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WHM SHALL WE HAVE FOR
DESBERT? Y
Try JELLO, the dlmr. app &
mmmml mmt, prepared

{nstantly—sim
and serve ' hen oold, Flavored
‘right; #weetened just right;. pe

mmrywu A'lbe.m ge

well It mi)tm‘t acoept mbcu-
tutes, JHLL-O complies with all Pure
Yood Laws, 7 flayors—Lomon, Or-
ange, Raspberry, Strawberry, Choeo-
Iate, Cherry, Peach.

boeatise they are good ond do thelr
work without making a fuss about it."
These painiess purifiers sold at B, B
Badberry's Son's drug store. 260,
ety gl Ao

Pain anywlwra stopped In 20 min-
utes sureé with one of Dr. Shoop's
Paln Tablets. The formula is

a 28-cent box. ‘Ask your Doctor

nr Drugglst about this formula! Stops
womanly pains, headache, pains any-
where, Write Dr. S8hoop, Racine, Wik,
for free trinl, to prove value of his
Headnohe, or Pink Paln Tablets, Sold

_ by B. E. Bedberry's Son.

Konnedy 8 Laxative Cough Byrup Ig
It tnstes nearly ns good as maple su
EAr. Bold by Armfield Drug Co,

RECREATION, RACES, REJUVI-
NATION—AT THE CUMBERLAND
FAIR, OCT. 218T, 22ND AND 23RD.

PROFESSIONAL CARDS.
Q. K. NIMOCKS,

Attorney and Connselior-at-La
Rooms 1 lud 8 K. of P, Building.
+ PAYKTITEVILLE ) H ()
'ﬁ’hnne 229

8]

H, McD, Bobinson, John @, Ehaw,
{Notary Public)

ROBINSON & SHAW,
Attorneys-at-Law,
Oficen on second floor National Bink
of Fayetteville,
H. S. AVERITT,

Attorney-at-Law,
(Notary Public). Office—120 Donaldson
Htreet, Fayetteville, N. C.

V. C. BULLARD,

Attorney and . Counsellor

at Law,
Notary Publie, Burveyor,
Office K. of P Buildin
ILLE. N.O.

AYETTE
DR. WM. S. JORDAN,
Surgeon.

Phgsiciau a
fHoe in Palnoe Pharmacy.
Hours: § to 12 and 8 to b.

Dr. E, L. HUNTER,
‘ Dentist,
North-east Corner Market Square,
Fayetteville, N. C.

Dr. A. S. CROMARTIE,

DENTIST,
Over Shuford, Rogers & Company.
'Phone 338,

J. M. LILLY, M. D,
, Practice limited to diseases of the
eye, ear, noce and throat Office In
Highsmith Bullling, 115 Green street.
Hours # to 1 and 2 to 6. 'Phome No.
126,

0. B. Patterson, D. D. 8.
J. H. Judd, D. D. B,

Drs. Patterson & Judd,
Ofces 219% Hay Strest, over Dunn &
Co.'s Store, "Phone 66

E.].S.SCOFIELD,M.D,

Offera his professlonal services Lo the
cltizens of Fayetteville and surround-
Ing country. Office with Dr. J. H.
Marsh, 249 Hay Street, 'Phone m
Mﬂeno&. Bt. Luke's Hospital, 'Phone

.
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would &) ugation, ~Ehall fhe
People R "uit lrg:llnwma'll-
rious [48negs Invomd

I begin with the 'tarift q
‘cause It lg the most lasting nl our
economic questions and the one ‘upop
which the leading partles’ have most
mquan onmd ench othar Oth-
Laus'uh  come and go, but
a‘uuﬂnm.‘ 'Bﬁﬂﬂk" oot uxntion, liko
enmcm “go on forév
the Gofernment s ol & my
Boun'lll'nl ‘with unlimited ‘menns, bul
merely an organigntion which must
‘collect on the one hand what It pays
aut on the other, the subject of taxa-
tlon 18 an ever present one, We may
disoun how much we should eollect,
T methods we should employ In col-
Ing, and how best to distribute,
through appropriations, the money col-
lected, 'L we ure never far removed
from the wmubject of taxation. Iowa has
been selected for the presentation of
what 1 desire to say up-n this sub-
ject, beeause the lowa .lepublicans
ware ploneers in the effort to secure
tariff revision at the hands of the Re
publiedn party, 1 come among (hem
to define and defend the Democratie
position on the tariff question, because
1 believe It will commend itsell to
them. That the issue may be clearly
stited, T shall read you the Demooratic
plank on this subjeet, and then the
Republican  plani:
The Democratic platform spys:
"We welcome the belated promise
of tariff reform now offered by the Re-
publican party as a tardy récognition
of the righteousness of the Demoerat
f¢ position on this guestion; but the
people eannot safely entrust the oxe
cution of this important work to a pur-
ty-which Is so desply obligated to the
highly proiecled interesis as s the
Republican party. We ecall attention
to the significant faet (hat the prom-
food relief was postponed until after

{the coming election—an election to

sueceed [n which, the Republican par-
ty musgl have the same support from
the beneficiaries of the high protee-
tive tariff as It has always heretofora
received from them; and to the fur
tHer fanet that during yeirs of uninter-
rupted power, no action whatever has
been taken by the Republiean cons
gress to correct the admittedly exlat-
Ing tarift Inlquities,

“We favor Immediate revision of
the tariff by the reduction of Import
duties, Articles entering Into compe-
titlon with trust<controlled products
ghould be placed upon the free list;
material reductions should be mide
fn the tariff upon the necessltles of
Iite, especially upon articles compet-
ing with such Ameérican manufactures
ag are g0ld abroad more cheaply than
al “home; and gradunl redoctions
should +be made In such other sched-

1 unles as may be necessary to restore

the tarilf to a revenue basis.
"Hxlsting duties have given the man

| ufacturers of paper a sheller behind

which they have organiged comblna-
tions to ralge the price of pulp and
paper, thus Imposing a tax upon the
apread of knowledge.

"We demand the immediate repeal
of e tariff on wood pulp, print pa-
per, lnmber, timber and logs, and that
})wsc artleles be placed upon the free
IaL.""

The Republigan platform says:

“The Republican party declares une-
quivocally for a revision of the tar
I by & special sesslon of congress lm-
mediately following the ifauguration
of the next predldent and ecommends
the steps already taken to thls end In
tha work nesigned to the appropriate
commitiees of Congress, which are now
Investigating the operation and effect
of existing schedules. In all tarlft leg-
ialation the true principle of protec.
tion is best malntained by the Imposl-
ton of such dutles as will equal the
difference between the cost of produc-
tion at home and abroad, togethor
with a reasonable profit to American
Industries,

“We favar the establishment of mnx-
Imum and minimum ratés to be nd
ministered by the president under Hm-
itationk fixed in the law, the maximum
to be avallable to meet disoriminations
by foreign countries against Amerigan
goods entering their markets and the
mipimum to represent the normal
mersure of protection at hbme; the
mim and’ purpose of the Republican
polioy being not only to preserve, with-
out excessive duties, that security
ngainsi foreign competition to which
Ameriean manufacturers, farmers and
producers are entitled, but also fto
maintain the high standard of living
of the wage earners of this country,
who are the most direct beneficlaries
of the protective system.

“Between the United States-and the
e | Phllippines, we believe in a free Inter

IIGIET HAN £z TRUST CO.

Market Sgoare,
PAYETTEVILLE, M. C.

Real Estate bought and wld
:: negotinted and f‘l-:llllu
a interent colled
-'ﬁ"&ve_mmmw L
B. R MasKsTHAN, All'y.

ml Estate:

Monroa Pm A:dlum $1800
c breth Place, 160 acres, with im-
‘provements, near Hope Mills; $600
‘New 4 room _cottage,  Canal
streat: $600 flne 4 room cottage,
corner Mechanic & MoKay streats;

st polnt; $60 o $150 several
| matning lots Falrground Park;
| 1o #75 Choice lots Normal Aunex;

their day—th
mO fine lot, Arsonal- ‘"mm';_ ! utln mﬁe Re Republican  leaders.

u lot, mmramn&-.-

change of products, with such limita-
tlons as Lo sugar and tobacco as will
altord adequate protection Lo domes
tle interests.”

Secretary Taft refors to this sab-
ject briefly in his notification speech
—only briefly—but as I shall quote
such passages from his speéch as are
‘| pertinent to this discussion, 1t Is nol
necessary to read his rerl'mr s In full.

It will be noticed Republl-
ean party has nhwdnned earllor
arguments _kdvanced. In support of a
high tariff, We lear no more of the
“Infant Industries,” that mukt be ten.
derly cargd for “until they ean stand
upon thelr feet;” there I8 no #ugges-
tion that the "tomluar pay the tay-
iff,” and nothing about the “home mar-
let.”  These catch phrases have had

worn . out_and

t and insolent;
tariff naform.

mmhnmum

ylelding. %
I submit that the Democratio plats
form lhb?lmhly desoribed the Repub-
liumodm when it refers to "the
promisge” made by the Rnpnh-
llean leadérs as “a fardy recoghl
of the righteousness of the Da
nullbn on thiy qﬂutlan.

that .g:mant that - the . manufeaturers,

| mm ag “the most direct
%mu the pmlntlve YD

patlanae of the
to the point of
most pathetie to note the
which they now feel about
thing which, but for wilful neglect,
might have been done at any time
during the last ten years.
Are we not justified In saying that
“the peopls. cannot safely entrust
executlon of this Important work
a party which Is so deeply obl
to the v proteoted Interests as Iy
the Republican Party?” The “fat fry-
Ing" procesg has haemne fumilinr to
the American people, " Pressure has
heen brought to bear upon the protect-
od Interesls every four years—and to
i-legs extent in the congreasional cam-
palgns between presldentinl elections
~{o compel contributions to the cam-
paign fund In return for former favors
and In anticlpation of favors yet lo
come, It ls dlfoult to overestimate
the corrupting influences Introduced
into the political life of the untlon by
this partnership between the govern-
ment and the favored Industries. The
literature clroulated In support of 4
protective tarlf has studiously culti-
mted the idea that suffruge should be
‘employed to secure pecunlary returns,
and the appeal made by the Republi-
can leaders has come to be more and
more a selflsh one. Hvery man en-
gaged In a protgcted Industry has been
approached with the proposition that
it is dollars In his pocket to maintain
the aystem, while those who could not
ppssibly trace any tangible beneflits
to themselves have heen begulled with
the nssurance that it was all a matter
of publie spirit and thal they ought to
support the aystem out of patriotie love
of country, [If attentlon was called to
the fact that the farmer was taxed
for the benefit of the manufacturer,
the triple answer was (hat It would
come back to him Indirectly; that it
did not amount to much for each farm-
er anyhow; and thal & mun was swmall
minded who would begrudge so Inslg
nificant a coniribution to the nation's
prosperity. The plan has been to keep
the tax-payers quiet by keeplng Lhem
in the dark rs to the operation of the
law,and then to concentrate the voles
and influence of the tax-eaters In fa:
var of & continuation of high tariff leg-
{siation, I a tariff of fifty per cent
was imposed upon a given artlele of
merchandise, 1t was assumed that
those engaged In the production of the
article would contribute lberally to
Keep up the tariff. Tt was also nssume
ed thiat the employees would vote with
thelr employers to keep from having
thelr wages reduced, nnd [t was ex-
pected that the business men of the
town would also vole for the tariff be-
cause of the business brought to the
community by the protected Indus
try. Those who are acqualnted with
the tarlff fight know to what an ex-
tent the pecuniary argument has been
used, The recent Republican platform
18 & hugle eall to every beneficlary of
special privilege, to enllst again under
the Republican banner, and when the
election Is over and the Republican
committes publishes the list of con-
tributors too late to make the infor-
matlon valuable—it will be found that
the Republican party has agalo so ob-
ligated ligelf to the protected inter-
ests as to be unable to make a revis-
fon in the interests of the consumers.
With a President who, toward the
close of his term, admitted the neces-
gity for tariff revision, with a twn-
thirds majority In the Senate and near-
Iy sixty majority in the House, the
Republiean party has refused to per-
mit any revision whatever. Mr. Wil-
Hams, the leader of the minority In
the House, introduced a bill providing
for o reductlon of the tariff to 100
per cent, wherever it |8 now more
than 100 per cent. It would look lke
the Republican party might have tak-
en this step toward tariff revision, had
it been deeply in earnest; but no, the
bill was mot even reported from the
committee. Whenever attentlon was
ealled to an indefensible schedule, the
answer was that they could not afford
to open the subject for debate just be-
fore a campalign, but there I8 no force
In this objection because the House
rules are so framed that the majority
can cut off debate, prevent amendment
and silence oppoRition.

The administration has claimed cred-
It for the fine agalnst the Standard O11
Company in the case which was lately
reversed, but ne effort has been made
to relleve the people from the fino
which Is Impoged upon them every
day by the Standard Ol Company
through the operation of the tariff
law which gives that company mo-e
than 100 per cent protection againsu
{ta chle! rival, Russin, What faith
can & real tarift reformer, whether he
be a Republican or & Demoerat, repose
in the Republican leaders, when they
deliberately put off all reduction until
alter election, and then eall for con-
tributions, with the understanding
that the publle shall not know the
names of the contributors untll after
the polls are closed? ]

The Republican platform says that
the tariff is intended for the American
manufacturers, farmers and producers,
and especially for wage earners, If the
farmer and the wage earner are real-
Iy the ehief benefcinries of the prolec-
tive systenw will the Republican candl-
date explaln why the farmer and the
| wage earner have contributed so lit-
tle to the Republican camprign fund?
ls he willing to publish & lst of con-
tributors on the 16th day of next Oo-
tober and allow the relative advan-
tage of protection to the manufactur-
er, the farmer and the wage earner
to be mensured by the contributions
received from each class? Why le it

that the manufacturers are expected
‘to furnish so large a p rtion of the
| money to run the Af, as the
Republicans claim ers and

the laborers mjoy #O Iarxe ‘& prapors,
Ftion in the benefits of the system? Is
it not & significant fmct tiat the farm-
ors and wage earners who are always
put in the foreground when tha bless-
of a high tariff are being enuin-
ed are In the background when the
nn sctions are being made, Is it not

furnish the funds, are so little ad-:
mmlm g It mot

mt that the wage eamers,
l.;gln:d of .I.hh: manufacturers, are al-

ﬁni: et us sup for the sake of
argumen, il ""ihm

i
lts

&hn Republlcans claimed more protec-
on than
ence In the cost of produdtlnn"hore

profit

enough to cover the'fiffer

and abroad? Thé “reasonable
to- Ameriean Industries” 14 an addl-
tlon to the rule, and s llke!:l‘to be
usad ag an excuse for ralsing the tar
iff. And, by the way, to what other
business does the government guAran-
tee @ “reasonable profit"? To the far
mer, or the merchant or the laborer?
To none of these, If In revising the
tariff the Republiean party Is to work
upon exactly the same plan (or a
plan contemplating a higher rate)
what hope bave we that the new tarifl
will be lower than the present one?
Are the present lenders more honest
than the ones who framed the exlst
ing tarl®#? Are they not, In faet, the
same men who are responsible for Lae
It extortion during the lInst decade.
If this new-born zeal for revislon were
an hundred times greater than his no-
tification  speech  indlcates, what
chance would the Republican candl
date have of securing any real tariff
reform at the hands of such Republl
cans as now represent that party fIn
the Senate and House, the very men
who represented It In the recent mi
tiona! convention Hpeaker Cannon,
who has suppressed tariff legislation
in the present congress, was a doml:
nating factor in the convention and,
if the Republicans retain control of
the House, will be the Speaker of the
next congress. Does his prominence
afford tarllf reformers any assurance
of a redoction of the tarlff in the In-
terast of the consumers? In case, of
a Republican victory, Congressman
Sherman will beeome the presiding of
ficer of the Senate, e has been the
confidential companion of Speaker
Cannon, and in the convention It wag
Speaker Cannon who vouched for him,
Bui as & matter of fact, Mr. Shorman's
standpatism needed no endorsement;
his record g a guaranty that no bener
ficlary of speclal privileges will be dls-
turbed. It wag Congressman SBherman
who, in a speech in the House on ur
18th of last April, boastfully declar

"We recognize the fact that we have
a Republiean majority in the Senats,
that we have a Republican majority
in this House, that ls ready to resort
to every legal, every proper constitue
tional right to enact such legislation
as it deems for the best interest for
the graatest number of our people,
and which is willing and ready to ac
cept full responsibility for all those
measures which are introduced here
and which are not enacted into law."

The Republican platform suggests
that there should be a maximum tariff
and a minimum, the nmximum to be
used in retaliation and the minlmum
in ordinary cases. This is merely add-
ing delusion to procrastination and un-
certainty. We have prominent Repub-
lican authority, Senator Dolliver and
Senator Hanna, to prove that in the
present law the rates were knowingly
made higher than necessary with the
nnderstanding that reductions would
he made to secure forelgn trade. Mr.
Dolliver gald in the Senate on January
13, 1803: “It Is true that fn the bill
which he (Mr. Dingley) reported from
the committee on ways and means he
did put duties up for the express pur-
pose of having them traded down.”
Mr. Dolliver insisted that the reci
procity provision in the Dingley act
was as distinctly o part of the tariff
policy as the coal schedonle and com-
plained that “nol one line of the wis-
dom of James G. Blaine remained on
the statute books” and that “not n
step had been taken to fulfill the pur-
pose of (he last Buffalo address of
President McKinley.” And yet th:
very men who present this new plan
prevented the carrying out of the old
plan.

The schemes resorted to by the men
who have grown rich by laying
tariff burdens upon the country ar:
more numerous than novael. Tariff
measureas which embody the princi
ples of protection are not drawn hy
legislators, although as a matter of
courtesy they generally Dbear the
names of legislators; they are really
drawn by the representatives of the
interests which demand protection.
These representatives claim to be the
guardiang of the laboring men, and
vel they carefully avoid writing into
the law anything that will require the
guardians to execute Lthe trust. It is
strange that so many voters have
been so long deceived as to the ob-
ject and the operation of the laws
which are ostensibly deslgned for the
protection of Lhe wage earners; It
ecan only be accounied-for on the the-
ory that the voters have not under-
stood either the theory of proteetion
or the facts that are relied upon to
support It

In ordinary affairs there is no dif-
forence between a tariff reformer and
u protectionist. They meet together
In business, In sociely, In the lodge
room and in the church. In their daily
life they apply the same rules and
are guided by the same business rules.
This similarity manitests itself all
through life and up to the very hour
of death. If a’protectionist makes a
will, ha makes It upon the same plan
that_the tariff reformer follows. As
death approaches, he estimates the
value of his property, leaves to his
wife and children whal he wishes them
to have, and then makes such be
quests as he likes to public Instifu-
tions and to those outsfe of the fam-
ly; and such part as he leaves to hls
wife and children, he carefully divides
among them; giving each & definite
share. He does not give all his prop-
arty to one child and say that he
trusts the chiid to deal fairly with the
rest of the family. Why? Because
he knows his children and would put
a child In s position where selfishness
might lead him to do Injustice to other
members of the family. No, he would
not truat his own flash and blood to
deal fairly with those reared at the

_same firegldo with him; and he is wise

in: not pl ‘this- umpuuun before
ane of hls own family. But when a
protectionist comes to make a tarlll
Inw, he acts on an entirelv different
plan; he votes millfons, yes, hundreds
ot mlllloal of dollars to manufagturers
whom he has never seen, and trusts

be Just In the distribution of

il [0 ﬁn,.

-
. Bo Mr. Harrison, the candt-
date, reforring to the strike, sald:
“T regret that all employers of labor
nre not just and conslderate and Chut
cupltal sometlmes  takes oo large a
share of the profita!" “Too large

i share of the profits"? Yes: more
lhan that. The protected manufactur
ars have secared, In many cases, n tas
It of more than twice the percentage
pild to workmen fn wiges. The nel
profits of the steel trukt last year wers
Just about equal to the entire nm-
ount pald In wages, and the wages
onngtituted less than twenty-five per
cent of the total*value of the product.
According to this slatement, each
working man employed by the steel
Lrusl earned, on an average, not only
the amount paid him, but one hundred
per cent profit besides for his employ-
er, And, T may add, while thege benc
ficiaries of proteclion have been pre-
tending to mnke the tariff laws for
the direct benefit of the employeey,
these game employecs have, ag a rule,
been kept close to the hunger line,
while many of the employers have bo-
come the possessors of the “swollen
fortunes” which now menace the nn
ton's morals &% well ag Its business,

And yet the Republican party was
not willing that a single item on the
steel schedule should be touched, and
the Republican campalgn committee
will not dare to publish, before the
election, the contributions that have
been made or will be made to the Re
puliliean campalgn fund by the men
most largely Interested In the atea)
Erast,

Let me ghow you how the tariff oper
ates, I have here o stulement made
by Mr. H. E. Miles, Chairman of the
Tarift Committee of the Natlonal Asso-
clatlon of Manufacturers and head of
the Agricultural Implement Trust, The
slilement appears in the Amerlean In-
dustries of November 15th, 1007, a
paper which I8 now supporiing the Re-
publican ticket and making a special
Might against the labor plank of the
Demweratic platform. Here ias whal
Mr. Miles says:

“I have wade money evefy year out
of the Tarlff Graft. Not much, but
still a little.

“The tariff barons raised their price
£50.000 10 me, T made a charge against
the jobher of $60,000 and | know that
he charged more than $70,000 for the
60000 he pald me. Before renching
the consumer the $50,000 charge he-
came aboul $106.000 to be paid by the
agricultural consumer.

“The manufacturer who would pros-
per must make a double profit, one
by shrewd management of his busi
ness and another by still shrewder
manipnintion in Washington.

“We have no great diffiouliy in shop
ping abrond for we could get as high
prices ag at home. Wea are so held
np, however, by our supply people that
to most of us there is very scant pro-
fit In foreign business.

“When Congress gave us forty-five
per cent, we needing only twenly per
conl, they gave us a congressional per
mit, if not an Invitation, to consoli-
date, form one great trofl and ad-
vance priees twenty-five per cent, be-
ing the difference between Lhe twen-
ty per cent needed and the forty-five
per eent given.”

Mr. Mlleg ghows how the tariff rals
eq prices to those who, in manufac
tnrlog, have o buy other manufactu:-
ol prodocts. This expense is trans
ferred to the next purchaser. The job-
ber chorges a profit on the tariff as
woll g2 on the vost of the article, and
ench person who handles the product
culleets a profit, so-that, according to
Mr. Miles, the first charge of $50,000
becomes $100,000 by the time It reach-
es the consumer. Mr. Miles in another
article estimates the total loss to the
people at $500,000,000 annoally.  The
statemert of Mr. Miles also shows Lhat
the tariff Jaw is an invitation to con-
solidate, and that having been given
the tariff on the theory that it is need?
¢d the manufacturers naturally assume
that It Is intended that they shall take
wdvantage of it, even If they have to
comlilne to do so.

How will Mr. Taft explain to the av-
erage man the benefits of protection?
He can easlly convinee a trust that it
profits by the tariff, but what about
the vietim of the trust?

No Republican leader will now deny
that reductions ought to be made, but
who I8 to make the reductions? The
only answer given by the Republicans
Is that the tariff ought to be reformed
by itg friends: that is, that those who
made the last tarift law should be en-
trusted with the making of a new tar
iff law. RBut suppose the people adopi
the Republican idea and entrust the
making of the tariff law to Republican
Congreasmen; what will be the method
of proeedure®  Fortunately for the vo-
ter, Mr. Miles explains thisalso. In the
April, 1908, number of American lo-
dustries, Mr. Miles says: “The people
Instruet and trust Congress to grant
Just, equitable and ample protection.”

Is not that just what the Republican
fenders elaim to favor? They want
vou to “instruet and (rust Congress
to grant just, equitable and ample pro-
jeefion.”  And what doeg that mean?
Mr. Miles says (hat Congress “trusts
the Ways and Means Commitles.”
And o Republican leader will tell you
that this Is also proper. Then what.
Mr. Milea says that “this committes
trusts such persons as Mr. Dalzell,”
and that “they—they trust the trusts.”

The method of procedure is simple.
It Is a case of confidence. The voters
have confidence in Republican lead-
ors; the leaders have confidence in a
Republicun Congress; & Republiean
Congress has confidence in the Ways
and Means Committee; the Ways and
Means Committee has confidence in
the men who represent Lthe trusts, and
the trusts write the tariff law and thus
séoure to themselves the right to levy
tribute upon the public. So accustom-
od have Republican leaders become
to allowing the protected interests to
write the tariff schedules that so emi-
nent and honorable a man as Senator
Hoar of Massachusetts sald, In disciss-
Ing the McKIMe} bill, then hefore the
Senate:

“Instead of coming before your sub-
committee for a formal hearing on our
Magsachusetls Industries, I thought the
hesl way was to carefully prepare &
table of all the various Industries, per-
haps some slxty or seventy in all, and
ask Brother Aldrich to go over them
with me and ascertain whal the people
wanted In each case, and If there
werg any cases whera the commlities
had not alrendy doné exactly what
the petitioners desired or had not in-

passed upon the question, I
have'a hearing before you, but I
find in overy Instance the actlon of
th‘_-'Dﬂmmlllee‘ a8 Mr, Aldrich thinks
it ¢ to be, Is entirely satisfactory
to -the Inlerests I reprosent, with the
exeaption of one or two, and tho pa
pers In to those cages I have
ki to My, Aldrich.”
Miles, uhom I huve before quot-
;ﬁ.-:

, In Ameriean Industries of
‘of this year:

MAsking a government
ve for rellef on another
by that regentative - re

er, the officlal agreeing lo act in ao-
cordance with the eoted manufac-
turer's wishes. Sald the manutactur-
er: ‘I wrote that schedule mysell. I
did not Intend that it should be Inter-
preted as severely as it has been, but
having been so Interpreted, I will not
consent to a modificatlon of it' And
this man’s will remains the law.”

We would not expect a jury to do
Justice to the defendant If It was com-
posed entlrely of the relatives of the
plaintiff; ‘nelther can we ex-
pect & Congress to do  jus.
tice to the masses if It 18 com-
posed of men who are In sympathy
with, and obligated to, the corpora-
tlons which have for a generation been
enjoying speclal privileges,

There Is no prospect of relief from
a4 Republican President and Congress.
The Democratle party, If entrusted
with power, can and will reduce the
tarim,

The Democratic platform not only
demands a reductlon of the tarlff, but
It plainly outlines the course to be pur-
sued in securlng the reduction. It be-
glns by proposing that articles whicn
come Into competition with articles
controlled by a trust be placed on the
free Hst, What better place to hegin?
Yenrs ago Mr. Havemeyer, the head of
the Bugar Trust, safd that the tarif
was the mother of trusts—and her chil-
dren are many. Secretary Taft, in hia
notification speech, says that an exces-
sive taviff serves no useful purpose
“but offers a temptation to those who
would monopolize the production and
the sale of such articlea In this coun-
try, to profit by the excessive rate.”

Now suppose  the manufacturers,
who have heen favored by legislation,
do conspire agalngt the public and
enter into o monopoly. What penalty
do the Repnblicans suggest? None
whatever. These men are lo be con-
sulted abant proposed changes, and If
the next Hepublican tariff is made like
former Republican tariffs, nothing will
be done without the unanimous con-
sent of the heneficlaries.

What would he the effect of the
remedy proposed by the Democratie
platform? Simply this: A law goes
into effect al some fixed date in the
future, and (f the Democrats pass a
law, putting npon the free list articles
coming into competition with those
controlled by a trust, the trust will
have until that date to dissolve, 1If
the trust conslders the law foo dras-
tle, It ean avold It by giving up its
monopoly.

Secretary Taft calls this remedy “ut-
terly destructive” and In his anxlety
ta prevent 1t overlooks the fact that
the Democratle party has other reme-
dies for the trusts, If we can succeed
in dissolving existing trusts, and in
preventing the organizzation of new
ones, there will be no trusts agnins!
which to use the remedy of which he
eomplains. There is now a law agninsi
trusts, but it has not heen sufliciently
enforeed ®o prevent trusts. The Deme
oerals demand ts enforcement; If its
enforcement rids the country of trusis,
then this policy which Mr. Taft so
much fears will become perfectly
harmless. If the Democrats secure
control of both the House and the
Senate, they are pledged to legisla-
tion which will make a private monop-
oly Impossible. If the Republidhns re
taln control of part of the legislative
machinery of the governmept and re.
fuse to join in the effort to make &
private monopoly impossible, they are
not in & position to complain of tarilf
legislation afmed al trusts. 17 they
refuse Lo assist us in exterminating
the principle of private monopoly, they
cannot well object to legislation neces-
sary to protect the people from trost
extortion.

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen:

Mr. Taft did not refer to the plat-
from demand that would pulp, print
paper, lumber, timber and logs boe
placed upon the free list. Why? Be-
cause the Prosident vainly besought
Congress to enact a law embodying
part of this demand. It Is absard to
complaln of the exhaustion of our for
eslg while we encourige thelr detsruc-
tion by a tariff on the products of for
elgn forests. Dot such legislation he-
comes not only a folly but a erime
when it Is remembered that a hand-
ful of men monopalize the  benefits
flowing from the tariff on these things,
while the whole country bears the
burden of the tax. Hon. R, F. Petti-
grew, of South Dmkots, In a speech
made In the United Siates Senate, re
ferrad to an Important statement,
which appeared in the North-western
Lumberman, February 27, 1807. Sen-
ator Burrows of Michigan had referred
Lo a Mr. Winchester as a man of great
rellabllity and truthfuiness, and Sena-
tor Pettigrew quoted Mr. Winchester
as saying In the North-western Lum-
herman:

“There were a lot of gentlemen from
the Northwest, up Minnesota way, In
Washington the other day, and they
were sitting in Senator Burrows' room.
An Interesting incident occurred there.
Senator Burrows Is chalrman of the
committee, The committee had not
had 4 meeting for a long time. They
happened to be seated in that room,
and one of the gentlemen from Minne-
sota had an envelope and lead pencil.
He walked around the room and cf-
phered up a little bit, and he sald:

““Mr, Burrows, do you know what
$1 a thousand would mean fo this
crowd of men in here?

“There were not as many In the
room a8 there are here. He said:

“‘An advance of $1 a thousand on
lumber would mean $6,125,000 on last
year's produet’ "

Could more conclusive proof desir
ed? And the Senator Burrows men-
fioned is the same Senalor Burrows
who acted as Temporary Chairman of
the Iast Republican Natfonal Conven-
tion and sounded the keynote of the
campalgno.

How long will the Republican farm-
ars, merchanis and laboring men per-
nit a few men to make the tariff laws
for their own pecuniary advantage and
at the expense of the rest of the coun-
try?

The second step in the reduction of
the tariff is a “material reduction up-
on the nececssities of life, especially
upon goods competing with such Am-
erican  manufactures as are sold
abroad more cheaply than at home.”
AL present the articles used by the
poor bear & higher rate, ad valorem,
than the articles used by the rich.
This statement can be verified by an
exnmination of any of the schedules.
A tax upon consumption, even when
lald with absolute Impartiality, bears
heaviest upon the poor, because our
necessities are much more uniform
than our possessions. People do not
eat in proportion to their income; they
do not wear clothing in proportion to
thelr Income; they do not use taxed
goods in proportion to their income.
As all taxes must come out of one's
income, no matter through what ays-
tem levied or collected, they are, in
effect, income taxes, and taxes on con-
sumption are really graduated income

taxes, the Ilargest r  cent
heing  collected . from with
the smallest income nnd the | c¢6d
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the largest income. It is only fal

‘of a high

therefore, that In an attempt to re-
Heve the people from tHe Inlquities
tarift, the poor, who are
over-burdened, should be glvan first,
consideration, ‘Then, loo, a reduction
fo the tarl® on the necessities of lfe
brings a benefit to all the people, while
a reduction in the tax upon luxurles
wonld benefit but a portion of the peo-
ple,

Surely no one will object to a redug-
tion belng made upon arlleles which
come lnto competition with Amerlean
manufactures which are sold abroad
more cheaply than al home., The Am-
erfean manufacturer who sends his
goods to forelgn Jands and there, with-
out any protection whatever, com-
petes auecessfully with the manufae-
turers of all the world, does not need
i high tariff to meel competition In
the home market. And there are
enough artleles sold abroad at n low
price 1o asgure a large ndvantage lo
the Amerlcan consumers through the
carrving out of (his one plank.

Mr. Taft, however, finds the greatest
alarm In the following clause In our
platform:

“Gradunl reductions ghonld be made

in such other schedules as may be nee-
egsary lo restore the tariff to a reve-
nue basis'

He regards this threatened depar-
ture from the protective aystem as fa-
tal. We are here hrought face (o
face with the theorstical difference
between the positions of the (wo. par
tles on the subject of tariff. The Dem-
peratle party regards a tarlif law as
a revenue law, the protection it gives
being tncldental; the Republican party
regards o tarlff law as framed primar-
lly for protection, the revenue being
Incidental. As the effect of a glven
rate on a partlenlar article is the
same, whether levied for the purpose
of revenue or for the purpose of pro-
tectlon, It may be well to define the
difference hetween - a revenne (ariff
and w protective tariff. A revenue
tarift is s0 framed as to collect a rev-
enue  and you stop when you get
enough, & protective tariff may be so
framed as to colleel bul 1Lile revenue,
and yet lay a heavy burden upon the
people—ind you never know when to
stop. To Ilusirate: a tariff may he
made so high as 10 absolutely prohibi
importation. If, In such a case, the
mantfaeturers vield to thv temptation
mentioned by Mr. Taf: and combine
1o take advantnge of the duty, the
congumers will be heavily taxed, and
yet none of the money will rench the
trensury,

Lel us suppose another case: 10 we
fmport one-tenth of a certain klmj of
merchandisge and produce at home
nine-tenths, and the imported domestic
articles sell at the same price, then
the trensury recelves duty on the for
elgn wrtlele and the manufacturers
collect nine times us much on the do-
mestic article as the treasury collects
an the one-tenth imported. It hecomes
4 matter of greal Importance, there
fore, to the people at large, whether
thetarift s intemled to ralse n reve-
nue or Ig framed in the Interest of the
munufacturers and for the purpose of
protection. No one would think of
employing in a eity, a county or a
state, a rax svstem under which the
bulk of the tax would go to the col-
lectorz, and yet the Republican lead:
ors demand the continuance of a sys
tem under which the protected inter
#sig receive far more than hall the
money collected from  the peaple
thfough the operation of a high tar-
iff.

As a lariff law Interferes with the
natural laws of trade, one who pro-
poses a protective tariff, takes upon
himself the burden of proof to show,
first, that 4 protective tariff Is righ!
In principle; second, that it is wise
as & public policy, and, third, that it
5 necessary. And, yet, what protec-
tionist atlempts to present an argi-
ment In support of any one of thes:
propogitions?

Is it right to tax all of the people
for the benefit of a few? Where a
comimunity has attempted fo collect
taxes for the ald of an industry, even
when the Industry was to be located
the eommunity, the highest court in the
lind has declared such a tax fo be
larceny In the form of law. If n ity
government eannol rightfolly tax =l
the people to bring an industry Into
the eolty, where such benefits as are
conforred are more easily seen and
more universally enjoyed, who will
gay that a farmer In the Misosurl Val-
ley can he rightfully taxed to suppor!
an Industry In a distani state?

As n matier of public poliey, is il
wige that the Industries that do pay
shoiild be compelled o carry upon
their backs industries which. accord-
ing to Lhe arguments made hy their
representatives, could not live without
ald? Have we nol seen this system
introducing corruption into polities,
and it Is not bullding business upon
an unsnbatantial basis? Having se-
onred a tarlf from one party, the bene
ficiaries londly declure that the coun
try will be ruined If any other party
obtains control of the government
Manufaciurers have intimidated thelr
employes and threatened them with a
reduction In wages unless a party fa-
vorable to the system was continuod
in power, Thls ls an old device, and
there are Indleations that it Is belng
resorted to again., The New York
Leather Belting Company hag sent oul
a number of letlers (o companies with
which It has business dealings, asking
them to post in the factorles a notiee
saying:

“Believing that the election of Taft
and Sherman means & safe and ocon.
servative administration, the day fol-
lowing the election we shall start this
plant on full time and keep going”
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' AND GRANITE WORKS
Strictly

First-class
Work.

Call at my nrd arnlla!or prices

K. L. REHBBdRG Pro stor,
Fayotteville, N, 0

Some of Our
0ld Customers

are stilling calling
for our

GOLDEN
CROWN
COLOGNE

becanse it is refined, delieate and re-
freshing.

iR Home & Song

VIOLET
AMMONIA

SO REFESHING FOR TH!
TOILET AND BATH

15 AND 25 CTS.

VIOLET
WITCH-HAZEL

DELIGHTFUL AFTER
SHAVING -

25 CENTS.
B. E. SEDBERRY'S SON,

Palace Pharmacy.

OUR AIM

IS TO GIVE THE BEST
POSSIBLE SERVICE,
AND BEST IN QUALITY
OF GOODS.

WE SOLICIT YOUR DRDERS.
A. ].COOK & CO.

DRUGGISTS AND PHARMACISTS,
Next P. O, '"Phone 141,

GO TO THE

WIDE-AWAKE

CRUG STORE!

YOU'LL GET WHAT
THEDOCTOR ORDERS

ON THE BUSY CORNER.

KING DRUG COMPANY.

McDuffie Diug Store.

m“‘.m

On The Square.
JUST RECEIVED

QUALITY
Ghocolate.

NONE BETTER.

MacKETHAN & CO.

'Phone 331. Druggiats.
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Here is a direct attempt to inflnen
the election by o bribe It Is virtual
ly & promise of wages if the Republi-
can ticket Is snceessful and an impliad
threat in case of Demoeratic success;
but the offer is so made that it gives
the employes no gnaranty of lts ful-
filmeni. The same kind of vromises
were made in 1896, and yet for slc
months after the election times ware
worse (han they were before. Thers
were business failures and bankrupt-
cles, and many institutions that prom-
ised their employes steady work and
good wages, shut down or reducad
wages. If any factory posts up the
sign which the Leather Belting Com-
pany is sending oul, the employes
ought to get together and ask for a
guaranty as to the mmount of wages
they are to recelve and as to the
length of time during which the guar-
anty I8 to extend. 1f the votes are to

be bought, the purchase price, at least’

should be made secure. If the em-
ployes' herltage—citizenship—is to be
sold, he ought, to be sure of his mess
of pottage.

But the whole system ls  viclouk.
Business should not be bullt upon leg-
islation; it should stand upon its own
merit, and when It does stand upon ts
‘own merit we shall not only have pur-

er politics, but we shall have leas flue- |

tuation In business conditions and &
more a&ulhhh distribution of the pro-
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NEW
GOODS!

Ne have just received a well
velected assortment of

HAIR BRUSHES
AND COMBS

which we are selling at small
profit. Other new goods In

TOOTH BRUSHES,
WHISK BROOMS,
BATH MITTS,
SPONGES, ETC.

Armﬁald’s
Store

Hahl Fayotte Building.
Fnlarlpllm Filled only b ”




