EEPTEMBER 30, 1904

The Commoner.

Judge Parker’s Letter of Acceptance

Judge Parker's letter of acceptance
is as follows:

To the Honorable Champ Clark and
Others, Committee, etc, — Gentlemen:
In my response to your committee, at
the formal notification proceedings, I
referred to some matters not men-
tioned In this letter. [ desire that
these be considered as Iincorporated
herein and regret that lack of space
prevents specific reference to Lhem all,
I wish here, however, again Lo refer
to my views there expressed as Lo the
gold standard, to declare again my
unqualified belief in said standard, and
to express my appreciation of the ac-
tion of the convention in reply w my
communieation upon that subject.

Grave public questions are prezsing
for decision. The democratic parLy ap-
peals to the people with confidence
that its position on these questions
will be accepted and indorsed at the
polls; While the issues invoived are
numerous, some stand forth -pre-emi-
nent in the public mind. Among Lhese
are tariff reform, imperialism, econ-
omical administration and honcsty in
the public service. I shall briefiy con-
sider these and some others within
the mnecessarily prescribed limits of
this letter. .

While I presented my views at the
notification proceedings coucerning
this vital issue, the overshadowing im-
portance of this question impels me to
refer to it again. The issue is often-
times referred to as constitutionalism
vs, imperialism.

If we would retain our liberties and
constitutional rights unimpaired, we
can not permit or tolerate, at any time
or for any purpose, the arrogation of
unconstitutional powers by the exec-
utive branch of our government. We
should be ever mindful of the words of
Webster, “Ljberty i8 only to be pre-
served by maintaining constitutional
restraints and a just division of politi-
cal powers.”

Already the national governmeul has
become centralized beyond any point
contemplated or imagined by the
founders of the constitution. How tre-
mendously all this has added to the
power of the president! It has devel-
oped from year to year until it almost
equals that of many monarchs, While
the growth of our country and the
magnitude of interstate inlerests may
seem to furnish a plausible reason for
this centralization of power, yet these
same facts afford the most polent rea-
son why the executive should not be
permitted to encroach upon the other
departments of the government, apd
assume legislative, or other powers,
not expressly conferred by the consti-
tution,

The magnitude of the country and
its diversity of interests and popula-
tion would enable a determiucd. am-
bitious and able executive, urmindful
of constitutional limitations and fired
with the lust of power, to go tar in
the usurpation of authority and the
aggrandizement of personal power he-
fore the situation could be fully ap-
preciated or the people be aroused,

The issue of imperialism which has
been thrust upon the country involves
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a decision whether the law of the land
or the rule of individual caprice shali
govern. The principle of imperialism
may give rise to brilllant, startiing,
dashing results, but the principie of
democracy holds in check the prilllant
executive and subjects him to the so-
ber, conseryative control of the peo-
ple,

The people of the United States
stand at the parting of the ways. Shall
we follow the footsteps of our fathers
along the paths of peace, prosperity
and contentment, guided by the ever-
living spirit of the comnstitution which
they framed for us, or shall we o
along other and untried paths, hitherto
shunned by all, following blindiy new
ideals, which, though appealing with
brilliancy to the imagination and am-
bition, may prove a will o' the wisp,
leading us into difficulties from: which
It may be impossible to extricate our-
selves without lasting Injury to our
national character and institutions?

Tariff reform i8 one of the cardiual
principles of the democratic faith, and
the necessity for it was never greater
than at the present time. It ghould be
undertaken at once in the iInterest of
all people,

The Dingley tariff i8 excessive in
many of its rates, and, as to them at
least, unjustly and oppressively bur-
dens the people. It secures to domes-
tic manufacturers, singly or in com-
bination, the privilege of exaclting ex-
cessive prices at home and prices far
above the level of sales made regu-
larly by them abroad with profit, thus
giving a bounty to foreigners at Lhe
expense of our own people, It levies
oppressive and unjust taxes upon
many articles forming, in whole or
part, the so-called raw material of
many of our manufactured products,
not only burdening the consumer, but
also closing to the manufacture: the
market he needs and seeks abroad. Its
unjust taxation burdens the people
generally, forcing them to pay cxces-
sive prices for food, fuel, clothing and
other necessaries of life, It levies du-
ties on many articles not normally im-
ported in any considerable amount,
which are made extensively at homeo,
for which the most extreme protecticn-
ist would hardly justifly protective
taxes, and which in large amount are
exported. Such duties have pbcen and
will continue to be a direct Incentive
to the formation of huge Iindustrial
combinations, which, secure from for-
eign competition, are enabled to stifle
domestic competition and practically to
monopolize the home market,

It contains many duties imposed for
the express purpose only, as was open-
ly avowed, of furnishing a basis fur re-
duction by means of reciprocal trade
treaties, which the republican adminis-
tration, impliedly at least, promised to
negotiate. Having, on this promise,
secured the increased duties, the re-
publican party leaders, spurred on by
protected inferests, defeated the trea-
ties negotiated by the executive, and
now these same interests cling to the
benefit of these duties which the peo-
ple never intéended they should have,
and to which they have no moral right,

Even now the argument more fre-
quently urged in behalf of the Dingley
tariff, and against tariff reform gen-
erally, is the necessity of caring for our
Infant indusiries. Many of these in-
dustries, after a hundred years of lus-
ty growth, are looming up as industrial
giants. In their case, at least, the
Dingley tariff invites combination and
monopoly, and gives justification to
the expression that the tariff is the
mother of trusts,

For the above mentioned reasons,
among many others, the people de-
mand reform of these abuses, and such
reform demands and should reccive im-
mediate attention.

The two leading parties have al-

ways differed as to the principle of
Cusiogm waxation. OQOur party Las al-
ways advanced the theory that e ob-
Ject I8 the ralsing of revenue fur sup-
port of the government whatever oth-
er results may incidentally flow there-
from. The republican party, on the
other band, contends that customs du-
tes should be levied primarily fur pro-
tection, so-called, with revenue as the
Subordinate purpose, thus usiug the
bower ol taxation to bulld up the pusi-
ness and property of the few at the
expense of Lthe many,

This difference of principle still sub-
8ists, but our party appreciatcs that
the long-continued policy of the coun-
ry, a8 manifested in I8 statutes,
makes it necessary that tarig rcform
should be prudently and sagacivusly
undertaken, on scientific principles, to
the end that there should not be an
limmediate revolution in exisung con-
ditions,

in the words of our platform we de-
mand “a revision and a giadual re-
duction of the tariff by the friends of
the masses, and for the common weal,
and not by the friends of its abuscs, ils
extortations and diseriminatioas. ’

It I8 true that the republicans, who
do not admit in their platform that
the Dingley tariff needs the silghtest
alteration, are likely to retain a major-
ity of the federal senate throughout the
next presidentinl term, and ecould,
therefore, if they chose, block every
attempt at legislative rellef. But it
should be remembered that the repub-
lican party includes many revisionists,
and I believe it will shrink from defy-
Ing the popular will expressed unmis-
::)kably and peremptorily at the ballot

X,

The people demand reform of exist-
ing conditions. Since the last demo-
cratic administration the cost of living
has grievously increased. Those hay-
ing fixed incomes have suffered keenly;
those living on wages, if there has been
any increase, know that such increase
has not kept pace with the advance in
the cost of living, including rent and
the necessaries of life. Many (oday,
are out of work, unable to secure any
wages at all. To alleviate these con-
ditions, in so far as is in our power,
should be our earnest endeavor.

I pointed out in my earlier response
the remedy, which, in my judgment,
can effectually be applied against mo-
nopolies, and the assurance was then
given that if existing laws, including
both statute and common law, proved
inadequate, contrary to my expecta-
tions, I favor such further legisiation,
within constitutional limitations, as
will best promote and safe guard the
interests of all the people.

Whether there is any common law
which can be applied and enforced by
the federal courts, can not be deter-
mined by the president, or by a can-
didate for the presidency,

The determination of this question
was left by the people in framing the
constitution, to the judiciary ana not
Lo the executive. The supreme court of
the United States has recentlr consid-
ered this question, and In the case of
the Western Union Telegraph company
against The Call Publishing company,
to be found in the 181st volume of the
United States supreme court reports,
at page 92, it declded that ccmmon
law principles could be applied by
United States courts in cases involv-
ing interstate commerce, In Lhe ab-
sence of United States statutes specif-
ically covering the case., Such i3 the
law of the land.

In my address to the notification
committee | said that tariff reform “is
demanded by the best interests of both
mahufacturer and consumer.” With
equal truth it can be said that the
benefits of reciprocal trade trcalles
would inure to both. That the con-
gsumer would be helped is unquecstion-
able, That the manufacturer would
receive great benefit by extending his
markets abroad hardly needs demon-

stration. His productive capacity has

—

outgrown the home market., The very
term “Home Market” has changsd In
is significance, Once, from the man-
ufacturers’ point of view, It measl ex-
pansion; today the marvelous growth
of our manufacturing Industries has
far exceeded the consumptive capacily
of our domestic markets, and (he (erm

rather than expansion, If we would
run our mills to thelr full capacity,
thus giving steady employment o our
worsmen and securing to them wnd (o
the manufacturer the profits accrulug
Irom lucreased production, other mar-
nets must be found, Farthermoi ¢, when
our manufacturers are dependont on
raw materials in whole or pait im-
ported, it I8 vital to the extension of
their markels abroad that they secure
their materials on the mosl favorable
Lerms,

Our martyred president, Willvam Me-
Kinley, appreclated thls situation., He
pointed out in his last address to
the people that we must make sensi-
ble trade arrangements if “we shall ex-
tend the outlets for our Increasing sir-
pius.” He sald, "a system which pro-
vides a4 mutual exchange of coanmod-
ities is manifestly essential to Jhe con-
tinued and healthful growth of our ex-
port trade, * * * The penod of ex-
clusiveness is past, The expansion of
our trade and commerce 18 Lue pressing
proplems, Commercial wars are un-
profitavle. A policy of good will and
friendly relations will prevent repri-
sals. Reciprocity treaties are in Lar-
mony with the apirit of the times;
measures of retaliation are not.”

This argument was made in the In-
lerest of our manufacturers. whose
products, he urged, “have so multi-
plied, that the problem of more mar-
kets requires our urgent and lmme-
diate attention.” He had come Lo real-
ize Lhat the so-called “stand pat” pol-
lcy must give way—that there must be
a reduction of duties to enable our
manufacturers to cultivale [oreign
markets. The last words of this presi-
dent—who had won the affection of his
countrymen—ought to be studied by
every man who has any doubt of the
necessity of a reduction in tariff rales
in the interest of the manufacturer.
They present with clearness a situation
and a proposed remedy that prompted
the provision In our platform which
declares that, “We favor liberal trade
arrangements with Canada and with
peoples of other countries, wherc they
can be entered Into with benctit to
American agriculture, manufaclures,
mining or commerce.”

The persistent refusal of the re-
publican majority in the fed2oral sen-
ate to ratify the reciprocity trcalies ne-
gotiated in pursuance of the poulicy ad-
vocated alike by Mr. Blaine and Mr.
McKinley, and expressly sanciioned in
the Dingley act itself, is a discouvrag-
ing exhibition of bad faith, As al-
ready mentioned by me, the exorbilant
duty Imposed on many an imporied ar-
ticle by the Dingley tarifl was avowedly
intended by its author not to be per-
manent, but to serve temporarily as a
maximnm, from which the lederal gov-
ernment was empowered to offer a re-
duction, in return for an eguivalent
concession on the part of a foreign
country, President McKinley under-
took honestly to carry out the purpose
of the act. A number of reciprocity
agreements were negotiated, which, if
ratified, wonld have had Lhe two-fold
result of cheapening many imported
products for American consumers, and
of opening and enlarging forelgn mar-
kets to American producers. Not one
of those agreements has mel with the
approval of the republican masters of
the senate. Indeed they did not even
permit their consideration. In view of
the attitude of the present execulive,
no new agreement need be expected
from him. Nor does Lhe republican
platform contain a favorable reference
to one of the suspended treaties, The
reciprocily clauses of the Dingley act

{mm destined to remain a mouument

‘Home Market” implies contraction,
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