to
an enormous extent, an extent sufficient,
under some eircumstances, to have added
one to the number of Congressmen which
would be assigned to the State.

THE FRAUD IN NEW YORK.

In New York City the Supervisor, when the
enumeration had been practically completed,
gave out his official estimate of the total po
ulation as about 1,650,000. This agreed su
stantially with the estimates of the Boara of
Health based upon statistics caretully kept
through a long series of years.

A few weeks later, however, there came
hints from Washington that mistakes had

had never oc- | pleasure trip through the Territory, re-

turned to Washington and filed a report
whitewashing the accused Federal officials.
He then obtained a leave of absence, and
while drawing a Government salary as a
special Inspector, went to South Dakota,
where he conducted a vigorous and suce
ful campaign for-Congress, being elected as
a Representative-at-Large by a majority of

30,631. Plekler will represent tha First
Congressional District in the Fifty-second
Congress.

McBride’s report wasof a different tenor.
It convicted Register Dille of rascally conduct
and recommended his dismissal. He was not
dismissed, but the honest lnspector shortiy
after was requested to hand In his resignation
on the ground that “the appropriation was
exhausted.”

“T had not been long in Guthrie,” sald
Cornelius McBride, ‘“before I discovered
that it was not blooashed but rascality which
the Departme¢nt had to fear. 1 found that

|

John I. Dille, the Land Register, and C. M
{ Barnes, the Receiver, had cognived to allow
their friends and relatives to come into the
Territory before they had any right and
enter the choicest land.’ Gen. W. H. Clayton

| and Barnes were fellow-townsinen. Clayton,
| under the guise of a United States Marshel,

| lowed to enter the door /
| Cohen sat on the steps of the Land-Oftice
| waiting for the hour of 12 o'clock to come 0

went to Quthrie on Saturday before the
opening on Monday, and on Sunday Le sur-
veyed the section of land laid out for the
town site of Guthrie and made a plat. He,

| too, was In the Territory before he had any

right to be, and by the grace of Land
Receiver Barnes, John E. Dille, a brother of
the Land Register, was also on the ground
before the opening, and by the grace of his
brother’s official position Dille and Cohen
were selected to make the first entries.
They prepared themselves with power of at-
torney from several persons, includlng s
diers, to enter. By the request of Regi
Diile and Receiver Barnes these men were
appointed Uniied States Marshals to guard
the door of the office on the morning of the
opening. These three men were personally
known to Dille and Barnes, It was unders
stood that Dille and Cohen were to be al-
first. Dille and

that they could enter their lands. D. P, Dyer,
of this city, who went into the Territory as a
Wells-Fargo Express Company’s agent, ex

ected to be the first man to make an entry.

e, L0, was at the door ready to enter, and
in reality would have been the first man
had it not been for the preconcerted plnng
to have Dille and Cohen enter first. When
the door was opencd these three deputy
marshals shoved Dyer aside and permitted
Dille and Cchen to g0 in.  When they
finished entering they haQ fited for every
section of land which touched the seetion
set apart for Guthrie, but one of which was
held by a lawyer nawmed Walton, & brother
to Senator Walton, of Colorado. This filing
also 1included Clayton’s plat  of Guthrie.
When I finished my report I recommended
the removal from office of Land Register
Dille, Receiver Barnes and United States
Marshal Jones, of Kansas. Jones is the only
man who has been removed up to the present
tme. Inhis talk with me Dille always lm-
pressed upon me that he was formerly
Secretary of the Indiana Republican Central
Committee and personally acquainted with
President Harrison.”

Thousands of people from all parts of the
country were then on the borders ot the Ter-
ritory, eager to take up lands in the legitl-
mate way, but the Harrison appointees, lnen
from his own State and known to him person~
ally, used their offices to rob their fellow=-citi-
zens and to deprive them of the equal chance
in the entering of lands to which they were
entitled. It is due to Secretary Noble to say
that he was anxious to drive from the pubiic
service the men who were guilty of thiscrime,
but he was prevented by the President. All
the punishment he vigited on them was a gen-
tle censure, expressed by Mr. Noble.

“ The President,” wrote the Secretary of
the Interior to one of them, * as well as
myself, marks with emphasis the 71act
that your former law partner, Mr. Kenner
(of Indiana) was one of those for whom a
location was made in connection with your
half-brother, Mr. Dille, and that it appears
as if you had all left your homes with the
preconceived 1dea that the opportunity
afforded was a favorable one by every
means you had at command to fake ad-
vantage of your fellow-citizens regardless
of the law and of the trust imposed on you.
I am not authorized by the President to ro.
quest your resignation, buv 1 am directed
by him to express to you the views herein
embodied.”

St e il

SCANDAL o, IS,

A Big Surplus BSquandered and
. Bankruptey Ahead.

By no means the least of the scandals
which have characterized these two years of
mismanagement has been the gross extrave
agance in the expenditure of public money
Finding & troublesome surplus in the Treas.
ury upon assuming full control of the Gove
ernment the Republican managers practi-
cally invited a raid which should rid the
Democrats of their most effective arraigne
ment in favor of a reduction of tariff raxae
tlon.

This attitude on the part of both the Ad
ministration and Congress engendered job
bery of the most flagrant character, wastefuls
ness in appropriations that can only be re-

arded as criminal when the condition or the

arge majority of peogle who bear the burden
is considered and a total expenditure for tha
two years which has no parallel in the history
of the country.

Only the most casual reference to the
record is required to establish this fact.
Following in parallel columns are the appro-
priations of the Fiftieth (Democratic) and
the Fitty-first (Republican) Congress, which
will end to-day :

Fiftieth Fifty-firat
Congress. Congress,
83,385,780 4,000,000
48,787,915 6,000,000
3,408,490 4,000,000
..... 10,728,820 10,000,000
5,205,694 6,000,000
16,341,158 19,000,000
and Judicial.... 41,601,793 49,000,000
Military Academy 1,217,810 1,100, (¢
Vaval. . 41,685,340 49,000,000
Pensior . 176,017,400 243,000, 00
Post-Offi 127,405,578 152,000,000
River and harbor, 22,879,616 26,000,000
undry civil,.... 51,618,146 59,000,000
Deficiencies..... ...v .\ 24,393,901 29,000,000
Totady i lesvibsies 78,205,347 £706,100,000
Miscellaneous ... 20,426,656 £3,000,000
Sum total of regular
annual and mis. ap-
propriat’s 593,632,004 731,100,000
Permanent,

and indaﬂnlbg ap-
. 224,331,853

propriat’s (est'd)... 266,000,000

Grand total............ $817,963,858 $957,100,000
Excess of Fi{ty-ﬂrst Cohgress over
Fiftioth (estimated).................. £180.000,000

The actual appropriations for this Congress
are given as far as completed, and the rest
are estimates furnished by the committees
themselves, and certainly do not exceed, but

robably fall somewhat short of the amountg.

t will be seen, therefore, that two years of
Republican.rule have cost the taxpayers fully
$200,000,000 more than the same immedis
ately preceding period under Democratic ad-
ministration. Even these figures do not tell
the whole story. Obligations have been ine
curred by this Congress which will mortgage
future Congresses and seriously handicap any
effort towards economy which may be ate
tempted.

The pension legislation and appropriation
afford the most striking instance of this fact.
The passage of the Dependent Pension biil
affects the future quite 28 much as the pres-
ent, and appropriations of the large addi-
tlonal sums required to meet the increased
demand upon the Treasury under the pro-
visions of the act wili, of course, have to be
made. Moreover, the present Congress,
actuated by a desire to shift its rig‘htful r'e=
sponsibility and a hope of binding the peo-
ple, has appropriated only 135,000,000 for
this purpose at the present time, when it is
well known and was clearly demonstrated
on the floor of the House that fully $150
000,000 will be required. This action can
only result in a deiiciency, which must be
made good by the next Congress.

The same rule has been followed In fixing
the amounts under other money-laden acts,
but to what extent cannot now be deters
mined. A favorite reply in 1888 to the
Democratic argument against the hoard.
ing of the people’s money in the National
Treasury was attributed to Fred Graat, but
probably made originally by somebody
else. It was this:

‘It 1s much easler to face a'surplus than a
deficiency.” \

In view of what has transpired since that
time a stronger condemnation of the Repube
lican policy than 1s contained {n this senten-
tious phrase could not be formulated. Ine
stead of a surplus of $200,000,000 he-
queathed to the country by an economical
Democratic  Administration, the Natfonal
Treasury Isnow confronted by a deficiency
which before the end of the fiscal year will
amount to 50,000,000 at least.

Thege are the facts. The people will not be
slow to draw thelr own conclusions.  Surely a
| more fitiing cllmax to this review of shame-

ful and scandalous mismanagement could
| Dot be imagived.

Mamie Roach Heard From.
[SPECIAT, TO THE WORLD, }
BRIDGEPORT, COnn., Aug. 7.—The mystery
of Mamie Roach’s disappearance a fortnight
ago 18 solved. Mamle bhas written to her
mother from Brooklyn that she is working in
& box-factory and lving with friends, wso
tﬁreat her better than she was treated a
ome.

N

THE WORLD’S OFFER!
A SPECIAL MIDSUMMER DISCOUNT UNTIL
SEPT. 80 ON BOARVERS WANTED.
15 PER CENT. DISCOUNT 1 INSERTTON.
: 25 PER CENT. DISCOUNT 2 INSERTIONS.
! 80 PER CENT. DISCOUNT 3 INSERTIONS. !
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THE PRESENT SITUATION.

————————

Ten Per Cent. of the Export Trade
Lost in Eight Years.

WHAT THE FARMER LOSES THE MILL-
OWNER GAINS.

How His Loss of Foreign Markets Has
Compelled the Farmer to Sell Here
at Any Price—A General Decline in
the Prices of All Farm Products—
Twenty Pregnant Truths for Every
Farmer to Consider—A Glance Over
the Field for New Recruits,

b 4

All that the people of the United States
eat, wear and use 1s the joint product of their
individual labor. No product of labor 1s given
them. They get nothing unless they work
for it. No one works for them. Whatever
they obtain in private exchange for a product
aof their own labor is itself the product of
their labor, and they must be richer after
than before the exchange or they would not
make the exchange.

1L

There can be no more difference In prin-
clple between an exchange of Illinois corn
for Massachusetts shoes than in an exchange
af Illinois corn for French silk. If the one
benefits the Illinois farmer the other must
also benefit the Illinois farmer. If one
injures the Illinois farmer 8o must the other.
Both parties to an exchange must be ben«
efited or there can be no voluntary exchange.
To permit domestic exchanges where both
parties are American, and to forbid foreign
exchanges where only one party is an
American, is slmaply to forbia one American
to make 4 profit on any trade unless another
American also makes a profit on it. Its
restraint falls on the inaividual American
only, is imposed on the American only, and
the loss falls on the American. By no possi-
bility can the individual American be ben-
efited by forcibly preventing his exchange,
although a portion of what he loses may be
given to some other American who has no
more right; to 1t than he has.

III1.

Imports are the payments we receive for
our exports, Nothing has any value in for-
eign trade except the products of labor, be-
cause land cannot be exchanged and passed
from hand to hand; and all produects of labor
must be paid for in products of labor. Gold
and silver are products of labor, metals ex-
changed the same as other products. ‘rhey
are not money in foreign exchange nor used
as money. Coln ceases to be money and be-
comes bullion, a product of 1labor, the
instant 1t passes a boundary line. *“Money ”
is a term used to express a local
use to which any product of labor—
gold, silver, shells, coonskins, fleeces, horses,
cattle—may be put, whether used directly in
units or indirectly in credits—bills, checks,
dratts, certificates, &c. Money cannot be
used as legal tender, except locally. It 18
unknown in exchanges between countries.
‘What 18 money in one country is not money
in another. There 18 no product of labor
used universally as lawful money, either in
units or credits.

There 18 no international credit, no inter-
national coinage, no possible international
use of or for money, and products of labor
must be paid for in products of labor.

1V.

Exports can only be pald tor lawfully in
imports. We cannot be paid for them in any-
thing that has value unless the payment
passes through the Custom-House and 18
made animport. Gold and silver are metals
imported and exported the same as iron and
copper. NoO money is or can be exported or
imported. Every dollar’s worth of anything
Kept out of the country must either deprive
some American citizen of that dollar’s worth
in payment for something he has sold, or pre-
vent him from selling something for that
dollar’s worth, thus depriving him either of
his payment or of a profit on hils labor.

Vi

Our exports are mainly agricultural, Halt
our male: workers are on farms—7,075,983
out of 14,744,942, The Tenth Census says
tbat the * estimated value of ALL Jjarm pro-
ductions sold, cunsumed or on hand for
1879 " was $2,213,402,564. Our exports for
the fiscal year ending June, 1880, were $685,~
961,091, or 31 per cent. Our tarmers not
only supplied the * home market,” but 31 per
cent. of every rarmer’s crop had to be sold
abroad or given away. If sold abroad, he had
to take payment elther in foreign farm prod-
ucts of no value to him or # fereign manu-
factures. In 1880 he 00K in payment and
“imported " foreign manufactures valued at
$423,609,016, and $244,285,%26 ta crude or
partly manugacsiared goods.

VI

Every dollar’s worth of these imports be-
came the products of American farm laber
the moment it touched our soll. It made not
the slightest difference to the United States
a8 a country whether the farmers obtained
the slik they now had by weaving it from corn
threads or by exchanging it for ears; whether
they had dug out of the ground the iron they
now had or exchanged it for potatoes. What-
ever they had was the final product of their
farm labor, and it was NOT the product of
foreign labor or of any labor but their own. It
had given both profitable work and profitable
wages to 31 per cent. of our farmers, or rather
turnished 31 per cent. of the work and wages
of each farmer, and the profit on the exchange
Was a profit secured by American farm labors
t0 which It had a lawful right, and of which
iv cannot lawfully be deprived in order to
give 1t to American mill labor.

VIIL

Every dollar of tax levied at the Custom-
House upon the imported payment of the
exported farm surpius was a direct tax
levied upon American farm labor,
American iarm labor had to pay. REvery
doliar’s wortih of Imports kept out of the
country elther deprived the farmers of a
dollar in payment for thelr tarm labor or
deprived them of a profitable exchange, com-
Aing themn 10 glve away thelr surplus or
sell 1t 1or a song. All“ taxation and restraint”
upon the exchange of their surpius abroad
impoged by our laws fall upon them.
W&S DO one else it could fall upon. It was
imposed upon the final product of their
farm labor, the finished product of their
labor, which théy were now ready to dis-|
pose of to their countrymen. It was nob
imposed upon the products of Kuropean
Tabor, for that would be beyond the power of
ows Congress. N2 tax was levied upon ite
because none could be—until after the exs
change had been completed, until after each
arcicle taxed nad become the final product o

Awerican labor, on American (arms, and | that they may sell at higher prices and make

which |

There |

toil.
VIIL !
Every doliar’s worth of manutactures sup-
plied by American farm labor is In direct |
competition with American mill labor. The !
enormous agricultural surplus, which must,‘
either rot or be exchanged for manufactures,
18 a standing menace to the mill-owner and a {
thorn in his side. The competition of the |
American farmers, through this foreign ex- |
change, cuts down the mill-owner’s profits
and renders useless this combination or for-
mation of trusts to enhance the price unless |
he s protected againsy it. l
Not one dollar’s worth of torelgn-m&def
goods can come Into thi3 country except In
exchange for our own products of labor. We |
can get nothing, except by theft, unless we
work and produce it. If our ports were
thrown open, no taxes imposed, and every
foreign manufacturer offered a present equal
in value to 50 per cent. of what he sent
ever, not one would send us a cent’s worth.
Unless they could take out of this country
labor proaucts of greater value to them, but
of lesser value to us, unless we had a surplus
for them to take, they would laugh at such
an offer. We have no “ money ” that they
recognize, except our products of American
labor.

IX.

Desbroy this agricultural surplusg, and the
competition between the American farmer
and the American mill.-owner—between our
farm labor and our mill labor—stops at once.
There 18 no other way to stop this competi-
tion except by destroying the agricultural
surplus. While the surplus exists 1t mustrot
or be exchanged, and it can only be ex- |
changed at a profit for foreign manuafactured |
goods which enter into competition with the |
mill products. The American farmer, if let
alone, has his own ¢“home market?”
solid and fast, and he has a strong foot-
hold in the manulacturers’ * home market.”
(Neither farmer nor mill-owner has really
any other market. The foreign market is an
exchange market solely, and everything sent
abroad must be brought back, in another
shape, for final use by the one who worked. No
one enjoys anything except the product of his |
labor.) The manufacturer has not the con- |
trol of his ‘“home market.” He must divide f
his home market with the American farmer |
$0 long as the latter has a farm surplus be-
yond the needs of the American market to
exchange for manuftactured goods.

X.

The American manufacturer asks for pro-
tection from the Ameritan farmer’s competi-
tion, and that the American tarmer shall be
confined exclusively to the American market
for farm products; that be shall be pre-
vented by law from selling ‘abroad. Ths
American manufacturer has no other com-
petitor except the Standard O1il Company,
our sllver kings and our fishermen—whose |
competition is too small to trouble him. No
forelgn manufacturer can ¢ compete’” with |
the American manutacturer, except through |
the American farmer, unless the forelgn man- |
ufacturer gives us the foreign goods. If the |
goods are not given to us, we must either steal
them or exchange for them surplus farm
products of equal value. We can only *buy”
them with metals, oil or farm products, or a
promise of them. ¢ Cash” must be elther a
product of labor or the promise of it.

XT.

Congress grants the mill-owner this pro-
tection by levying a tax on each exchange of
Amarican farm products for foreign manu-
factured products thav may be made by the
American farmer. This tax ranges from 40 |
to 2256 pér cent., according to the article, and
it 1s imposed upon the only party to it
that Congress can get hold of—the American
farmer. It is not imposed and cannot be im-
posed until after the goods have been ex-
changed, until the foreign goods have becormne
the product of American labor. Not even the
pretense of a tax can be levied on the for-
elgners because the Constitution of the
Unlted States expressly forbids any tax on
exports, and the foreigner has the untaxed
goods exported as the final result of hislabor.

If the American Government should levy
and collect a tax of even one cent upon any
foreigner the result would be a war between
his Government and this, no matter how
small his Government might be. It would be |
piracy, and every civillzed nation on earth |
would unite to exterminate us as pirates. }
Congress can tax only the people of this coun- 1
try. Taxes can only be collected by it from |
our people.

XII.

Congress, “ to make things even,” offers the
Amerlean farmer sawdust protection against
the mill-owner’s invasion of the farmer’s
*“ home market.” The farmer does not need
even genuine Protection. He has his own
‘“home market ” already and he has a big slice
of the mill-owner’s * home market.” Con-
gress takes away from him this slice of the
mill-owner’s market, and, while pretending to
give himn what he has already, hisown * home
market,” tries to deprive him of that also.

XIII.

That the mill-owner may be able to export
his mill surplus, exchange hig mill products
for foreign farm products and then bring
these here in competition with the products
of our farms, Congress pays to the mill-
owner, when he exports, 90 per cent. of all
the purely revenue taxes imposed on raw
material, pays him this'as & bonus, and then
admits the foreign farm products the mill-
owuner imports either free of duty or subject
only to a very low revenue duty. Of the
50 leading farm products, 10 are admitied
iree of duty, b are taxed only from 6 to 8
per cent., on 20 it is 10 per cent. or less, on
25 1t is under 15 per cent. On only 9 does it
exceed 20 per cent., and ononly five ltems—
wool, hops, rice, cane-juice and peanuts—is
there even a pretense of sawdust Protection.
Cotton is free. Wheat 1s taxed only 16 per
cent, corn 18, corn-meal 10, rye 17, buck-
wheat 10, poultry 10, pork 16, beef 14, flax 7,
hemp 6, milk 10, and 80 on with all general
farm products. Only the proper tax de-
manded by free trade—which I8 not untaxed
trade—Iis imposed on what the manufacturer
imports to compete with farmers.

XIV.

To discourage American farming and make
it unprofitable a tax 1s levied on every ex-
change of farm products for foreign manu-
factures, ranging from 40 to 255 percent.
and averaging nearly 80 per cent. On ex-
changes they oan He stlll made aé o profy it
averages 48 per ©en%.; buv how high it is on
those that capist b8 made—and some can be
and are made ¢ wiien 208 per cent. tax is
pald—w0 man knows or can guess: Hereis
how 4t has discouraged farming generally
| and kow 1L has made wheat farming unprofit-
able n the Central States :

{ Iurm Produets Breadstufis
| wear, Sxporied. Exsported.
1857 8720504943 8210.355.519
[ i852.... 552,249,809 182,670,528
[ 1883.... 619,209,449 208,040,850
[ 4884.... 538.315.318 162,544,715
[1884.... 530,172,966 160,370,821
| 1886.... 484.054,505 125,846,558
lwm 642,751,344 128,121,656
XV.

The mill-owners ask for protection solely

until it had become the reward of American | large fortunes faster than it they had to com-

{ owners number only 14,500. They employ

| cent more whether the ‘“boss ” makes £10,000

| against one another protection from the

| How long would it be before some farmers

»is own products.

pete with the manufactures supplied by
farmers and obtalned by them in exchange
for their farm surplus. The protected mill-

905,000 wage slaves, mainly women and chil-
dren, not. one of whom receives a cent more
than the market price of labor and not one

Yearly without protection or $1,000,000
yearly with protection. Protected industries
pay no higher wages than unprotected indus-
tries, and there Is no rush for employment in
them. The mill-owner only is interested in
protection and the only one receiving benefit
from it. If untaxed foreign trade should be-
come the law of the land to-morrow not one
hundred mills would be closed necessarily,
and not five thousand persons would
be necessarily discharged from employ-
ment. It 1s not probable that even
one mill would close except in revenge and
as a “scare.” We have the universal testimony
of every advocate of protection taat *the
tarifl is not a tax,” and that the American
mill-owner sells as cheaply as the foreigner;
and what they say is true so far as this, he
can sell in the United States as cheaply as
the foreigner, if he will. But he will not. He
sends his product abroad and through the
forelgn farmer undersells the foreign manu-
facturer in the foreign manufacturer’s own
market at a profit; but he is * protected” in
charging his American customers two prices,
and he doesit. He would be an angel, not a
man, it he did not—when the law protects
him in o doing.

XVI.

All “protection” is valueless to those re-
celving it unless they can combine. There
can be no real protection without combina-
tion. If the American mill-owners competed

American farmer’s competition would not
help them. Their own competition would
compel them to sell at the lowest possible
price. But they are few in number, averag-
ing about six hundred in each industry. Kach
industry 18 a trust, and the same as one
firm. Now and then some member
breaks his pledge, sells under the
agreed price, and then each mem-

ber unloads In the royal row that
follows. Just .now the iron and steel|
trust has been broken and iron and steel |
rails are selling as cheaply as anywlhere in |
the world. Ina few weeks the trust will be
renewed, the offending member will be
bought out. or ruined, and the price will be
put back again to double the foreign. The
competition of our farms threatens each
tariff trust, not the individual members espe-
cially. The trust cannot be made strong and
enduring while that surplus lagts and each
trust is fighting to destroy it.

XVII.

All “protection” given the 7,075,983 male
farmers 1s absolutely worthless and cannot
| put one cent into their pockets, because they
jcannot combine and form a trust. Suppose
they did combine and put the price of wool |
at 35 cents, wheat at $1.25, corn at 85 cents.

| sold at 34, $1.20 and 82?7 Then there would
i be a panic and every one woula unload at any
| price he could get.

Let us grant that wool is now protected.
Have the farmers fixed the price? They have
not. Where then is the protection? They are
selling wool as the members of the Iron and
Steel assoclation are now selling rails, at
whatever price they can get. The farmers
are now and always have been engaged in
cutthroat competition one with another in
selling wool. What will last only for a few
weeks with the Iron and steel trust until the
few hundred members repledge themselvas, !
will last for centuries to come, as it has
lasted through ages past with the farmer.
Twenty sugar barons, even 1,005 cottop-
mill lords, can combine, but one-nalf the maie
workers of the United States—never.

XVILL

The competition between American farm-
labor and American mill-labor to supply the
United States with manufactured goods has
reached a crisis. The heavy taxes imyposed
during the past fifteen years, and particu-
larly during the past seven years, upon all
exchanges made by the farmer have discour-
aged farming and made 1t 1n a measure un-
profitable. But the time has come for the
mill-owners to glve the screw another turn
equal to that ot 1883, and Congress 18 pre-
paring another bill to add to the present bur-
dens on farm-labor. How farming has been
burdened for twenty years under protection
for the sole benefit of the mill-owners let
these figures show :

INCREASE IN VALUE OF FARMS,
Yearlyr ate.

10 years—1850 to 186 ‘83 '371 469,586 10%¢
20 years—1860 to H‘-m,.,. ,061,769 23
INCREASE IN ACREAGE.

10 years—1850 to 1860 ...... $113,661,924 4
20 years—1860 to 1880 ,..... 128,769,207 1%

PER AORE IMPROVED,
$5. or 45 per cent.
8, or 9 ver cent,

INCREABE IN VALU
10 years—1850 to 1860...
20 years—1860 to 1880...........

DECREASE IN EXPORTS,

Per cent.

1880—Agricultural products were 83
1888—Agricultural products were... 73
—Manufactured products were 9
Manufactured products were 19

Agriculture lost 10 per cent. of our
exporis.

The mill.owners gained 10 per cent.
of our exports.

The dAmerican FEconomist, organ of the

tariff trusts, rejoices in the statement that

our exports of farm products, which in
1880-'81 were 31 per cent. of the total
value of the product of our farms, has been

reduced now to less than 10 per cent. Mak-
ing due allowance for the increase in the
total, this is a little exaggerated. The wish
is father to the thought.

DECREASBE IN Al‘-iH\'ULT'Ux{AL EXFORTS.

881. 1888.
4y ORI I a*,“m m 943  8600,840,086
Cotton, . 247,695,746 223,016,760
Bieadstuff: 270,78 )'12,619 127,191,687
Provisions.. .. 156,809,840 93,058,705

The decrease in the
about one-half.

percentage may be
It can hardly be two-thirds.

XIX.

Naturally the limitation of the American
farmer to the American market has produced
a glut in the ‘“home market,” and he has
been compelled to sell for what was offered,
The Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury De-
partment makes the following report in cents

and miils of prices for 1883 and 1888
(p. xx1.);

Article. 1883. 1888.

.G85 550

vare: DoY) 853

.B.955 4.579

.108 .008

112 . 086

J£89 074

089 L0563

186 .183

112 099

046 035

These

are all the items quoted by the re-
poert. They ought to be enough. But the
harder the protection of the mill-owner
squeezes tne farmer, the louder the farmer
calls for ‘ more.” He s not satisfied with
having his farm mortgaged to the mill-owner.
He wants the mortgage foreclosed and his
wife and daughter compelled to work with
him in the protected mill. If he did not he
could not be 80 unwise as to vote for the mfill-
owner's protection from the competition of
T. E. WILLSON.

{ labor will be its own product.

[ had.

ARE OUR lMPORTb STOLEN?,

All We Use the Products of American
Labor, .

NO FOREIGNERS EMPLOYED OR PAID
BY US.

The ‘Foreign Labor” Cry Raised to
Enable the Mill Lords to Plunder the

Farmer—Depriving the Farmer of

His Profits on His Foreign Exchange
Under the Pretext of Depriving the
¥Foreigner of His Profits.

All that the people of any country eat, wear
and use (Including money) is the product of
their own labor and the final reward of their
toil. No person in any foreign country works
for them, or for any one except himself. Ir
they enjoy any product of labor not their
own, except it be a gift, 1t musc have been
stolen. They cannot * hire” any person to
work for them unless they * pay ” him for it
in work of equal value, and the product they
recelve must be paid for in a product of their
own, If others work for them, they must
work for others ; and no natural or profitable
exchange of the products of labor can lessen
the reward of toil, although it will lessen the
toil itself.

1f there is anywhere in the United States,
in the possession of an American, S0 mnuch as
a pin that is the product of foreign labor, it
must bestolen property, If that American dia
not earn by his own labor all that he has (not
given to him), he must have stolen whatsver
he has additional. If he hasa pound of tea,
an ounce of rubber, or a grain of quinine
that is, not the product of his American
labor, he is elther a thief or the receiver of
stolen goods. Nothing foreign can enter a
country to ‘**compete” with its own prod-
ucts, for no country can obtain possession of
anything except by and through a profitable
exchange of the products of its own labor;
and whatever it has or can get by its own
The only
competition possible or that can exist is be~
tween its own people. They cannot com-
pete with foreigners, nor can foreigners coms
pete with them.

All that the people of the United States eat,
wear and use s the product of their individual
labor. Each Individual does not make with
his own hands everything he requires, but he
must ¢ produce ” or call into existence every-
thing he acquires. If, to save labor or to in-
crease its daily product, oné man makes
shoes and another bakes bread, exchanging
shoes for bread, the shoes become the product
of the baker’s labor as soon as he comes into
possession of them. He has * produced”
them, for hig labor has brought them into
belng. Men do not labor for the pure pleasure
it gives them, but because they must, and
unless the baker saved the shoemaker from
bread-making, the shoes would not have been
made by the shoemaker, but by the baker,
Whether the baker made the shoes or the
bread, either was the product of his labor,
called Into being by his labor, and when he
privately exchanged one for the other it did
not change the result or final product of his
labor.

The division of labor and exchange of prod-
ucts do not relleve any person of the neces
sity of producing by his labor all that he en-
joys. Noone doubts that when Alexander
Selkirk lived on the island of Juan Fernandez,
all that he enjoyed during his four years’ res-
idence was produced by himself. If he had
been joined by a beach-comber clever at
clouting and cooking, and Selkirk had hunted
and farmed while the other had attended to
their personal comforts, this division of their
joint work rendering the product greater,
each one would have produced all that he en-
joyed. One of them could not, except,by
forcejor fraud, relleve himself of the same
necessity Selkirk was under, before the
beach-comber came, of producing ail that he
Ifin exchange for his share of thelr
store of provisions for the rainy season the
beach-comber had made & coat for Selkirk,
Selkirk produced his coat by Lis labor. If
the beach-comber had been compelled to hunt
and farm he would not have had time to
make 1t, Selkirk, relleved of half his work,
might have made the coat by much greater
labor than his extra hunting and farming en.
tailed, and in that >ase no one would imagine
that 1t was not the product of his labor.
When he obtained it with less labor by ex-
changes the coat was no less the product ot |
Selkirk’s labor than bhefore, while one-half |
the provisions became by the exchange |
the produet of the beach-comber’s labor.
Each had by the division produced more for
himgelf in the allotted time than he could
have produced for himself alone; but all that
either had was the product of his labor.

1f the peach-comber had not joined Selkirk,
preferring to live on the mainland, and the
two had exchanged their products one with
another by using a canoe, it could have made
no difference. All that elther obtained-—
whether by direct manufacture or in ex-
change—was the product of his individual
labor and produced by him. No matter how
hard or how cheaply the beach-comber might
work producing goods for exchange, he could
not injure Selkirk. Nothing on Selkirk’'s
island belonging to him or used by him could
be * the product of foreign labor ” or of any
labor except his own. The exchange could
not injure him in any way Or make him
poorer, for he would not exchange except at
a profit. It reduced his work, but did not re
duce his wages or profit or product.

11 Selkirk had been joined by others and the
beach-comber by others until two separate
communities or nations had grown up and
the canoe had been replaced by a fleet of
steamers not the slightest difference would
exist between the nations that did not exist
between the individuals. Every person on
Selkirk’s 1sland would be compelled t0 pro-
duce by his labor all that he had to eat, wear
and use. No * proaucts of foreign labor,” or
of any labor except island labor, could be en-
joyed by the Islanders, because nothing
could be got except by their own labor, or by
gift, or by theft. That whkich they received
from the other community must be in ex-
change, and therefore the product of thelr
own labor. Without their labor it could not
exist. Thelr labor created it.

If such an exchange between nations should
be stopped by law, the same result would fol-
low as in the case of Selkirk and the beach-
comber. The amount of work would be in-
creased, but the amount of product would not
be increased. As Selkirk alone could notin
the same time and with the same labor pro-
duce as much by and of himself as he could
by exchanging, neither could any other in-
dividual. What is true in each individual |
case in a community must be true of the |
compmunity as a whole. To stop an ex-
change between two nations is merely to

| sons—both Americans.

stop the raving of labor in each individual

case, and therefore merely to stop the saving :
of labor for the whole community—nothing |
more. Ifthe individual deprived of exchange
does not work longer and harder, he gets less |
product, for no exchange can take plage
where the product 1s not increased or labor
diminished by 1t. To stop an exchange be

tween nations 1s merely, to increase the | the French weaver to raise the 200 bushels
amount of labor or work in the country, but | of corn, than to reverse the work and ex-

| labor required from the American to get 200

| 200 bushels ot corn. Stop the exchange and

!
nob to fncrease the amount of product or |
| wages, which must remain the same. |

All that the exchange can do is to beneflt ‘
the persons concerned. It cannot injure any
one in any manner, or deprive any one else of
anything, excepfi unnecessary work, for
which there is no product, no profit and no
wages. This kind of work is not difficult to
get. Any person, at any time, can secure ail
he wants of it. The King of Corinth, con-
demned in Hades to roll a stone to the top of
a hill only to have it roll back again, did not
have to die to obtain the useless labor, which
has no wages, saved to wise men by an ex-
change of products. Countless millions still
esteem it a blessing to spend theilr lives on |
earth engaged in the same task glven the
cunning son of Enarete as a punishment for
his sins.

Bisyphus, forever toiling,
‘Was the type of toiling men,

and will be until the end of time.

If a farmer in Illinois ralses 200 bushels of
corn and sends it to France, exchanging it
there for 200 yards of silk and bringing the
silk back to his home, that silk 1s the product
of his labor on his farm. It is not the product
of the French sllk weaver's labor. By the ex~-
change the silk has become the product of
American labor and the corn the product of
French labor. It is what each has as the
result of toil.

It makes not the slightest difference to the
people of this country collectively whether
the farmer has threshed the silk from his
green todder, woven it from corn-threads or
“ bought ” it by an exchange of the ripened
ears—it 1s the product of his labor solely.

It makes a very great difference to one in-
4ividual in this country—the owner of a Pat- |
erson silk mill. If the farmer were not per-
mitted to make the exchange the mill-owner
would produce the silk in his mill and pocket
the profit. By stoppiug the exchange the
farmer will be supplled with ¢ more work ” in
the Paterson sllk mill than he would have on
the tarm in raising the corn, and the profits
will go to the mill-owner instead of the
farmer. If the farmer declines to work for
wages In the mill he must starve. If he raises
the corn there is no market for it. There is
nothing to exchange,it for that any one wants.
The mill-owner has supplied the demand in
the home market the farmer previously sup-
plied by the exchange of his surplus farm
products. There is no foreign market for any
one except for exchange purposes.

The American farmer has the same right
to produce French silk that he has to produce
American corn. His right to labor cannot be
Himited to the production merely of what we
éat. If to produce silx he can save his labor
by ralsing corn to exchange for it, he has the
same inalienable right to do so that the
weaver has to use an improved loom; for by
no possibility can any exercise of this right
injure any other citizen of the United States
or any person in the world. The housewife
who uses prepared flour does not injure the
man who makes yeast cakes, and the farmer
who makes silk by farm labor and ap ex-
change of products does not injure the weaver
who makes it by loom labor. The farmer’s
right to save his 1abor by using a gang plough
or harvester is not more sacred or inalienable
than his right to save his labor by an ex-
change of its products.

The right to that exchange within the
United States has been most jealously
guarded. No power has been granted to
efther the State or Federal Government to in-
terfere with it, and lest. they might invent
some pretext for dolng 8o, they have been ex-
pressly forbidden to even levy a tax upon it.
It18 only when the exchange 18 made outside
of the United States that even taxation can
be lawfully placed upon it.

No one questions that every exchange
within the Unlted ‘States benefits two per-
No one can question
vthat every foreign exchange benefits two
persons—one American and one foreigner.
The objection tothe foreign exchange ison
the patriotic ground that it 18 better the
American should be deprived of his profits
than that a foreigner should be permitted to
have any.

So long as the exchange can be made
within the United States at an equal profit,
the farmer will, make it here. He will not
send to France, paying freight, if he need
send only to New Jersey to make the same
profit. He sends to France because there is
no exchange in the United States—his corn is
a surplus not wanted here. But whether
there 1s or 1s not a less profitable exchange
offered here, there will be and can be no
foreign exchange except when there is a
greater profit to be made by it, and he can
obtain a greater product for his labor.

The object of the domestic exchange is to
reduce the amount of work necessary to pro-
duce a certain thing or to increase the
product of the same amount of work.

The object of the foreign exchange is pre-
cisely the same as the domestic exchange—to
| reduce the amount of work necessary to pro-
|'duce a certaln thing or to increase the
product of the same amount of work.

If the object can be accomplished by a
domestic exchange it will be. The object 1s
to save labor, and that is the sole object of all
trade and commerce. It does not require a
speclal volume of laws, a fleet of revenue
cutvers and an army of sples and beeteaters
to compel the middiemen conducting this ex-
change to carry on their business where it
will be most profitable to them and their em-
ployers, the farmers; aithough it 1s absolutely
necessary to provide ail three to prevent
iti being carrled on where it 18 most profit-
able.

To prevent the foreign exchange does not
provide an American exchange. The foreign
exchange only became possible by there be-
ing no American exchange. The farmer who
made the s{lk by exchanging it for ecorn,
without the exchange must make the silk in
a Paterson mill at wage labor or go without
work and wages, giving what he now has to
another, To prevent the foreign exchange
prevents all exchange and with it the saving
of labor or increase of product. It can in-
crease hours of work but not day’s wages.

If to increase work without Increasing its
product 1s a good thing, why are not domestic
exchanges unwise and injurious? They save
an enormous amount of labor. Why not de-
stroy all railroads and give their work to’
teamsters? Why not destroy the telegraphs
and give their work to couriers? Why not
destroy our machinery and have everything
done by hand? This would Increase work—
precisely as it 1s to be increased by stopping
or checking foreign exchanges. There is not
and cannot be the slightest shade or shadow
of difference in the result of the one and the
other.

Without exchange there can be no (ex-
change) profit.

In domestic exchanges both persons profit-
ing are American.

In foreign exchanges only one person profit-
ing is an American—the farmer who ralses
the surplus which cannot be used in this
country.

To stop the foreign exchange is to deprive
this one American of his exchange profits,
adding the useless labor to production which
every energy or civilization and our internal
progress is striving to abolish.

The foreign exchange does not provide work
either for our own people or for foreigners.
On the contrary, it reduces the amount of

yards of silk and from the Frenchman to get

more work is required from the American
farmer to weave the 200 yaras of silk, and from

| 100 days’ work 1s not, we are gravely as-|

| get 1t from a loom.

change the products. More work will be pro-
vided for each worker to galn the same
arount of wages, but whether the exchange
is permitted or forbidden, the possible pro-
duct or wages remains the same. The only
question involvea in the exchange 1s whether
the product or wages shall bs the reward of
more work or less work.

The 200 yards of French silk received by
the [llinois farmer are the product of Ameri-
can labor, and the 200 bushels of American
corn are the product of French labor. There
is no foreign taint on the slik and no foreign
mortgage. Itisowned by Americans and it
is the final product of American farm labor.
There 1S no American labor mark and no
American mortgage on the corn. It Is
owned by Frenchmen and the final product
of Frencb mill labor., The American has
worked for himself, The Frenchman has
worked for hiaself. Neither has worked for |
the other. {

While the corn remains in New York and
the silk in Havre, the corn is the product of |
American farm labor only and the silk of
French mill labor only. No foreign labor has
yet been * employed ” by America. All that
1t has is the product of its own native Ameri- |
can labor.

Let the owners of the two products ex-
change them—the heap of corn for the heap |
of silk—and we are asked to belleve that what !
America now owns—the French silk—Is not
the product of American farm labor, but the
product of French mill labor; that rorelgu‘
labor has now been employed, and Americans |
have been deprived of work and wages 1n or- |
der to furnish Frenchmen with work and
wages. How has this miracle come to pass?
Who saw it done?

The 200 yards of silk the American farmer
has in his storeroom as the final result of his

sured by the President of the United States,
the product of American rarm labor, but the
product of French mill labor. We are poorer
from having the French silk because we did
not make it, and we are richer from having
lost our corn because we did make 1it, the
President tells the Congress,

All the reward or wage there is in this
country for any amount of work under this
llustration is the 200 yards of silk. If the
farmer mukes the silk he does n'n ralse the
corn. Tf any one else in this country makes |
the silk the farmer does not raise the corn.
In neither case would the corn have any
value. The silk can be made by 100 days’
labor on an American farm, or by 200 days'
labor in any silk mill, American or French.
If the farmer works 100 days on an Illinois
farm he gets the silk as the reward for his
work. If he works 200 days in a mill he gets
the silk, but does not raise the corn.

It a weaver works 200 daysin a Paterson
silk mill he gets the sllk as the reward for
his work, and the farmer does not raise the
corn. If the weaver gets the job then the
farmer loses it. If the weaver is employed
200 days in the silk mill, then the farmer
does not work 100 days on his farm. If one
makes the silk the other does not make the
corn.

There 18 no question of foreign labor or the
employment of foreign labor involved in the
productlon of the silk, under any clrcum-
stances. Let us suppose that the farmer can |
thresh the silk from green fodder ; the weaver
It the farmer threshes 1t
from green fodaer its production does not
give employment to foreign labor or to any
buv his own. He deprives no American of
work. Suppose he says he threshes it from
green fodder and afterwards 1t s discovered
that he got 1t in exchange for the ripened
ears, how has he furaished employment to
foreign labor in one case more than the other,
andhow has any American been deprived of
work and wages by a forelgner in one case
morg than another?

When an American wants 200 yards of silk
the job must go either to an American farmer |
or an American silk weaver, but it cannot go
to bpth. It can never go to a foreigner. No-
thing for Americans to eat or wear or use can
be obtained by them except as the product of
American labor; but any number of Ameri-
cans may compete for any job, and how they
get the product, whether directly or by ex-
change, 18 nobody’s business.

‘When the Illinois farmer gets this job the
Paterson weaver who loses 1t asserts that a
Frenchman gets it; that the silk made by
1abor on an Illinois farm is the product of for-
eign labor ; that French labor I8 waxing fat,
while American labor 18 without bread; that
we are * ruined by the products of the pauper
labor of Europe.” The majority of the people
of the United States believe him. Whea any
one tries to explain that American labor has ‘
lost nothing, that the American farmer has |
secured the job lost by the American weaver, {
his volice I8 silenced with shout,s of ‘ British |
gold ” and ‘‘traitor.”

Farming in the United States pays better
than almost any other occupation in the
world, and its products can be exchanged for
foreign manufactures at enormous normal
profits. But nearly ‘twenty years ago war
was declared upon 1t by a score of less-profit-
able American industries—Iless profitable as to
individual wage-earners, but more profitable
to the few owners and employers—and since
then the burdens imposed apon farming have
been all that 1t could bear. If an Amerl-
can wishes 100 yards of silk, the
farmer who furnishes it by labor on his
farm is fined 50 per cent. of his product
because he dares to compete with a mill
lord of the new plutocracy. When by his
farm labor he raises 100 bushels of corn and
gends 16 to France, exchanging it there for the
100 yards ofsilk, one-half of the silk he brings
back is confiscated at the custom-House to
«protect” the silkmili-lord. The farmer has
only fitty yards left. If he wishes to compete
with a mill lord he must work 100 days,
raise 200 bushels of corn, exchange his prod-
uct for; 200 yards of silk, pay his Custom-
House fine with 100 yards, and supply the
Amezrican demand with what remains.

Whenever the products of our farms or
mines enter into competition, by an exchange,
with the less profitable products of any one
014,500 mills a fine ranging from 25 to 300
per cent. has been put upon the exchange to
¢ protect * the American mill lords from the
American farmer. Only when the farmer
dares to compete with the mill lord is the
fine imposed. Each one of these ‘ protected”
industries has a close organization of all
the employers. The assoclation regulates
prices, wages and production. In many in-
dustries there are trusts which pool the earn-
ings and divide the profits according to
capital invested. These  organizations
are united for mutual protection and
defense 1in a Protective - Tariff League,
acting as 4 unit. No Governinent
on earth has the income enjoyed by his small,
centralized assoclatvion, and no Government
on earth—not excepting Great Britain or
Germany—has the power of this empire of
plutocracy that has grown up within our own
free Republic. It owns by open purchase the
Government at Washingten. It holds with-
out purchase and by force the Government of
each one of the forty-two States. It saysto
the people of the United States, ** go,” and
they go; “come,” and they come ; * believe
and they kneel. It has so corrupted the
voters that only its creatures can hold office.
It gbsorbs all the Increase in the wealth of
the country and is steadily draining all that
belongs to the remainder into 1ts own coffers.

The taxation and restraint im posed upon
this exchange of American farm products for
foreign manufactures have decreased our
agricultural exports from $730,394,943 in

! ports of breadstuffs from $288,036,835 fn

| ¥ou part with is not your tlme or your labor,

| TAW

"at the island for water before either boat had

1881 10 $642,751,344 1n 1891, and our ex~

1880 to 128,121,656 In 1891. This decreass
13 not rast enough. Emboldened by success,
the plutocracy orf mill lords declared in 1888
that the farmer’s surplus must be destroyed ;
that imports must be checked ; that all com-
petition by other Americans with their busl-
ness must stop. The mill lords own the Gov-
ernment at Washington, and their will is the
supreme law of the lahd.

A QUESTION OF MATHLMATICS,

Shall We Work More Hours to Get thé
Same Result or Wage ?

The Press, penny organ of the confederated
Protection bunco-steerers, once made the
great discovery in political economy that the
attalnment of natfonal wealth is purely a
question of raw material, and ¢ that a thing
costs you what you part with to get it.” What

but must be a tangible thing, having value—
2 product of labor and time., * What does
this nation lose?” the Press asks, * when
somebody within 1ts bounds takes one dollar’s
worth of jron ore and works it Into a ton of
pig fron?” Not the products of labor con-
sumed by those making it, not thelir time,
not their labor, it replies. It loses nothing
but the inappreciable wear and tear done to
the furnace. For all practical purposes the
nation has gained the ton of pig-iron, worth
$20, and lost the raw marerials, worth $1.
Galn to the nation’s aggregate wealth, $19.

This 1s delicious, but tha’ which follows is
cream. If, instead of making the ton of pig-
iron by twenty days’ labor, we had made {n
sixteen days for exghange purposes enough |
wheat to trade for it, there isa new question
involved which the Press grasps with the
same firmness that the donkey grabs the
thistle:

Now, suppose that instead of making that toun of
iron here the man who wanted it had bought it
from. Glasgow, Scotland, at a cost of sixteen bush-
els of wheat a ton. Is it not clear that the nation's
wealth has sixteen busheis of wheat subtracted
from it when the ton of foreign iron is added to it?
Did not sixteen bughels of American wheat go out
when the ‘ton of foreign ore came in? And
we saw 1 the case of the home-made ton
of iron that only the one dollar’s worth of
materials had been subtracted from the
nation’s agpregate wealth when the ton of
iron was added toit. The foreign iron costs the
nation as a wh 5 (or fifteon bushels of wheat)
merican iron, If you cannot
er for the nation as a whole,
gregate wealth, to have the iron
made here than to imvort it., then it 1s useless to
reason with you.

To the carnal mind of unregenerate men
the problem presents itselt merely in this |
shape: * Shall I work here in the United |
States twenty aays to get a ton of pig-iron
as the direct product of my labor, or shall I
work here In the Unlted States sixteen days
to get a ton of pig-iron by an exchange of the
products of my labor?” He will say in his
rude fashion, which makes * it useless for the
Press to reason with” him : I have only my
labor to part with, and shall I part with
twenty days of it to oblige an ironmaster in
Pennsylvania when I need part with only six-
teen days of It to get my ton of plg-iron
in Glasgow? I do not think that it is
¢cheaper’ to work twenty days than sixteen
for the same wage. It may be ‘cheaper’ for
the ironmaster to have men work twenty
days instead of sixteen days for a ton of pig-
iron, but I am looking after my own inter-
ests just now.” This brutal selfishness will
naturally so shock the Press that it will have
no more to say to him. To 1ts readers it
will explain that he i3 either an emissary of
Great Britian or a renegade american hired
by thc British gold of the Cobden Club to
betray his country.

The fun in all this 1s not 80 mucHh the ina-
bility ot the Press to comprehend Lanigan’s
aphorism, “Dime 1S money,’ as the cold-
blooded assumption that ¢ the largest Repub-
lican circulation in the United States” is not
made up mainly but entirely of fools.

Every boy who has read * Robingon Cru-
soe” will remind the Press that after the
castaway had worked for many months in
the forest fashioning a fine pirogue, under
the supposition that his fsland kingdom
would “gain a navy by merely losing the raw
material o a tree,” he sat down one day and
figured thatlt would take twelve yearstodig a
canal 80 that the canoce could be launched.
There was no consumption of raw material
in digging the canal. He had parted with the
tree and in its place he had an unlaunched
boat. But he could not afford the time, and
he eertainly could not afford the labor to dig
the ditch, s0 he left the pirogue to rot—*to
teach me to be wiser "-—anda made one at the
water's edge.

The Fress wishes us to believe there is no
difference between building boats in the for-
est, that require twelve years of additional
labor of canal digging before they can be
| launched, and in bullding them at the water's
edge. It *proves” that the one Is quite as
profitable as the other, because by building
in the forest we only lose the raw material of
a tree, which we must also lose in building at
the shore.

If some home-returning whaler had stopped

been begun, and the captain had offered to
exchange one Of his extra boats, no longer
needed, for some of Crusoe’'s surplus grain
and meat, of which he * Kept a year’s stock
on hand,” the press would have labored in
valn to convinee Crusoe that the trade was
unwise. To Its assertion vhat;* by making
the bout himself, with seventeen years’ labor,
he would only part with the tree, while the
captain's exchange proposed that he snould
part with twenty kids, fiftty bushels of grain |
and 500 pounds of raisins,” Crusoe would
have replied that the three elements of
labof, time and value determined the ques-
tion of product, not what was parfed with to
obtain it. The grain and meat parted with
represented one month’s labor and the boat
represented seventeen years’ labor.

whether the Press saves $1,000 in one
year to exchange for a new set of type, or
whether it saves $1 a year for 1,000 years to
buy its new type, may not make any differ-
ence to it if time and value are eliminated
from its questions of domestic economy ;
and whether we build boats in the forest or
on the shore will make no difference to us ir
labor and value areeliminated from our ques-
tions of political economy.

If 1t takes 200 hours' labor to make one ton
of pig-iron and only 160 hours’ labor to make
twenty bushels of wheat, the two products
being Interchangeable, the Press wants
Americans to work the 200 hours to make
the pig-iron instead of working the 160 hours
t0 make the wheat and exchanging the wheat
for the pig-iron. It holds up to scorn and con-
tempt as an exploded fad of ignorant econo-
mists the idea that the amount of labor has
anything to do with the question. ‘¢ Asthe
pig-iron costs exactly what we part with to
obtain it, &and as in the one case it costs only
the ore and in the other case it costs twenty
bushels of wheat, why should we not part
with the ore instead of the wheat?” it asks
us, as 1t would have asked Crusoe.

“ Nothing 1is better than riches: but a
shilling is better than nothing, S0 to have a
shilling must be better than to have riches,”
argued an aucient Protectionist, and Simon
the Cretan once sald: ‘*All Cretans are
liars.,” Will the Press maintain that the an-
cient Protection logic wassound or that if Si-
mon told the truth he must necessarily have
lled? Its example in sophistry has neither
the wit nor the wisdom of the old chestnuta.

The wheat 1s the pig-iron and the pig-iron is
the wheat; for they are Interchangeabley
terms so long as they are products exchange-
able one for another; and which will pay us
Dest to produce is a purely mathematical
question of intensity oy labor mulliplied by
timg and divided by value, exactly as we get
the horse-power of an electric battery, heat
en ne, or steam engine, and determine

| there may be no more loaves of bréad or pairs

ch will be * cheaper.”

J the protected paupers of Europe makes

Possible Only by Ieglslati
Never by Labor.

NOTHING MADE OF WHICH EVERY rgur

HAS ALL HE WANTS. ?y
3%
3

&

Limit the Consumption.of Products
Small Localities by Choking T
and There Must Be a Surplus
Those Localities~That Is the In -
tion of the McKinley Tariff B:& 4
The Farmer Must Be Driven frox
His Land and Into the Proteot.ﬁfl
Mills.

There 1s and can be n@ overproaucsion tor‘
the whole world until every man has all he
wants. When will that' time come? There
is and can be overproduction for small Jocali=
ties, but that 1s caused by s-tmcm me:
The baker overproduces, the shoemaket n::x
produces, every WwoOrkman overproduc
viewed from his own tamﬂy standpoint. }‘

From the standpoint of the city 1o which B R,
works he may not overproduce, becauss 1
may exchange his products with others, and k\ x

of shoes made than there are mouths and fee
requiring them.

Take a State. Illinois oyerproduces in
grain. Rhode Island overproduces in cotton
cloth—viewed from the boundary lines of tha
State.

But permit a free exchange between the
two States of the labor products of one
for the labor products of the other and i
instantly there is an equalization. Il
nois absorbs the extra cloth; Rhode Island
absorbs the extra gru.m-—for there
| enough bodies to be clothed and feet uiba
shod in the two States.

Enlarge the market for exchange to
whole world, and ovemproducpion of €
kind disappears at once. W& OVerpro
$500,000,000 worth of agricullyral prod
Europe overproduces $500,000:
manufactures. Our labor ma,ltéa the ¢
their labor makes the other. A pr
change of the two would leav
ductlon of any Kkind for either se

We want, we actually need,
factures which Europe can proy
tion to all that we can mak;
Europe needs all our labor prod
can offer, all we can produce be;
necessities, 1n addition toall It h
general equalization by free and
exchange of the products ot labor all'ov

deprives no man of work. It lessensin spw
of labor.

What causes overproduction ? It is not {ln
making of anything in abundant qu nnﬁﬂaa.
but 1t 1s the limitaiion of the prodtable £Xe
change. The Rhode Island mills may make.
all the yards of cotton cloth that'theyean
produce in a year, and there will bé n
production unless their exchange for ot
products 1s confined either to Rhcdae Island
New England or the United Stavess 1
these New England mills to exchan
products freely for other products t
over and there can be no dossible
duction.

We produce in this country over $300,0
000 worth of agricultural products Be.
our needs, which we ‘caniot use 1
sSuppose that we were 10t permitte)
port them and their use was limite
United States, there would be that &
overproduced. Suppose we were pery
to export them and exchange vhem fre
world over.
tion.

Overproduction 1s caused solely by conf
ing the consumption of & product to & house,
a town, a county, a State or a country.  Glve
it the world and the world’s mm’ket‘ﬁ, and
overproduction is no more possible than to
arrest the stars in vheir courses. 4

During the last flve years the hired advos
cates of the protected mill-owners who edig
the Republican papers of this country have
been telling the people that we everproduce
wheat, corn, woollen cloth, cotton cioth and
the general products of agriculture. So wa
do, if the farmer islimited in selling to the
people of his township, or to the people of hig
county, or to the people of his State. But
there is no overproduction if he is permitted
to sell to the whole world, and if he may exe
change them in the world’s markets freely
and without restraint.

The American farmer 18 not permitted to
sell freely and without restraint in the
world’s markets. To put 1t acourately, he is
permitted to sell, but he is not permitteq to
recelve payment. He may give his product
away. He may exchange, 1f he will not bring
back what he gets In exchange or trade. The '
law of this land declares that on the §550,«
000,000 worth of agricultural products exe
ported last year by the farmers of this
country, a tax shall be collected at the Cuse
tom-House of 30 per cent. That tax was col-
lected, and .on what the farmer got in exe
change for his produet—or what his factor
got, which is the same thing—he had to pay
that tax.

What, was the result? The farmer could
not; afford to send his surplus abroad and
have that tax deducted from his payment for
his products. There was not money enough
lelt to pay for raising his wheat when the tax
nhad peen deducted. A Jarge portion of the
surplus remained in this country, and we had
overproduction.

All the overproduction that has ever come
to this country, all the overproductisa that
ever will come to this country, IS crased ex-
clusively by the protective tariff, lsvied ex-
clusively for the benefit of the 14,50% sro~
tected mill-owners.

There is just one other point to be rememe
bered. In the free exchange of labor products
no man can get anything he has not earned
by his labor. There is nothing for the lazy.
The products of the pauper labor of Europe
dumped upon our shores must be exchanged
for products of our own labor. No American
can be deprived of work, but the payment for
his work may be Increased in value Dby exe
change, and there Wwill be no trade unless it
1s. The American may exchacge his produss
of one day's labor for the product of two
days’ European labor—and both parties to the
exchange may benefit.

Deprive the American of his exchange by
forbidding him t0 exchange his surplus
American wheat for the surplus siik, and yog
deprive the Ameriean of work. You deprise
the for vlgner also, for he will nog ralse sur-
plus silk because we do not raise the surplus
wheat. We make the foreigner go into a8 new
business — less profitable. We make the
Amerlcan go into a new business—less profits
able than the old.

To deprive the pauper laborers of Europe
of work anG make their lot harder, a Republis
can Congress has dellberately determined to
deprive over two million American farmers
of work and to drive them from the farmg
they now till and into the protected mills,
where they must compete with the pauper
labor of Europe by making the same produots

,

by

There would~be no overproy
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