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LEST WE FORGET
Commoner readers will doubtless be Interested
n the following reproductions of articles that
appeared In The Commoner during the preslden-
tial campnlgn of 1908:

WHO WILL BE THE ViCTIM?

1t I8 plaln that Candidate Taft has 'frnmr-(l up a
great bunko game for somebody, Whe i8 to be
the vietim? Wil it be Theodore Rooscvelt, or will

be the system?

o Mr, ‘ltonuﬁw-lt gselected Mr., Taft as the man -to
further his pollcles as president, He directed the
work. of mecuring delegates and packing the na-
tionad convention for him. He will naturally ex«
pect Mr, Taft to stand on his policles If elected,

The policies of Mr, Roosevelt are thoroughl
hated by the system, the chief members of whic
are Mr, Harriman, Mr. Ryan, Mr, Morgan, Mr,
Itockefeller and Mr. Rogers. They want those
policles put down just as soon as they can be,
They are rejolelng because Mr, Roosevelt fs t
retire from office on the fourth of next March. v

Yet these same men of the system declare that
the nomination of Mr, Taft for president is per-
fectly gatisfactory to them, and that so far as
they are concerned a better cholce could not have
been  made, i '

Why daes the system want Taft? Has he glven:

the word that the syvstem will be immune from
punishment for misdeeds If he wing the eleetion?
It would Beem shat the systemn would want sueh
an assurance before putting Its Q. K. on a can-
didate, and opening Its strong box besides to as-
gist him in his campaign, '

If Mr. Taft I8 going to be for Mr. Roosevelt
he is going to be agalngt the system. If he I§,
golng to. be for the system he 1s golng to P‘c

against Mr. Roosevelt.
Someone 8 golng to be. bunkoed.
to be?=Buffalo (N. Y.) Times.
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SOMERODY WILL BE FOOLED

As thWe republicans frame the situation sémet
body s to be fooled mightlly.  Who is it likellést
to be, Rockefeller and company, who will pmwdba
the sinews of war, or the masses of the peopl
who are expected to'provide the votes? hat 18
the sum of It, whichevar . why we take It; or con-
slde i',. . i) i ] RN

Wra are promised a gh’m{&q of policies, Of w'hlﬁth
policies—the polibles. ‘of 'the ‘fepublican 'presillen't,
or. the policles of 'the réapublican congress? . Tha
republican party cnn.goﬂ. ¢ trpe to the one with-
out repudiating the other. It can Ent- at nel_sgd
thd same time keep' step with'Roogevelt, the 1=
cal, and Cannon, the ‘standpatter; ' with taviff red
form and the g-qsmil,dpt protection; with the trusts
of the east and theé farmérs of thé west! wlith
the pebple and the ‘system.' In one ‘Word, repub-
lleanlsm for all dts: arts. and resoutces can. not
gerve both God and Mammon, .

When the republican congress réfused té enact
a law of publioity, under whose apération black-
mall could no Jonger be levied upon any interest
by the managers of either organization, it ‘pro-
claimed the purpose of the republicans to 1ay
tribute upon the corporations and to fry the fat
out of the mm.‘ufactur rg; again to sell the forelgn
embassies to the milllopaire and promlses of no
real Interference to the: trust magnates, as a re-
turn for the means of corrupting the ballot box

and buying the election.— Loulsville Couriers
Journal, '

Who 18 it

BOGUS REVISION |

Interview in New York Sun, November 14, 1905,
with Representative Babeock, of Wisconsin:

"What would revision by the coming congress
through the committees of house and senate, as
now constituted, amount to? Those committees are
dominated by men who favor the high protection
idea, Chalrman Payne and Representative Dalzell
and Grosvenor would head the republican sub-
t-umrlnllttpp to nrawh the bill, and none of them
Would support such a measure, as t
fri_rt:]nds Q rml'islnn :mnt." : w4 Tepubliean

1€ men who control legislation in 1908, as

Babcock says, controlled tn 1905.—From TheaColfr:z
moner of October 16, 1008,

THE INCOME TAX

In its issue of July 14, the New
prints an editorial entitled, “Abandnn}:‘i‘;“thvg“{:ﬂ
come Tax.," The World editorial follows: .
“The World can understand the silence of the
republican platform in regard to an Indome tax
The republican party represents 'the plutoeratie
elements opposed to such a tax. The men ho
would contribute most to the support of Eovern-
ment under such a system of taxation are repub-
licans. Most of the men who own franchises, ‘who
have special privileges and constitute the real cap-
italist class are ropnblﬁann. Men like Mr. Rocke-
feller, Mr. Harriman, Mr. Morgan and Mr. géhlff
are naturally against an income tak, and the re-
ublican platform, with fine disregard of &l Mr
oosevelt's shricka ahout swollen fortunes, ex.
presses by Its silence their disapprobation of such
& mystem of raising revenue, But why should the
gcmocntic party have tlirown it over? Mr ‘Brysin
imself voted for an Income tax while a member
of congress. He always professed to belleve that
a law could be drawn which the supreme cnu?-t
would sustaln, just as it twice sustained previocus
acts rrovidlng for an Income tax. To walt. for a
constitutional amendment is to walt for years
perhaps for a generation. A tax on the hundreds
of millions of annual income of the wealth would
g0 far toward relleving the burden of &xatlon
now horne by people with small i

incomeés ‘al-
most no incomes at all. There is no murgr alt
or equitable way of ralsing public revenue. a
democratic party ought to have taken a strong

position on this question. 'What excuse can it
make for surrender?”

One of the planks In the demecratic platform
e as follows:

“We favor an Income tax as part of our revenue
system, and we urge the submission of a consti-
tutional amendment specifically authorizing con-
gress to levy and collect tax upon individual and
corporate incomes, to the end that wealth may
bear its proportionate share of the burdens of
the federal government.” -

When, in 18986, the demoecratic platform favored
Income tax legislation without walting for an
amendment it was charged that the party intend-
ed to pack the court, ow when an amendment
is asked for, the World calls it an abandonment
of the Income tax. It Is hard to pleagse some
people.—From' The Commoner, July 24, 1908,

NOT AFRAID OF THE “BITE”

“The speech may. sound gsomewhat unfavorabla ~

from the rallroad point of view, but Wall Street
believes that Secretary Taft's publie bark does not
necessarily portend a serfous bite later on'—
From the Stock Market Report printed in the New
York Journal of Commerce (Rep.) Issue of July
28, 1908, page 8. AR ' !

H“DELIVERING THE GOoODs”

The Fort Worth (Texas) Record of September 6,
1908, printed the following editorial: bt

"Scattered over the editorlal page of the New
York Herald the following ling in italics appears
several times: ‘Mr, Bryan promisés us tariff re-
form. But can he deliver the goods with a re-
publican house of representatives and a republl-
can senate? ' '

“The Herald 1s openly fighting Mr. Bryan, but
the ‘Intended attack upon him _ In this query is
pretty much of a boomerang. 1Its logical answer
makes more for Mr: Bryan than against him. The
republican, party is pledged to tariff revision, vet
the Herald asks, Can Bryan bring tariff reyision
with the Handicap of a ' republifcan senate and
house? | Poes that mean that a body of republican
lawmakers means that therps ghall be no tariff re-
vision?  Does {t mean that the re ,q%llcan promise

for tariff fevision is meaningless? ery evidently

the Herald 80" belleves, Nor {8 the Herald alone
in t)\'la(tl bit;_ll%{, o 0ol D

“An Mr, Bryan, democrat, can not dellver
the goods df tariff r'evls!éxim?‘u @ of a republi-
can congrese; how will Mr: Taft be able to ac-
p,rgpllsx stha feat? . The Bfro.id'n argument s so
oose and Vulnerable as to be un oa&hy any paper
which aspires to the position in go ies and jour-
nalism lwhich the Herald asstimes to' fill,

“But the answer to the question Is that im thé
gathering together of the body of men who will
wake) the next: coneress there has been 'in many
cases a sacrifice of party affiliatlons for, the nams
ing of the better man, Also, the men who  will
form the next congress dre Th many cases more
patriotio than' partisan.' ‘There aré republicans
who will stand with the democrats for tariff revis
slon In spiis of a)l powers agalnst it, because tariff
revision 1s a matter greater than party at this
time, It Is going to be a pretty difficult job I
Mr, Bryan ls elected to prevent tariff revision.” .

THE REPUBLICAN TARIFF PLANK

O‘In nm; issue of Slc-rﬂtomber 14, 1908, the Portland
‘egonian, a republican paper, attribute
Br'yltm tlliu 'mliltr;wlngl state?mgnt: LiFTeRLes (ko e,
“In a tar legislation the true principle is
best maintained by the imposition of such l:c;m:les
as will equal the difference between the cost of
production’ at home and abroad, together with
reasonable profit to American industries.”
In its issue of October 2, 1908, the Omaha Bee

(republican) credited Mr, Bryan ;
statement, ¥ with the same

As a matter of fact, the paragraph attributed
to Mr. Bryan was taken really fr
na%llonad p]a“;)rm. ¥ from the republican
1@ Oregonlan and the Bee both pointed
generally suspected then and very pa.pparenotu%o%:
that this statement was merely a “catch-all” it

would be Interpreted to suit stand e
vislonists, t patters or re-

FAIR WARNING

Editorial In The Commoner, June 28, 190
few days after the republican national conventgbn':'
__The republican platform deals with the tariff
(question’ 'n & way that closes the door of hope to
the tariff reformer, It authorizes “a revision of
the tariff by a special session of congress to be
held immediately following the ihauguration of the
next ‘president.’™  Revision 'does not necessarily
mean. reduction, . In fact, Secretary Taft has him.
self said that he thought some of the schedules
were too high and others too low.' There is noth-
ing ini the republican platform to' give

ive an &
.ance t the average tariff will not bey :?i.‘,‘:,

after revision than before. Anp attempt {is
lay down'the principle u on‘w?\lgh the 'revistir::; ‘;fﬂ
;;re cmdn;;tad. but lthle.- prineciple is not a
s merely, a re-statement of ghe princi
which the present high d ie,:_welr): es dfvli:ll:e%n
When has the- republican party asked for more
than “thd.difference between the' cost of roduc-~
tion at homg and abroad? That s all that §t has
sked for for ten or fifteen years, and yet while
t only agked for ‘that it has bullt up prohibitory
duties; The new platform not only asks for a
tariff sufficient to reeover the difference in cost of
rod‘\‘lctlon at home arﬂ abroad, but it also asks
or “a reasonable pro to Ameriean lndustrleu "
If, on the 'pretense that they were giving us o
tariff only sufficlent to cover the difference in cost
of production, the republicans make it high enough
to cover the entire cost of Mbor twice over, how
much more will they add to.satisfy this new qe.
mandwfor‘ "weasonable .profit’ to. American indus.
tries?™ The trouble is that they gtart, out  with

new one, it
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the ﬂproposlt!on that we must have a protective
tariff and then they ask the manufacturers how
much they need and, as the manufacturers accom.
pany the answer with a camra.lgn contribution,
the ordinary taxpayer pgets little .consideration.
The government has been made a private asset by
the protected Interests and they have capitalized
their ability to control the law making power,
The fat has been fried out of the beneficiaries of
the high tariff and the beneficlaries have then
been given a chance to recoup themselves out of
the pockets of the people. Public opinion has been
corrupted by the studious circulation of the i{dea
that the taxing power can be farmed out to a com-
paratively small fraction of the population and
the rest of the population must pay constant trib-
ute to the few.
« » »

The platform as written Is Indubitable proot
that the republican party does not expect to give
the country any real reform. The platform 1is, in
fact, a contract, signed and sealed, between the
republican party and the exploiting interests, guar-
anteelnf that nothing shall- be done to free the
peoplé from graft and extortion; it is an admission
that the money to carry on the campaign Is to be
drawn from the “system” and that means that
the “system” will be in control after the election.
The “system” is run on businegs principles and
when it puts up Itiu money to carry an election, it
iaksure to be quite careful about the security
aken,

WHEN WILL THEY HAVE ENOUGH?

The Chicago Tribune, now an ardent supporter
of Taft and Sherman, printed.in its issne of Fab-
ruarﬁ 15, 1900, . an editorial that wlill he interesting
at this time. This editorial was entitled “When
Will They Get Enough?' e Tribune pointed
out that in the preceding year the Carnegie com-
pany made $20,000,000 and saild: “And yvet Mr,
Carnegie I8 not satisfied.” The Tribune directed
attention to the fact that the Standard 0il com-

any had at the time this edltorial was written
upt’' declared a quarterly dividend of $20,000,000,

“and yet,” sald the Tribune, “its directors are not
satisfled. They wish congress to pay subsidies to
the ocean-golng vessels in whose earnings they
have a share.” The Tribune added: ’

_“If there are any o_tlber American corporations
Whose profits were $20,000,000 last g:ear or promise
to’' be' §80,000,000' this year, it may be taken for
grantdd. that the men at: the head .of them are
no more #atisfied than the Carnegies and the Rock-
efellers and are no more scrupuloug as to the
meéthods 'of adding to theilr possessions. ' There
seems to be no limit to .the rapaeity of corpora-
tions which have beén,.ttnxlh'_f p at the expense of
the publle by excesgive'tar }rotectlon. by illegal
raliroad discriminations,' ov official favoritism. The
men who rule these gqerporations may. not ‘want
the earth,’ but thqar..cgna&ler wa.'i!t.,the United
States and the abundance thereof, They and thelr
#111d8 on land and sea’ atd 'working at the entire
subjugation of(the government, 8o that they may
add more milllons to their present annyal, revenues
of $20,000,000 in the¢ ‘tase of the 'Carnégie company
and 80,000,000 'in thé' caus of 'the 'Standard 011
They try to put their ereatures in all official places
which touch, their Interests at ”"IY point., They
demand subsidies for theélr ships. hey Insist that
the money of the government be deposited in banks
in which they are heavily Interested, so they may
be able to control the stock markets and to lend
to the taxpayers the money which the latter have
contributed to defray government expenses, Thelr
demands are usually complied with, ‘There are
three things that are never satisfled; yea, four
things sai,' not ‘It is enough.'’ That may have been
the case In the Hebrew days, Today they are the
Standard Oil company,, th Carnegria company, the
sugar trust, the TInternational Navigation com-
pany, the National City '‘Bank and other colossal
corporations which overshadow the government
itself and are never satisfled. When will they
haye enough?” 1 e
C*When will they have enough?’ That is a cur-
fous question to be asked by an editor who must
certainly understand that so long as human sel-
fishness prevalls men who are glven the opportu-
nity té prey upon the people will exercise thelr
privilege to the limit. |

This particular Tribune editorial was written
in 1900. Since then the trust system has grown
gtronger and stronger, Tt has plled burden after
burden upon the consumer and no serious effort
has been made to proteot the people.

These men will never have enough if thelr own
wishes are considered. They have already had
more than they are éntitled to and the people have
carried more burdens than they should carry. Tle

eople need protection and they need an admin-
istration that may be depended upon to provide
that protection, '

What a striking. picture is drawn by .the Chicago
Tribune! " y 1 .

__That paper admits thit “there seems to be no
1imita to the rapacity of cdorporations which have
been built up al the expense of the public by ex-
.cessive tariff protection, by fillegal raflroad dis-
‘eriminations or official favoritism.,” ' And yet, we
find the Tribune today 'givihg support to a party
(that boasts of its indlination . toward “excessive
protection,” & party that derives its campalgn
funds from these greedy and grasping corporations.

This republican paper says that these great con-
cerns are “working at the entire subjugation of
the government so that the}r may add more mil-
‘Hlons to thelr present annual revenues of $20,000,-
000 in the case of the Carnegle company and $80,-
000,000 in the case of the Standard Ofil company.”
And' yet we find the Tribune worKing shoulder
“to shoulder with thése men who it has charged
with a disposition to subjugate the gavernment.

. The Tribune charges that these men “try to put
their creatures in all 'oficial places which totch
their interests at any point,”: Yes, and the Trib-
une Is every day calling. upon the people to vote
for the candidates supported by tgeae interests.
Confessing that these “colossal corporations over-
shadow the government itself and are never sat-
lgfied” the Tribune I8 now supporting a party
which If successful at the polls wﬂl see to It that
the government does not' overshadow these colossal
:‘:%gorationa.—From The Commoner of October 14

.



