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I t  has beell suggested that the general question of the 
Cost of Living, as we find it here and now, could receive sotlie 
I aluable light from a consideration of the relation of the pro- 
tcctive tariff to  prices. Neither the pertinence nor the high 
ilnportance of this auxiliary inclulry can be successfully de- 
~:ictl. 

'T'he liaturc of the effect of protective tariffs on prices call 
Ile statctl easily, tu~hesitatingly, uiiivcrsally. It is and must b,: 
t o  increase the price of the protected article ~ ~ i t h i n  the pro- 
fcctetl arca. 'Ihi5 is ~:otlling inore, ill fact, than saying that  
I'rotectioi1 is one of the words that mean their definitions. An 
:trticle is protected hy preventing the purcliase of a similar a r -  
ticle elsewhere. If the article is not to  be had a t  a lower 
price c l ~ ~ ~ r ~ l l c r e ,j)urchase is not prevented by an import the 
rlilt:. ancl thertforc thcrc is no  gi-o1111tlfor clainiiiig that  such 
tluty protects. Atly t n ~ i f  that ditl not increase prices woulll 
1.r uheless ; ah lias 1;cen again ant1 ;igsin admitted. This worli- 
i!rg of a rcstrictivc policy \\as happily calletl by Fredcric Bas-
xiat, some 60 years ago, a "negative railroad"; for it places ob- 
stiuctions to  commerce just where, ancl as, railroads tend t o  
I-iI J I O X - ~c>l>structions. 

1t is \\hell ~ \ e  pas5 from the quality to  the quantity of this 
ilccc.5hary cffect, aiitl t ry  t o  estimate the aiilouilt by which 
~'riccs ant1 cost of living are increased hy l~rotecti\re tariffs, 
.hat wTc e ~ l c o ~ l i l t ~ r  'fhe source of these diffiEculties tliflculties. 
I \  mainly in the coiilcidelrcc of several factors, all workiilg in 
:hc saille c;iscctioi~, ant1 the Iacli of means for clistinguishir~g 
1 o i l  of I f o r  a  t 1 hlany causes have been 
.L\ij;llt (1 i o t  t l ~ c1iig,11 I ) I  icc5 I I O \ \ ~  1): e \  ailing, and among thein 
:,I r it . \  t~ral ;:,root1 olie.. For CX;LII I~IC,  have pro1)-the f(~1lowing 
. l ? ~ l \ .  all conlributctl ill some ~neasui-e: 

T h e  i o r m a t i o ~ ~  and close associations of pro of ~ ~ o ~ v e r f u l  
tlucers, each coi~trolling the greater part, or a large part, of 
so~i ic  11eccssar)-. This  factor I place first, only because it 
.sccins to  1)e most often uametl, ant1 not because I would deny 
that coniliinationi of capital i11ay h a l e  done more, 011 'the 
s.holc, to  seduce thaii increabe prices. 111 fact, a successful 
~,usincss c:~rnbillatio~l is usually successful because it  is of real 
crvice to the l~ul,lic 11y \a\ ing expense. ITowcver, those who 

11~1-Corn1that  service are too often ovcrpaicl for it. But  " t l~a t  
i ,  ailother <tory." The  cases in whic l~  the price of a "trust"- 
ha tie article is tlntlul;; high occur, as a rule, where the article 

11aia high ~>rotective tluty. A great ecoiioniic truth was ati- 
11otinc~dby IJ,a~~-emcj er, when he said that  "the wet-nurse of , ,1ru\tL, is the 1'1-otection tariff." I t  is proper, I believe, t o  re- 
gartl the tariff as the true cause of the illcreased price in such 
cases. 
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Second : the d e m a ~ ~ d s  strikes,
of '&orkingmen, through 

arid shortei- hours, causing scarcity of labor. A universal S-
hour day woul(l inaterially illcrease the cost of living. 

Rlore important than either of the foregoing factors is the 
relative increase in urban population, and the higher standard 
of livit?g, or  rather say, extravagance, bringing what once 
were luxuries inore and inore into the class of accepted neces- 
s'iries. This  is true of agricultural cotnn-~unities as well as of 
cities, due partly t o  increase in intercourse between city a i ~ d  
country frotn iinpro\ed rneans of communication. I n  rural 
districts Go years ago m'any a cultivated woman could be 
iound, who received her friends or  attended functions in a 
calico or  muslin dress of her own make, costing 6 to 10 cents a 
yard ;  who could not understand how ally one could spencl 
$100 a year on tlrcsses; for whom a carriage-drive was a rare 
treat, 1-escrr.et1 for great occasions; and \vho spent less money 
in a year than do her grailddaughters now in a month. The  
youiig 111a11 of the faiuily seldom possessed a buggy;  now IIP 
:ports ail automobile, and inay have borrowecl inoiley to  pay 
for it which he  cailiiot return bccause of the $500 or iuore it 
costs hi111 annually to  keep his inacliii~e rut~ning. It is clain~ed 
that  200,000 automobiles have been ordered for the year 1910, 
at a cost of $Z~~.OOO,OOO, and it  will cost many nlillions inore 
t o  keep i h e n ~  going. Tens of thousands. of men are einployed 
in nlakiilg tl-icsc a ~ ~ t o ~ n o b i l e s  who might otherwise be raising 
foodstrtrfs or  n~ai i t~factur ing clothing or fui-nitt~re. The auto- 
rnobilr i5, tl~crefore. an importatlt factor ill the cost of l i ~ i n g .  
?+r houhanils arc cilgagctl in tlie manufacture of frill.;, f t~rhc-  
lows, ant1 tlic Iiligciic tlemancletl by the fa~liion of totla!, who 
nlight 11c more p r o d u c t i ~ e l ~  wexroccuj~ied. ancl those who 
these l~onnets  ant1 go\vns can no longer make them for t1lell1- 
selves as they did in the (lays of the "simple life." Thus great 
~iuinbei-sof the class who were once contributing producers 
pre now only consumers. I n  a rural to\vn of Pennsyl~arlia 
;:;ere are T O  t-iiorving-picture machine shows, that  take it1 $ 1 5  
each c ~ r ~at1 a~-eragc  per clay, amr)utltitig to $47,000 a year,-- 
enough to pay thr intcrest on a loan for park\ . sewer.; anti im 
!)so\ ccl strecth which the to\+rl claims it cannot afford. 

Ex t r a~agancc  in eatirig ancl clrinl\ilig iq a nlost importat~t 
cause of high cost of l i v i ~ ~ g .W e  waste enorixously in our 
Iiitchens-enough, we have often been reminded, t o  support a 
large additionai population,-ancl our national bill for liquors 
and tobacco, with inen buying cigars for 10 to  25 cents apiece, 
when before the Civil war a cent apiece used to  be regarded a 
fair price, is a serious concern. ilt takes 10 to 12 pounds oi 
grain to malie a pound of meat, that contains hardly rnore 1111-

trirnent than an equal weight of grain; a i d  we know by the 
exaniple of other countries that life can be comforta1)ly su5- 
!airled 011 a far less proportion of illeat than is here eaten. 
t o  all this oui- waste of our forest heritage,-of our coal,-of 
our ~~~atcrcourses,-ai1t1 does it  not seem that  we are squan- 
dering our patrimoily? And yet i t  is quite conlinon in this 
country t o  boast of this prodigal waste as a "high staildard of 
living,"--making an  excellence of wlhat is really a vice. 
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Governmetltal extravagance must be added, along with 
1:rivate extravagance. The  cost of government, if we regard 
merely its necessary functions, may perhaps not have in-
creased unduly since the Civil war, but .the cost of our so-
called "defenses," of war past and war imagined for the future, 
I!as grown enormously. W e  are paying every year, for pen- 
~ ;o l l s ,more than thc entire cost of government before the war, 
,!ntl are piling up the 1)ills for forrifications and military prep- 
:iratioas ant1 war-ve\sels a t  a rate suggestive of urgent terror, - L.ltllo it is notorious that our coui~try has not been threatenecl 
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with attack from any quarter for inore tllan 40 years, and the 
danger from attack grows less as civilization advances. The  
cost of butchering our  fellow-beings has so grown, that  na- 
tions inay soon he forced t o  find some rational way of settling 
llieir differences. T h e  cotisecluent 11urde11 of high national 
taxation we ha l e  thus far patiently borne, but there is 1x0 

tloul)t that  i t  has helped t o  increase the cost of living. 
Hig-her land values and rents, with exhaustion of the once 

I-nbouncled supply of fertile farms to be had for the trouble of 
occupying them, are also contributing factors; increasing the 
capital on which tlividcntls ha \c  i o  be earned, and the  cost of 
s ~ ~ p p l y i n g  Thus is turned in other food-animals and crops. 
directions much of the force that  used to  be applied t o  food 
~~rotluctioil .  There is not time for a satisfactory discussion of 
the extent t o  which prices are influenced by rents, but this 
ma!- bc assumed: that  while differences in the rental value of 
land employed in production ]nay not appear in prices, the 
rent of the cheapest land necessarily so employed does appear, 
and that  the practical exhaustion of "no-rent" lands in our 
country is showing itself in the price of its products. The  
real cause here at work is our  rapidly increasing population. 
I t  now doul~les every 30 years, the average life considerably 
lengthening ancl infant mortality diminishing as hygienic con- 
ditions improve. This tindoubtedly sharpens the demand for 
food, while the destruction of forests makes timber dear, an3  
turning into farrns n~illions of acres of free ranges has se-
duced the numbers, as well as increased the price, of beef-
cattle. I t  is said that  the country has 2,000,000 less cattle 
than 2 years ago, with 2,000,000 more to  eat beef. This would 
,itlvance the price of beef were there no trusts, since demand 
and supply ultin~ately fix prices. 

Ylet another cause for the worldwide increased cost of 
living, perhaps more in~por tan t  than any, is the reduced pur- 
chasing power of the dollar, resulting from the greatly in- 
creased production of dollars from the iuiaes. The "cyanide 
process" for extracting gold, bringing within the range of 
profitable treatment countless tons of ore which the older and 
iI1orc expensive methods had rejected, the several years eas-
lier introduced, first made itself felt in con~~mercesome 14years 
ago. Then  it  was that the general level of prices, as calcu- 
lated by statisticians from the acverage of a number of articles 
largely bought and sold, reached a mini111u111 and began t o  as- 
cend. 1111 popular language, and. in popular thougl~t ,  the ac- 
cepted unit of value has soinetl~ing of the same unchanging 
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character as the 'rower yardstick and Winchester bushel; yet 
it is very plain that  wy~en, under the free action of supply and 
demand, the prices of the nlajority of commodities move in 
cne direction, the actual change of value is illore probably in 
the u ~ i i t  of reckoning than in the concert of commodities. So  
the general rise in prices, which begail to  replace the gradual 
fall that  ended in 1Sg6, was esse~ltially an expressio~i of the 
fact that  dollars had grown more numerous and easier t o  
nianufacture. Prof. Selign~an has reii~inded. us that our con- 
dition is a repetition of that  In France about 1578. '1'11e.11tiler-e 
was great excitement ant1 fillally riots, over the great rise in 
prices. Then, as now, there were Inany people who iound 
nunibers of causes, such as  monopolies, the conditions of foy- 
cign exclzange, the extravagance of courts and people, agri- 
cultural movements, etc. But a ccrtain Jean Dodi~i properl:,- 
ascribed it t o  "the abuntlance of gold and silver brought by . 
the Spaliiards from America." 1'1of. S. N. l'attcn, whose in- 
genuity seems unfailing, now writes a learned and interesting 
essay on pi-ices, ignori~lg the definition of a price as a ratio. 
Following Adam Smitll, he finds in the price of coinmoditics 
three elements: price of labor, rate of profit, and amoutit of 
rent. iBe it  so ;  but these three elements are in reality six, 
eacli working in one direction for the conlmodity considereri, 
and ill tlie other for the money metal. 

Thus  we hawe a ilun3ber of causes, each tending t o  pro- 
duce higher cost of living, and all a t  once active ;and our pro?)- 
lem is t o  separate the effects of one from those due t o  tlie 
others. The  exl>erirnei~tei- in physical science has a decideti 
advantage over the observer of social phenomena, in the facil- 
ity with which he can change the conditions of his observa- 
tions, and show the true factor a t  work by continued presence 
of an effect in the absence of all other factors; to  the social 
student, depriver of the power of modifying conditions a t  will, 
i t  is necessary t o  discover the presence and absence of indi- 
vidual factors as he can, and deal with them as he finds them. 
Now with regard to  most of the causes of high prices we have 
been considering, i t  seems evident that their action is not af- 
fected in any important degree by crossiilg international 
Loutldary lines. The  ~i~onopolizing power of great corpora- 
tions of producers o r  distirbutors, except as  aided by a pro- 
tective tariff, and the influence of workingmen on whose toil 
there is no protection, are not confined within such lines; nor 
is the growing appetite for luxuries coiltrolled by them. The  
depreciatioii of the unit of values is somethi~lg that  affects the 
whole coillmercial world, and shows itself for purchasable 
commodities everywhere. Such inequalities as appear in its 
working, result froin varying degrees of sensibility to  its op- 
eration; sales in great tlletropolitan markets showing it first, 
those in country neighborhootls afterwards, and wages of 
lsbor last. Land values are increasing in the Canadian 
Northwest, and in other countries to  which settlers are at-
tracted, as  they are here. But the action of the tariff on im- 
ports stops short a t  tlle national boundary; a mile from that  
inlpalpable line is the same as a thousand miles. Tho  the in- 
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creased taxation brought upoil us by our lavish gouernlne11:al 
cxperlditure may be negligible in comparison, and other iac- 
tors may be practically identical for neighl~oiillg places be- 
tween which the boundal-y line runs, the tariff has full force 
on one side and no force 011 the other. 

I t  is natui-ally inferrect, therefore, that the best ek' 'it 1ence 
that  call be foui~tl  for the actual relation (71 thc tariff to prices 
ix  l)y conip:1ring places near together, so as t o  I)e equally ac- 
ccssll~let o  sources o f  \npltly,---ant1 o the r i~ i i c  circ:trnstanced 
;< nearly alike as possil)le, but oile witllin the L'uited Statcs 
ant1 the other j ~ ~ s t  I t  is this nat- across the Canadian border. 
cral  iilfcrence that gives especial interest to  a coinparison re-
ccntly published, b c t ~ e e n  prices of common necessaries in 
lletroit, Mich., and Windsor, Ontario, "separated by a half 
niile of river and a thousand miles of tariff." The  figures 
sliow that  agricultural staples (wheat, corn, hay) are T I  to  3,3 
1.tr cent. higher in Iletroit. while eggs, butter and cheese are 
24 to  43 per cent higher, pork and beef-cuts -51to  60 per cent., 
311~1 clothing 67 per cent. in excess,-the diKerence being coil- 
sidesable all along the line, but significailtly greatest for nec- 
essaries whose production it1 the Ul-iited States the most care 
has been ta l i~ l l  t o  "protect." If this little table were all the 
information we hat1 on the subject, we m i ~ ~ h t  perhaps be sus- 
pic.ious of i t ;  hut  siinilar parallels could 11e drawn for other 
l~o in ts  along ,our 3,500-n~ile northern frontier. The  people 
seeins to  be iinprest that  they indicate soinething wrong; for 
we are assured that  in the recent bye-election for Representa- 
iive from the I'lymouth Rock and Cape Cod Congressional 
district, the vviniler made reciprocity with Canada his leading 
issue, and created a revolution in the vote. 

Do s:tch comparisons of prices as that  just summarized, 
1)etween Detroit ant1 Windsor, indicating an  average about 40 
per cent. higher for the coinmonest necessaries of life in the 
former city, show what the mass of our people have t o  pay 
for tlie precious privilege of pampering favorite industries and 
"interests"? I do not see that  there is any escape from t h l t  
conclusion. \ I t  is iinpossible that  any 5uch differences as 
those reported could be nlaintaiiled if there were free com-
municaticn between the two cities coml~arctl. There, cer-
tainly, we have a case in which the one factor of tariff is dis- 
~oc ia ted  fronl the others working t o  raise prices, and we have 
thus a chance t o  estimate its effect numerically. From stud- 
ies of this kind, but much more extensive, Mr. Byron Holt 
estimated that  in 1903 the cost of living was nearly 12 per 
c tnt .  higher than it woultl have been without a tariff. Hence 
calculating that the average iamily consumetl $941 worth per 
annum, its increased payment on account of tariff was $111; 

$16.50 to  the government it1 collections, $91.50 to the ?'rusts 
in higher prices. Of this $94.50, $9.25 was on wolletls, more 
t h a i ~$17 011 other clothing, $6.25 on furiliturc, $4.25 on beef 
and n ~ u t t o i ~  and pork, $10.25 on building materials ancl tools, 
and so on. I n  1910, the cost of living 11~iilg 15 per cent. 
Ligher, the average fanlily pays $1,080, of which 10 per cent., 
$108, is tribute t o  the Trusts  and other protected interests. 
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Since the scale of average prices, according t o  Bradstreet's 
index numbers, rose 62 per cent. between 1896 and 1910, 
~ & / l ~ i l caccording to the Ecotlol1list and t o  Sauerbeck the rise 
iii England was but 27 or  29 per cent. in the saine time, 114r. 
I-lolt finds the work of our protective tariff, which must be 
accountal~le for the largest s11;irc of this difference, quite sig- 
nificant. I ,I\ hi\ is no  suitaljlc occas io~~  to atrilce the balance of good 
; ? ~ i r levil, as affected by our pro\,is~onal and tentative conclll- 
.ion that  protective tariff5 in the 1-nited. States increase the 
cost of living to  the aouth of the Canadian border by 40 per 
cent. above what it is to  the north. Detroit, for instance, is 
and will probably always contiilue t o  be a inore prosperous 
scttleineilt than MTintlsor. I'robably the opportunities for re- 
t;~unerative enzployillellt are greater in the former city,--pos- 
sihly eriougli greater to balance the higher cost. IVLrhatever 
cvideilce there is for the view that all sacrificed ill import t as -  
ation is recovered ill industrial well-being, shoultl assuredly 
not be overlooked. Kor should we disregard the testi~noily of 
Xntlrew Car~iegie, who was 20 years ago tlle stoutest and per- 
lraps tlir ablest atlvoc'atc of a protcctixe policy, hut who has 
lately, ill his testin~otly before tllc Ways  and Aleans Comtnit- 
tee,  given cogent reasons for a retluction of duties on iron and 
steel. 'Hie reniinds the Colllii~littee and the country that  the 
5uccess of Protection is never fully attained until a point is 
reached a t  which the protective duty can be finally removed, 
and that  that  point should be kept always in view as the final 
goal of Protection. Mr. Carnegie has always held firmly to 
the opinion of John Stuart Mill, that  there are conditiotls in- 
c;tlental to  an undeveloped. country, when a protective duty 
may be the best way in which that  country can tax itself t o  
promote its industrial growth. I t  follows necessarily that  the 
tax  is to  disappear when the growth has been attained. But  
t t  is t:o part of the object of this essay either t o  espouse or  t o  
controvert the theories of Alessrs. Mill and Carnegie. The  
points on which I insist are that, whether for good or  for ill, 
the tarifi tax is actually a tax, and that  i t  is treating the people 
~tnfairly to  deny, disguise, or  conceal its actual effect in in- 
creasing the living expenses of the great Inass of our citizens, 
the consunlers of protected goods. 

!The question of public benefit and harm, iroin the general 
rise in prices, deserves a careful and dispassionate considera- 
tion, for  i t  has two sides. The  first effects of increasing prices 
are agreeable to  so n1any difi'erent classes of people that  they 
zre quite apt  t o  be regarded as "good times',, o r  "prosperity." 
Protluction is stimulated, particularly of the articles for which 
the higher price is first to  be had : there is an increased demand 
for labor in those lines, which before long cotllniunicates itself 
to  other iines, leading more or  less protnptly to  advances in 
rates of wages; there is increased, demand for capital, grateful 
to  those \vho have it  t o  invest; while the great number who 
have nothing directly t o  gain fro111 this "prosperity," but have 
to  pay for i t  in higher prices, may. share in it  indirectly by 
partaking in the diffused blessing of general confidence. But 
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after this first stage, even when it is not followecl by an imine- 
diate reaction, there come effects less agreeable. There  is a 
wider sense that the "prosperity" is not universal, naturally 
heellest anmng those who discovei that they are not having 
their share. There are labor troubles: workingmen believe 
that their wages are not advancing so fast as the cost of whxt 
they have to  buy, ant1 seek to  correct the maladjustment; 
v hile those employed in industries that have not been favored 
by increased prices, who therefore cannot expect higher 
wages to  offset their higher expenses, become d.iscontented 
and frequently tt~rbulent.  And there is a large class depend- 
ent upon fixt incomes. I t  is manifest that  a general higher 
level of prices is not an un~nixed good, and that the impossi- 
hility of it. working equitably makes it  a serious evil. While 
the  prices of l i~ost  salable gootls arc coi~lparatively easy to  ad- 
just t o  the gciieial scale, those of newspapers (for example) 
are practically much more diffi~ult ,  being like street car fares, 
and all railway fares generally, so fixedly connected in the 
public mind with one definite ail-iount that  t o  increase them 
v~ould  a t  once cause a dangerous loss of custon~.  

Assuming, then, that a correctiotl of the evils of Iiigher 
cost of living is highly desii-able, n l la t  can be done and how 
can I\-e tio i t ?  T o  retluce the production of gold fro111 t l ~ e  
mines might he an effective illeasure if it were practicable, but 
it is not. T o  restore the "simple life," to  cure the extravagant 
habits into which our  country has fallen, and instead of waste 
cstahlish ccononl?, woultl bc a practical and a nohle work, and 
I\ oultl tlo much to relie\ o thc .iititatioii, bu t  sttch a change 
mr~.;t be slow. \\.hilst urging oils fclloxv-citizens to  the full 
nleasurc of our po\vci-, t o  ralse "the stantlard of living" intel- 
lt ctually and morally rather tl-iall sumptuarily, and pass down 
(JUT bounteous inl~eritance t o  posterity t~one  the worse for our  
l~av ingheltl it, we nlust looli for effective relief in some other 
tlirection. 

To supl ) rv~\ .or  cr1r.0 thc. "'J'rusts," i q  a specific quite at- 
fractile tc) somr mindi.. 'I'he cottntry has heen trying for a 
umber of )-cars to  red~tcc tho<e organizations to some sort of 

subordination, but the right way to tlo this has  not yet bee11 
applied. T h e  t ruth appears t o  be that  the evil they do is so 
ivixed ~ v i t h  good, that  their interests are on so many points 
bound up with those of the public, as to  make it  impossible t o  
suppress them, or greatly curb their power, without hurting 
the pul)lic 111oi-c than the trusts are hurt. Little or  nothing 
has the country gained fro111 the suits to  wllich it  has subjectetl 
them. In  trutli, the w-hole cai-~lpaigri against corporations un-
ller psesent laws seems an absurdity. If they are fined, they 
inake the suits cost the people many tiillcs what is ever real- 
i ~ e dfro111 the defendaiits; if they should be outla\ved and dis- 
solved ttndei- one namr. i t  will alwlays be easy for the111 to 
iinite again under another. 

rI * he true fight for 11s is not against the existence of cor-
~lorations, hut against their abuses. Let then1 serve the pco- 
ple, hut not cheat the people. Let  them keep their legitimate 
profits, but take away the exorbitant profits we pour into their 
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izpt., by a tariff tax for tlicir benefit; in a word, remove or 
greatly retluce the import duties on trust-made articles. The  
ti-ue 111ethod would be as easy to  apply as the false method has 
l~een  dific,cult antl costly. If eggs are unciuly dear, or  butter, 
t~ecause a "cold-storage trust" controls thein, bring the price 
liere ant1 in Canada t o  a level by abolishing the tariff a t  the 
frontier. Of  the "beef trust" 111alics meat costly, adinit in 
competition the 121-oduct of other countries. I n  this country 
the number of people i5 less than tlouble that of cattle, while 
in the Argentine there are 6 cattle for every human inhabi- 
t an t ;  but our laws tells us t h j t  evcry advantage of that food- 
n~eal th must go elsewhere, and cur  own people be left at  the 
mercy of the "beef trust." 

But the iliost flagrant rol,'uci-y of our 1)copl~ the Cus-
tom E&ouse, for the benefit of fa\ oretl "intcrcsti." is in the op-
(.I-ation of Scctioil I<, \T7001 ant1 TVoolcns, uhicll Presideilt 
'raft p r o ~ i c ~ ~ n c c d  indefensible. I t  i5 fail of "jo1;crs" and other 
iniquities, and has much to do with the high cost of living, t o  
all who \\+ear ~voolens, or who would wear tllenl if not forced 
t ~ ,  the use of >hodtly. T'he schetiule was inadc 1 ) ) ~an associa- 
tioil of niai~ufactur cs i in co11ll)inatic:n \\ it11 wool-growers. antl 
jiut thru our Congi-rss ill the uiu;tl \yay. I t  \bras originally 
:,:i\rcn out as being a con?pens;ltioi: for an itlterlial-revenue 
\\as t a s  on xvoolen ~ n a n u f a c t ~ ~ r c \  ; I ~ u t  hen tlie iilterllal-rev- 
cnue tax was re111orcd, aftti- the 7~a1-, tlle import duties were 
only increased, and no\v t l~osc  who feed on the111 hold the 
eoulrtry by the thi-oat. 

The  moderation 7vitll \vhicli the Steel C ~ r ~ > o r a t i o n  has 
11>ed its ellormou:; p o \ ~ e r ,  has becn genci-ally confessed, a11d IVC 

;:re glad t o  kilo\v that  that great corporation recognizes fair 
dealing as in accorda~ice nritl~ its best interests. For  tile re-
tluctions of duty allowetl 1))- it, i l l  the tariff' enacted last sunl- 
~ > , e r ,we arc grateful, but \ve ot~gilt  to  lla~rc free steel, and l l r .  
('arncgic, who kno\vs, says I\ c our11 t have i t .  It can hardly 
I fc  seriou4y clainlctl that tllis grc;~t 'I 'ru~~t, \\/it11 i t \  large ex- 
i ~ ~ r t s ,really "tlrctl5" l'rotc ction. 

Cllear1~-, then, further reforliii oi our 'L'aiitf arc ~rce(Ictl, 
;.litl. if tltcy rcql~ltetl in a1,olishiilg all Custoii~ F-lo~t,es n h o s e  
collections \\-ere less than the cost of collecting. they would 
prove a t~oteworthy sabing to the ~luhlic. 

As an  optimist, I woultl call attelltion, in closing, to  the 
csscntial things of lile that arc le\\ costly t l ~ a n  for~!lerly. Tha t  
it.a morc grateful task. Safe, comfoi-table and rapid carriage 
on railroatls-on tr-ollev roads one may sollictin~cs ride 20 

miles for a 5-cent fa re :  stiperl) lll,raries, museulll; of science 
ant1 arts, richly storecl, antl free of cost ;  free pul~lic scl~ools, 
c~lldhig11 schools lxttcl- than colleges used to  be ; good news- 
papers a t  a cent a copy, alitl periodicals a t  a dollar a year; ii-u- 
1xove(l hospitals ant1 sai~itai-y con~tructiori; all the progress 0% 
a rapidly progress i~e  age, t o  help make life bettcr wort11 liv- 
ing. There is 110 increased coqt on "living upwartl." 'God's 
~vorlcl is a good \~o r ld ,  after all, and gi-oxving better. 

A. n. FARQUI-rm. 
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