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AN OBEDIENT SERVANT OF SPECIAL INTERESTS

The fact that it seems to be generally agreed
that there will be no tariff revision at this session
of congress should provide food for those repub-

lcans who, having no ax to grind, are chlegi
concerned in the public welfare. Why m‘(’!”wI
not to have tariff revigion? Is it because pub d
interests or public sentiment does not deman
it? There Is abundant testimony, even for nzg
who does not take the democratic view (:f t]...
tariff question, to show that public interesis « l
mand tariff revigion, while the very earnest a'n.t
renewed appeals made by republicans all os{“r
the country In favor of revision of the tar

ouzht to convinee even those who are usuoally
non-obgerving that such revision would be clear-
ly in ling with present day public sentiment.

The republican party must certainly be a
well alseiplined  organization else the stund-
paltters of this period would not advance a prop-
usition which, we make bold to say, s c‘untm-
verted not only by the opinion of the rank and
file of 1¢publicans but has been publicly re-
pudiated by some of the most distinguished re-
publican statesmen and editors, '

In th's day the trusts find ia ha tarief
larger shelter than they ever bhefore enjoyed, and
the American public feels more keenly than at
any other time in history the impositions due
to an enormously high protective tariff. Even
the men who framed the present tarlff law had
no idea that the American people would long
tamely submit to those rates, and we have it on
the authority of Senator Dolliver of lowa that
Mr. Dingley explained that many of the rates
in his tariff bill were purposely placed high in
order that they might be used in bringing about
reciprocity with other countries. But now re-
publican leaders refuse to make any serious
moves in behalf of reciprocity, and at the same
time they inslst upon maintaining the exorbitant
rates,

In 1888 John Sherman, then a member of
the Unlited States senate, said: “Whenever this
free competition Is evaded or avolided by com-
bination of individuals or corporations the duty
should be reduced and foreign competition
promptly invited.”

In 1891 Senator Plumb of Kansas objected
to the McKinley tariff bill because, as he said:
“There are dozens of lines of manufactures coy-

ered by Lhe terms of this bill, which are rr.m:-
trolled by trusts,” and Senator Plumb added that
the best way “to start out trying to reduce tho
exactions of trusts'” was to “(imﬁ ﬁUWﬂ the shelter
o which trusts are created.

htmgg.rwml years ago the lowa republican Cfm""-“‘
tion and the Idaho republican 0‘7’“"9“”‘“}_
adopted in their platforms planks demanding
“any modification of the tariff schedules that may
be required to prevent their affording shelter
to monopoly.” Even in Connecticut a I“*D‘lhuc‘l‘{"
convention held several years ago declared “if
in any schedule import duties are found that
have been notoriously perverted from their true
purpuvse to the inordinate enrichment of corpora-
tions, monopolistic in fact or in tendency, we
look to a republican congress to apply in its
wisdom the needed corrective without impairing
the principle of protection.”

The late Governor Mount of Indiana in a
public speech delivered in 1899 expressed similar
views., Former Senator Washburn gave out in
1839 a number of newspaper interviews in which
he said that republicans who had the welfare
of thelr party and thelr country at heart must
call a bhalt upon their party’s tendency to con-
nect itself with trusts and must ingist that the
tariff shelter enjoyed by the trusts be destroyed.

The Chicago Record-Herald, the Minneapolis
Journal, the New York Commercial Advertiser,
the Portland Oregonian, the Hartford Courant,
the Dubuque (Iowa) Times, the Philadelphia
Ledger, the St. Paul Pioneer-Press, the Rockford
(I1l.) Republican, the Keokuk (lowa) Gate City,
the Indlanapolis News and the Chicago Tribune
~—all republican papers—long ago and repeatedly
demanded the removal of tariff duties from com-
modities controlled by trusts.

In 1901 Representative Babcock of Wisconsin
who still holds his seat in congress, delivered a
number of public speeches and gave out a num-
ber of newspaper interviews in all of which he
sald that the consumer must be protected; that
it was impossible to defend a tariff policy which
slmply inures to the benefit of those who may
secure the control of a commodity, and that the
interests of the party as well as the interests
of the public demanded the destruction of the
shelter which the trusts find in the tariff.

The Chicago Tribune went so far as to say

that the most of the fortune amassed by An-
drew Carnegie “came out of the pockets of his
countrymen through the operation of unequal

laws,” and that Mr, Carnegie should never forget
that he made his money “through the wundue
favoritism of the government of the United
States.”

Such opinions as these were long ago and
repeatedly expressed by republican statesmen
and republican editors. It is true that “wise
men change their views,” but will any one seri-
ously contend that in the light of present day
conditions the views of these gentlemen have
been changed? Would any of them ecare to
explicitly repudiate the sentiments they expressed
as hereinbefore outlined? We know they would
not. We know that the conditions against which
they indignantly protested ten, fifteen and twenty
years ago have 80 multiplied that they have be-
come well nigh unbearable; we know that the
sentiment, even among the rank and flle of the
republican party, is so pronouncedly in favor of
tariff revision that a number of republican poli-
ticians who have never been charged with an
undue disregard for their own political fortunes
have made bold to demand tariff revision, at
least to the extent of destroying the shelter
which the trusts find in the republican tariff law.
Yet in the face of these facts we are told that
there is no probability whatever that there will
be tariff revision. What is the explanation? It
is that the rank and file of the republican party
have lost all control over their organization: that
the special iInterests which republican party
leaders have so long and so faithfully served have
secured such perfect control over the party
that no amount of publicly expressed Indignation
can disturb that control. It means that the re-
publican party is wedded to its idols. It means
that the republican party Is so thoroughly the
servant of special interests that it will maintain
undisturbed that system to which Theodore '
Roosevelt referred as “harmful in theory and
vicious in practice.” It means that with respect
to the shelter which the trusts find in the tarift,
as with respect to all other great privileges
enjoyed by special interests within the law, and
without the law, the thing we ecall plutocracy is
the ever unyielding master, and the thing we eall
the republican party is the ever obedient servant.

Commoner Readers Take Hold

The following named subscribers have sent
in yearly subscriptions to The Commoner in num-
ber as follows: R. L, Hussey, Princeton, Ind., 17;
John 8. Gibson, Corsicana, Tex., 18; J. D. Brown,
Lowell, Ark., 6;: C.'C. Nelson, Plainsberg, Calif.,
6; J. N. Frogge, Baring, Mo, 9: A, C. Bowers,
Johnson City, Tenn., 8; Jesse Kirkpatrick, Rush-
ville, Ind,, 8; J. B. Weaver, Colfax, Ia., 8; J. W.
McCracken, Springtown, Texas, 8; James Loner-
gan, Richmond Hil, Pa., 8; M. V. Hathaway,
Plerceton, Ind., 10: Ira B. Taylor, Weatherford,
Texas, 6; T. W, Child, Mellette, 8. D., 9; C. B.
McKinney, Irving, 111., 8; B. F. Winn, Salisbury,
Mo,, 7; A. E. Stiwald, North Amherst, Ohio, 6;
Ed A. Baugh Co., Oakland, Nebr,, 6: J. P. Higgins,
Fairbury, Nebr., 6: E. D. Bryant, Indianapolis,
Ind,, 6; C. H. Winebax, Beaver Crossing, Nebr,,
6; H. 1. Heydon, Chatfield, Minn.,, 6; E. S.
Relshus, Cottonwood, Minn,, 9; W. 7. Knight,
Hiawatha, Kans,, 6;: John M. Flanagan, Lohrville,
la, 7; W. B. Scott, M. D., Bucklin, Mo, 9;
icorge W, Finnup, Garden City, Kans., 10: John
Crubbs, Sioux City, In., 12; E. P, Penrod, Sterling,
Ohio, 13; William Nusbaum, McComb, Ohio, 6:
Willa Viley, Lexington, Ky, 7: 1J. R, Williams,
Aurora, Mo, 8: John Higley, Falmouth, Ind., 6;
I. A. Deeter, Pleasant Hill, Ohio, 7;: C. M. Shackel-
ford, Clarence, Mo., 6: Scott Malone, Lisbon, Ohio,
6; A. G. Sorge, New Boston, Mo,, 10: Mrs. O'Brien
Ashville, N. Y., 6; James F. Brown, Boswel), llui"
1 W. B. Ferguson, Augusta, Ark, 12: .l:‘wnl;
Wasem, Lancaster, Ohio, 6: J. V. Wayman, Santa
Rosa, Calif,, 6: Tom X, Rogers, Mt. Summit, Ind,
6; L. J. Milburn, Milburn, 1. T,, 6; F. M. Hocker.
siilllla‘ Bloomfield, Ia., 6: J. M. Harrison, Flatonia,
l'exas, 9: A. J. Scoggins, Dinuba, Calif,, 6; 8. W.
AMills, Lancaster, Mo., 10,

The following named subscribers have each

gont in five vearly subseriptiong to The Com-
moner: Samue) McCully, Ashland, Ky,: B B.
Wixson, Elk Point, 8, D.: J. p. (

Reed, Belton,
George P, Kaley,
Bremen, Ind.: W.
Theodore Hoyt,
Spickard, Mo,; D.

Texas; T. H. Ice, Chelsea, I. T.:
Olney, 11L; Urban J. Dietrich,
C. Tourtelotte, Westboro, Mo.;
Stamford, Conn,; W. D. Gose,

/

John Vail, De Land, N.:

W. Sims, Lamonte, Mo.: N, B. Yadon, Hahatonka,
Mo.; Jonas MeClintock, Harnedsville, Pa.; Thomas
Conley, Sr., Helena, Ohio; A. T. Wilson, Arcadia,
Neb.; Joseph Culbertson, Iowa, Kan.; 1. D. Fagin,
Lathrop, Mo.; A. F. Vedder, White Hall, Il.;
J. J. Schaffer, Ann Arbor, Mich.; T. M. Airhart,
Blue Ridge, Tex.: Alex Richter, Holyrood, Kans,;
James Creech, Winona, Kans.: 1. 0. Faught,
Shawnee, Ohio; John Hannah, Maxwell, Calif.;
H. B. Stover, Watkins, Oregon; L. H. Lohness,
Leland, Idaho: P, M. Litton, Meadville, Mo.; W.
M. Lee, Hollidays Cove, W. Va.; J. H. Cogshall,
Muskegon, Mich.: Jesse 8. Crume, St, Louis, Mo.;
J. 8. Moon, Kellerton, Ta.; John A. Barnett, Ke-
wanna, Ind,; E, P, Berryman, Omaha, Nebr.: Leo
Fradkin, New York City; Wayne Smith, Rlm-
wood, Ohio; B, F. Empie, Hyndsville, N. Y.; W.
S. Glaze, Jet, Okla.; M, C. Howard, Brownwood,
Tex.; Thomas Huston, Fortescue, Mo.; David
Whaley, Humphreys, Mo.; G. D. Kelly, Columbia,
I\!().;_M. | O INnrris, Washington, D. C.; H. L. Me-
Laurin, McColl, 8. C.; Sanders Smith, Plainfield
Ind.; William Dewess, Drexel, Mo,; Z. Foresler:
I')m'ino. Tex.; B. H. Myrant, Harviell, Mo.; Wil-
llam J. Woods, Cowen, W, Va.; C. A. Jerome
Cape Vincent, N, T A O Johnson, Moray, Ka.ns.;'
James Cook, Blisg Mo.;
J. 8, Locke, Attica, 1a.: G. C. Nailor, Wilmington,
Del,; Lewis Rauck, Sr., Westerville, Ohio: w.
1 Magon, Norwich, Ohio: John W. Taylor, Hunt-
ington, Ind.; James W, Way, Lincoln, Pa.; F. B.
Iitus, Canton, Minn.; T. W, Brendle, Girard. 11.:
J. C, (J;u'npy, Neffs, Ohio: A. H. Yuuuway’, ’I‘(;-
ledo, 1Il.; J. B Hale, Breckenridge, Mo.; A, 8
(,‘m.nu--llwo. Oklahoma City, Okla.: Dr. E R Mc:
(?Flll]ll}', Kansas City, Mo.: F. L. Crowson 'L:'tl(e
City, Fla.; B. wW. Stayton, Bowling Gl‘lﬁt'll’ Ky :
Lam Lawrence, Tarboro, N. C.: W. S.' 1\,0',5'
Annandale, Minn.; Eld B, Petty, Corinth, I{\;.‘"
JE. E. Miller, Morganville, Kans.; William .()'
Folsom, Henniker, N. H.; John I. Lee (‘unlvl].
Okla.; Daniel Fauble, Lancaster, Ohlo; F‘. C‘. P‘tli'e:
n_mn. Berne, Ind.;: John Hammany, Stanton Miﬁn '
Charles Murcell, Oakland, Calif: 1. B Miscall
Albany, N. Y.; F. E. Rohlang. Winfleld, Mo.:

of the Towline

E, H, Shinn, Pottsville, Ark.: W. H. Grabjel, West
Mansfield, Ohio; C. L. French, Perryville, Mo,

Everyone who approves of the work The
Commoner ig doing is invited to co-operate along
the lines of this special subscription offer.
cording to the terms of this offer cards each

moner, will be furnished in lotg of five, at the rate
of $3 per lot. This places the yearly subseription
rate at 60 cents.

i ;Alny one ordering these cards may sell them
r
on each lot sold, or he may sell them at the cost
price and find compensation in the fact that he
has contributed to the educational campaign,
These cards may be paid for when ordered,
or they may be ordered and remittance made after
they have been sold. A coupon is printed below
convenience of those who desire to par-

ticipate in this effort to increase The Commoner's
circulation: '

| THE GOMMONER'S SPEGIL OFFER

Application tor Subscription Cards

b
Publisher Commoner: [ am Intereste -
" '1 0 clreaalnz The Commoner's clreululonﬁggdl::
8 r;:d you to send me a supply of subseription
1 5 cn” 5. Iagree to use my utmost endeavor to
: Sell the cards, and wil) remit for them at the
._‘56. ——| Tale of 00 cenys each, when sol
25 Te— Nm- ferarranshasan e L I T T T T A YT I )
5_6 -::‘ Box, on STRHI‘I‘ No R L LLTE L Ty e
75 Po O. AR L L T YTl LT STAT.- AL L I T T TR T 00.00
il Indicate the nambe f rds b
Ind y t r of ca wanted
10q marking X uppns*gf olr‘:e of the numbers prlnl'ay-
—_— ank.

ed on end of this
——-m
. If you belleve the paper is doing a work that mer=
S éncouragement, fill out the above coupon and mall |
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