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THE GRAIN GROWERS' GUIDER

riff Salt Mine

Lee Francis lzmn bas written an able book on (he il an It works out In

the Unlted

wien.  The principle is the rame sverywhere,

He shows up

he gre system by aking & salt mine as an Wustration. The
can be obialngd from The Public Book Dept , Ellswerth,
Buliding, Chicage, for 30 conin, postpaid

borders of Philadeiphia, this dear
oid eity of Beutherly Love. And
pup g o | onn the valy it mine inside
I enn ool in Philaded

ET one illustration wulfice. Suppose
I that | onn & salt mine within the

the curporslion
phia and clsrnhere in competition with
sther producers of salt And o far
the loenl trade is concerned | have the
sdvantage of having practienlly ne costs
Hewever, if | put up my price ton high
in my greedd lor lig profite, my competiton
sill come in and gt & part of the trade
Now enn | avedd this interference by
ewtside shippere forvigners? Ny & Pro
tevtive Tandf All | peed s 1o declare for
bome markels for home proddacen”™
frotection to home industrive ele.,
oslling attention o the danger of “lorvign™
evmpetithon —and by I menn,
simply, from any peint Leyond the city
salls—~and the neevaity of o
the Mabepriced labor of | hiladelphia
from the “cheap™ labor clees here, and
ghadly sill the prog le give me the desired
protection.™ | have now a wall srvund
me of one hundred or two hundred per
eenl. | ean sow more than doulle the
prive of salt, and still hedd the “home
market.™ | bave &8 monopely. | am
“protecied ™ in my extortivn. And thet
is what & tarilf is for
But does this prevent my shipping salt
o New York and clsenbere’ Not ol
ol Dot | ean still go on charging
monopely prives “al home” and w0 |
ran favor shipping even salt out—if |
fod | can produce more than be con-
sumed Ly the local market. Neither
does it mean that | can oppose all “for
oign” goods coming in. It is only & core
tain Lind of gowds that | ean oppose
coming in, vie, salt. | can faver pulling
wme goods on the “free list " —Lut nel
salt uribermore, | ean go so far in
my enthusinam to develop trade that |
can faver the giving of bounties—even
on Uhe salt which | ship to other cities
I ean faver Letter harbors, so as to bring
in more gowds from other places—so
long as the Lariff walls keep out salt
And that is the philssophy of o tarilf
wall. It is for the purpose of enalling
the producer of certain things to incrense
their prices lg home consumers. It has
bo olher purpose. And so the protecs
tonist has no oljection lo goods gring
oul. That will net hurt his Lusiness.
In fact, be is probally the very une who
s swending them oul. To the abnormal
profits e is alde to get at home he ean
sdd normal profits by selling in foreign
tvaniries.  And if he did not make profits
be would st produce for the lureign
trade
. Now does be object 1o all gonds coming
i from foreign countries. lle whjects
only to the Lind of goods that he pro-
ducen.  Each Protectionist has his own
particular “salt  mine.” Other goods
R Just a8 well be placed on the “free
W™ g0 far as he is concerned. Free
irade in all products bt his own, that
would Le perfeetly salisfactory 1o him.
But the prople who have salt to buy—
®hat of them? And so we see that Free
Trade would not bankrupt the consumer.
B faet, it would save him bhankruptey.
"T"" bim it » il be an infinite bLiessing.
om would it injure? The producer.
ould it injure all producers® Certainly
Bl Which ones would it injure? Only
thowe producers » ho desire o estallish
§ monopoly over the home trade. They
;," the ones, and the ouly ones, whom
“":01'1.." would injure, . Tn all others
it .“u;"t-;nw like & benediction, beeause
b n I”:mnnl-h the amount of labor

Lol wrder Lo live.

The Senator’s Salt Mine
”‘?:':.lmllu‘l this is the purpose of all
Ih""“':" 'n trade is shown by every
L wus o Speee h made at \\_unlmwh-n‘

ol yesterday that a United States

*nator said “1
vol
8 i ote for the tariff

forcign™

protedting

ore simply because it will increase
the value of the iron mines of my state,”

* oot -].:'_' bave it His

' particular
s iron ore lands. < 1 do not

say that he owns mines Mmeell
has nuthing te do with it. It slmpdy
shows the object of “protection ™ This
same clogquent senntor is heartily in faveor
of Pree Trade in many thinge—things
sl produced in his state.  He is henrtily
opposed (o the princigle of protectios

exevpl on iron ore

That

He would le opposed
o protection on iren ere, did st e
Slalr prodoce i, Al Lhis s culled states
manship

And so | repest that while from the
standpeint of the ronsumer nothing
could bhe more contradictory than the
superstitione fear of Free Trade, yot
from the » ol of those whe have
“aalt mines protect™ it ia perfectly
consistenl

And so the unquestioned purpose of
Protection is 1o enalde the home producer
o mise his prive 1o home o
It is the producer’s mensure. It is by
him and Tor him.  How the consumer
ever rame Lo think he would be beaefitind
by Leing compelled 1o pay far more for
things than he othersise would pay
s beyond the fnite mind to fathom
And it s alvight from the producen’
point of view., Nut what of the vom
sumer? 1t is alvight from the standpoint
of these sho have proclucts 1o sell, hut
shat of thise who have these products
to buy? Where do they come in? Well,
they just think they are in

In the typienl Wlustration uweed, ofl
can see how Protection would help me,
beenuse | have salt 1o sell and own the
mine. Put how does it henefit those
who have salt to buy? There can be
butl one answner—it does notl benefit them
And so sl the contradictions growing
oul of vur dictrine of & high pretective
ariff is due 1o the point of view, We are
trying 1o make it appear to benefit the
consumer. Bt it is not Tor Lhe consumer
Protection is sholly in the interest of the
prslucer. And so be enn laver sending
grovde vul, ot oppose baving gowmle
brought hack<<that is, the kind of greuds
which he himeell produces. As to olher
goenis he can even L\uv their Leing placed
on the “free i ™

But you ask, what kind of a law could
be passed to benefit both producer and
consumer’ | answer, no law. The
thing is impossille. The only purpose
of law should be to enforce natursl
laws. And you cannot possibly interfere
with the laws of nature 1o Lenefit one
class without injuring the other.

Congress eannot give 1o one man withe
out taking from snother. What congress
by law gives to the producer, it takes from
the consumer. Where else could it get
H? N ennnot raise the selling price for
the producer without also raising the cont
price to the consumer. For il is lhe
consumer—and he alone—must give what
the producer gets. And so all that the
prolucers guin by Protection the con-
sumers lose.

mer

I repent that whatever the law enables
the producer to get in wddition to the nor-
mal price, which is the prive svured ia
open compelition=it compels the pro-
ducer to give. If this is not class legis-
lation, then what is?

A just government does not exist for
the purpose of helping one class plunder
another, or 1o enrich vne class al the
expense of another. Neither does it
exist to compel one class of citizens
to pay to anuther a higher price than ean
be obtained by the natural laws of trade.
In fact government exists lo prevent
these very Lhings. No greater vivlation
of the natural rights of man was ever
shown than in the emactment of & pro-
tective tlarniff,

The Consumer has Nothing to Say

One can see from the very nature of
things that protection is a measure by the
producer and for the producer. And he
bas vnly to see how all tariflf laws are
framed to be more fully convinced.
Who frame them? 7The producer. Who
fix the rates? The producer. The con-
sumer is sot there. Hle 3.‘-1 even con-
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sidered. The ronsumer is an unknown
individual at Washington
In._a receat speech of great foree,

elogquence and truth, Senator Cummine,
of lowa, = after commenting on the
utter ignoring of the interests and demands
of the consumer—uttered these warning
words: 1 know, Mr. President, that
the voices of thuse that are clamoring
for an increase of custom-house Luxation
are more distinetly heard in the corridors
and commitlee fooms of the Senale);
but there will come a time presently
when the clamor of the millions who want
some reliel will sound like the ronr of »
thousand Niagaras from une veenn Lo Lhe
other.”

Senator La  Pollette, of Wisconsin,
Senator Gore, Okluhoma, and a few olher
courageotis men of  Loth  parties—but
only a few—have repeatedly called the
attention of the representatives of private
interests that there really is such a thing
as “the ‘consumer.” Their eloguent
and unanswersble pleas have been useless
—save as & means of enlightening the
country. The only man recognised in a

rolection measure is  the producer,

t is now “up to the people™ 1o et con-

gress know that & law which enriches the
producer al Lhe cost of the consumer is
an unjust law,

Senator Dolliver, of lowa, in one of the
greatest speeches ever made in the United
Slates Senate, recently showed that the
present Payne tanff lall did not originate
even in the famous Finance Commiltee
He showed that these very schedules
now being delmied were prepared even
“Wefore the louse Commitive was ap-
poisted.”  From a letter written before
the Ways and Means Commitiee had held
its first meeting, he showed practically
the exact language found in the Payne
bill as it passed the House and in the
report of the Finance Committee of the
Senate. And so it was the producer who

framed the terms of the Hll. It wae
framed in their private offices. No one
cares even o deny . And it will be
ted

As showing that it is ot the consumer
who demands & tariff, sor writes tariff
schedules, and that the producer is the
man, and the only man considered, or
benelitied Ly a protective tanff; we have
indications in & speech, made by the Hon.
dohn Sherman, of Ohbio, way back in
1567, In those days statesmen seemed
not to have become so hardened as to
even claim that a protective tariff Lenefits
the consumer y seem o have
renlized that they were serificing the
consumer for the benefit of the producer,
though they thought it & necessary, but
temporary, sacrifice. They did not ex-
veet it 1o last bong.  In fact, they prom-
ised that it would not lust long.

It was in 1807 that was formed the
agreement Letween the | grower and
the wool manufacturer as 4o the tariff
rates which should exist. John Sherman
then used this remarkable language, as
quoted by Senstor Dolliver: “N
said, | know, that there was & very im-
portant class of people not consulted
when this arrangement was made. That
is true; the consumers were not consulled,
and the consumers have to pay the in-
creased cost.”

*oe

A man st a Glasgow hotel, in a lond
tone of vuice, ealled his friend back
just as be was leaving the dining room
and then whispered to bim—"llow far
would you have got if | hadu’t enlled you
back?”” The other, straightening bim-
sell up, replied in & tone, loud envugh
for all to hear—"" No, sir, | won't lend you
five pounds. | baven't got it on we, and
i 1 bad | wouldn tlet you have it until
you id me what you berrowed Lwo
months ago.” His friend will pever call
him back again in & public dining-room.
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