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torial states in a very concise manner the exact
understanding wo democrats, In this section
have of the political situation. Wo do not look
upon your work as that of a dictator, but rather
as the work of a protector.

Personally,, I will say that I have supported
you and the ticket in all of your campaigns for
the presidency and believe, though we have lost
Insofar as offices and control are concerned,
that wo have been the moans of educating the
people of our country. And believe that in the
near future, our labors will be rewarded by the
electing to official positions of men who will
not be sold, body and soul, to the special in-

terests, and that then the common people will
come into their own. Yours truly,

I. L. HUBBELL.

Editorial in Grand Rapids (Mich.) News:
Whoever- - may bo the coming democratic presi-
dential nominee Wilson, Clark, Folk, Marshall,
Fobs, or someone not yet considered a possibility

it Is risking little to name two men who will
not get it.

The nominee will be neither Harmon nor
Bryan. The latter, because he has repeatedly
declared he will not be, and the former because
tho rank and file of the democracy class him
with tho reactionaries.

It is not too much to say that neither Har-
mon nor any other man whose nomination Bryan
opposes as he does the Ohio governor, stands
any probable chance of nomination nor, if by
any fluke nominated, any possible chance for
election.

For dislike and chafe as they may over it,
and as do many If not most of the democratic
leadors in congress and leading democratic
Journals quite generally, tlfe fact remains that
tho Nebraskan dominates his party today more
completely than ever before and this becaus.e
more than ever before ho commands the confi-
dence and reflects tho radical views of the great
mass of its voters.

It is worth noting, too, that the popularity
or unpopularity of the democratic presidential
aspirants is conspicuously in proportion to their
acceptance or rejection of the Bryan political
program which reflects the views of the great
mass of the rank and file of the democracy.

Is tho Nebraskan, then, a party dictator? In
a sense, yes but only because the policy he
dictates is that in which the voting masses of
his party earnestly believe. Should, however,
he commit himself to "Baileyism," or other re-

actionary policy Bryan would be as powerless
to dominate his party as the Texas senator has
lately proved himself to be.

watch rr GROW

Every Commoner reader is asked to secure at
least one new subscriber. Many will be able to
secure more than one. Everyone, however, may
render some aid in this work.

The following named readers have sent in
new subscribers: Alex Butler, Ind.; B. B.
Garrett, Tex.; F. M. Staley, Neb.; W. H. Fisch,
Mich.; F. D. Hornbaker, Kan.; Mrs. P. Love-ma- n,

Okla.; L. McReynolds, Neb.; Joe Williams,
Wash.; J. T. Rhyno, O.; A. G. Foogman, N. D.;
H. R. Dickinson, Mich.; Roger Williams, Mo.;
J. R. Artherholt, Pa.; T. J. Brownson, 111.; L. A.
Ellis, Nov.; S. W. Warfield, Ark.; J. P. Hedges,
Mo.; J. H. Crumley, Neb.; Mrs. Peter Mell, O.;
Oscar Packard, Minn.; Jeff Kennedy, Kan.;
Albert A. Mann, Colo.; Mrs. M. B. Pullen, la.;
F. Grantham, 111.; E. S. Scuddor, 111.; Wadley
Bros., Ark.; Frank McKinney, Ind.; Dr. J. N.
Metcalf, Tenn.; J. B. Alexander, Mo.; Thos.
Carmony, Ind.; R. P. Hargrove, Okla.; B. B.
Ftchtner, Pa.; D. Hays, Cal.; H. N. Peckham,
la.; J. W. Hedges, N. Y.; W. H. Baker, 111.;

Enoch Baker, W Va.; Wm. H. Carr, Mo.; J. C.
Holcomb, Tex; O. C. Stewart, 0.; Jas. Daniels,
la.; C. C. Sherman, Mo.; P. J. Webber, Wis.;
J. G. Shafor, Neb.; S. F. Douglas, 111.; H. L.
Case, Ind.; Jacob Vader, Kan.; P. McGullough,
Minn.; A. N. Huffnab, Kan.; A, J. Anders, la.;
J. S. Buttner, la.; J. D. Loomis, O.; Gregg Wil-

liams, Mich.; E. M. Scott, Mo.; J. A. Johnson,
HI.; W. B. Van Horn, la.; Jno. Bach tier, W.
Va.; E. E. Pendorgrass, Ark.; A. L. Ronell, la.;
E. W. Daws, Neb.; J. F. Karraker, 111.; Louis
0. Stein, Ind.; M. P. Coventor, Ark.; G. K..
Masslo, Va.; Ernest Peninger, Ark.; Enos Ort-ma-n,

O.; Fred W. Brown, Me.; Gilbert Wriglit,
N. Y.; Daniel Hoffman, O.; Wm. Nusbaum, O.;
Leo J. Sandridge, W. Va.; W. H. Kesterson,
Mo.; Jog Williams O.; L. A. Carter, Kan.; S. H.
Myers, Ky.; Hubert Berghoff, Wis.; J." K.

So wards, IB.; D. P. L. Hudson, CaL; Abel
Mitchell, Ind,; Jas, A. Boyd, Tex; B. J. Carver,
Kan.; Homer Abele, Mo.; J. J. Richards, 111.;

W. J. Marsh, Ind.; Chas. Hartman, Mont.; J.
M. Hanton, Wis.; Jas. M. Long, Mont.; Jno.
Hoyd, Dela.; Mrs. Tabitha Clevoland, Kan.; L.
A. Beltzer, Neb.; M. K. Margam, Ariz.; Aug.
Millor. Ind.: T. C. Hodges. Neb.; D. Woulfe,
Minn.; Jno.
Mont; D. H.
P. C. Darby,
Justin, Kan.;
S. D.; Orval

T. Foster, III.; J. A. Dicianson,
Bean, Wis.; J. L. Dougherty, ill.;
la.; H. F. Elsseser, Ore.; m. a.

E. R. Hardner, Ind.; H. H. Kieser,
Baker, Colo.; Wm. R. Duke, va.;

J. W. Hill, Ark.; J. J. Neil, N. D.; H. u. tiann.
Mo.; H. S. Martin, Kan.; S. S. Peckham, Mich.;
J. Allen, Kan.; H. R. Dickinson, Mich.; Miss
E. Gibson, Pa.; H. Neff, 111.; 'J. E. McCabe,
Conn.; A. Johnson, Mo.; S. 0. Rutledge, 111.;

N. B. Davis, 111.; W. J. Price, 111.; C. J. Mc-Farla- nd,

Va.; D. A. Dwyer, Va.; R. L. Hussey,
Ind.; F. H. Durstine, N. Y.; J. R. Holman, Mo.;
J. T. Zimmer, 111.; F. Buchanan, Ind.; N, S.
Bonner, Tex.; D. G. Froeman, Wis.; A. La Due,
Fla.; J. T. Coughlln, N. Y.; A. Haigh, 111.;

Frank Swisher, 0.; J. L. Whittemore, Mass.; C.
F. Lirabacher, Ind.; W. G. 'Anson, la.; W. E.
Masters, S. C; N. S.
Minn.; C. Wysong,
Wm. H. Hill, Ore.;

Miller, N. M.; M. J. Dillon,
O.; C. T. Offutt, Wash.;

D. L. Hudson, Cal.; J. H.
Garner. Va Richard Kaufman. Mo.; Wm.
Bailey, Cal.; A. P. Houghlan, Okla.; Thos.
Adams, Ind.; M. L. Gallagher, Ore.; H. A. Jones,
Kan.; R. Thompson, Ore.; N. W. Williams, Tex.;
H. S. Swift, la.; E. J. Yorus, Minn.; D. B. Pigg,
Mo.; M. L. Fritts, Kan.; A. C. Miller, Cal.; W.
E. Lothridge, N. Y.; S. J. Harmon, Kan.; G. S.
Upton, Neb.; Miss F. Cable, Cal.; F. M. Wilson,
Kan.; H. Funk, la,; Silas Wilkinson, N. Y.;
J. L. Caldwell, Tex.; D. K. Young, Tenn.; W.
R. Huikel, Ind.; J. B. Ray, M. D., O.; T. D.
Nighswonger, Neb.; R. O. Strang, S. D.; W. D.
Stump, Ind.; C. Wisenback, O.; L. F. Weiden-backe- r,

HI.; C. D. Stevens, Wash.; G. L. Har-
rington, Minn.; E. Petterson, Wash.; Jesse
Reeves, Ore.; F. Stedman, Me.; R. L. Gordon,
Va.; A. N. Scholeman, la.; W. W. Chesley, la.;
Thos. Ryan, Kan.; W. L. Mann, O.; E. Guil-
ford, Sr., 111.; Jno. Scofield, O.; W.B. Carter,
la.; T. B. Jones, Ind.; W. P. Shaw, Neb.;
Joslah Sellers, Cal.; Mrs. J. Bateman, Cal.; E.
S. Bertschy, O.; M. J. Casey, 111.; H. B. Taylor,
S. D.; R. D. Smith, W. Va.; L. E. Jepson, Minn.;
A. T. Fowler, Minn.; Miss Emma Hartman,
Mont.; W. A. King, Ind.; G. O. Joslin, N. H.;
C. W. Martens, S. D.; D. Hillsbeck, Mo.; B.
C. Jones, Ala.; F. P. Wara, Cal.; A. Dumont,
Tex.; B. A. Mau, Wis.; Chas. Nelson, Wis.;
R. P. Stewart, la.; Jno. T. Ditto, Ky.; J. W.
Davis, Mo.; Jackson Brewer, 111.; E. J. Yarns,
Minn.; W. T. Jones, Mass.; Geo. W. Tye, Ky.;
F. L. Stufflebaum, Mo.; Jas. Staley, Ala.; R. W.
Eldridge, Vt.; Thos. Hennett, Mich.; Samuel
Nixon, Minn.; T. C. O'Donovan, Pa.; A. Z.
Riddle, S. D.; J. R. Bell, Tex.; Philip Stuppy,
Ind.; J. M. McCloy, la.; Jno. L. Garber, Okla.;
Jacob Crawford, 111.; C. M. Brown, Mioh.; D. C.
Mattson, Cal.; D. M. Moroney, Ind.; Dr. L. A.
Mullicah, la.; H. R. Dickinson, Mich.; D. A.
Smith, Ind.; W. J. Camron; 111.; J. H. Childs,
Okla.; J. A. Ramson, Mich.; A. L. Ridenour,
O.; G. W. Zinn, Colo.; J. W. Whelan, Cal.;
J. B. Wilson, Ind.; H. L. De Hart, Mo.; A. M.
Brown, Mich.; E. W. Morris, W. Va.; Jos. M.
Lank, Dela.; Thos. J. Carroll, Til,; Grace Fore-
man, Mich.; D. R. Seawell, Ida.; Col. E. H.
Brackett, O.; W. R. Wheaton,, Mo.; J. C. Am-
brose, Colo.; J. J. Ryan, Kan.; W. E. Jones,
Ore.; J. H. Rucker, Ky.; J. S. Thomas, 111.; F.
R. Bell, Pa.; J. L. Sweeney, Mo.; H. M. Mur-doc- k,

O.; Dr. M. M. Bauer, Ind.; J, J. Jones,
Mo.; W. E. Brickell, La.; G. W. McMains, la.;
W. A. Justice, Ind.; G. G. Smith, 111.; Andrew
Lee, Minn.; E. L. Ormsby, Cal.; J. D. Yocum,
0.; C. P. Hufflet, Pa.; H. O. Thompson, Minn.;
W. B. Bascom, Ida.; W. M. FoBter, La.; L. C.
Scott, W. Va.; E. A. Edwards, La.; A. G. Foog-
man, N. D.; H. Gotty, Neb.; R. L. Logue, S. D.;
W. W. Kessler, Mo.; Robt. Thompson, Ore.;
W. S. Mewrts, Colo.; "v7. P. Shawn, Neb.; J. N.
Alexander, Ind.; L. S. Field, Ind.; E. W. Car-
son, O.; A. H. Gleason, Vt.; F. C. Holder, Kan.;
Jno. Moon, Wash.; D. H. Moran, 111.; I. N.
Kelly, Sr., Va.; W. B. Chapman, Wash.; Samuel
McCauley, la.; Joe Williams, O.; David F. Hite,
Ind.; B. A. Fletcher, Kan.; Wm. McDonald, O.;
J. M. Wood, Kan.; F. Wieman, Cal.; J. R. Doty,
111.; Jno. Meade, Kan.; Daniel Alexander, 111.;
John T. Foster, 111.; J. A. Dickinson, Mont.

R. Spearman, Miss. Herein find money order
for $1.00 for renewal to The Commoner. I
can not do without The Commoner if I hope to
keep, posted as to tho true conditions of govern-
mental affairs. I think every democrat in
America should read Tho Commoner regularly.

Practical Tariff Talks

The administration has begun an action under
the Sherman law to dissolve the steel trust,
yet If two years ago, when tho tariff was being
amended by a republican congress, (was being
revised by its friends), the president had in-

sisted upon free Iron ore he would have done
more to cripple "the master of steel" than will
be accomplished by his attorney general. Tho
house placed iron ore on the free list for the
reason that its investigation disclosed that the
United States Steel corporation owned 66 per
cent of the supply In the United States. As it
claims to do only a little over half of the manu-
facturing of the country, this means that many
of the independent furnaces must get their ore
from the trust. As these independents are puta-
tive business rivals of the trust' it places them,
so long as they must depend upon the trust for
their ore supply, in the power of that organi-
zation to the extent that they are forced by
business caution not to cut prices.

Twenty-fiv- e cents a ton isn't very much, but
it is sufficient for the purpose xof the trust.
Many of the independent plants are located
along tidewater, and if iron ore were free they
would get much of their supply from the Med-
iterranean or the West Indies. Under this ar-
rangement, with no tariff on the raw material,
ore could be laid down at these furnaces at
about the same transportation cost as the Lake
Superior and Mesba range ore is put at tho
doorsv of the trust furnaces at Pittsburgh. The
mines of the trust produce more ore than its
furnaces consume, and it wanted a market for
the surplus and it wanted the West Indian and
Mediterranean supply barred from competition
with it. Everybody in business is familiar with
the fact that an apparently small difference In
railroa'd rates makes, all the difference in tho
world as to which of several cities shall control
the trade territory affected. This is done, in
the railroad business by means of a differential.
The Scheme, in effect, was worked by the steel
trust, when it secured the insertion in the
senate and in the conference report of the 25
cents a ton tariff.

The far-reachi- ng effect of these tariff changes
is illustrated by the fact that a tax on iron ore
costs the wheat farmers a considerable sum
yearly. In the days when the custom houses
were free to this ore it was brought from the
Mediterranean as ballast in ships that had
taken, from Baltimore and elsewhere, cargoes
of wheat. When a tariff of 40 cents was placed
on iron ore, this source of supply was shut out,
and ocean grain carrying rates from Baltimore
went up 3 cents a hundred. Putting a tariff
of 25 cents a ton on iron ore also had the direct
effect of adding at least that much to the value
of the mine holdings of the trust as well as
of all others who owned such sources of ore
supply. This, however, was merely incidental
to the main purpose, which was to continue
the steel trust in control of the business in this
country. .

No man who studies the steel schedules in
the light of the testimony given before con-
gressional committees can reach any other con-
clusion that there is not the slightest reason
why the steel industry in this country should
be pampered by any tariff protection. It pro-
duces the best steel at the least cost of any
country on the globe. There are two reasons
for its very favorable condition. One is that
the supply of raw material is close at hand
and transportation costs light, facilities being
generally owned by the syndicate. The other
is that the business is so organized, one set of
mills producing one kind of product, another
another kind and so on, that manufacturing
costs are down to the lowest notch. The trust
employs the highest paid labor in the world,
but it has so standardized its products that as
measured by results it is the cheapest. This
was the direct testimony of Charles M. Schwab,
Its former president. The truth is the republi-
can party with its right handthe tariff has
? .up thIs giant of steel and now with its
left hand the injunctive process of the civil
law it is protending to tear it to pieces.

C. Q. D.
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