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Oa the bill reducing the duties on imports and for
other purposes.
Mr. HICKLIN addreuseJ the committee a* follows:
Mr. Chairman: "The world is governed loo

much." This sentiment, whether applied to pereorisor thing*, politics or religion, is no less true
than it is forcibly and beautifully «x pressed. It is
the.consun'., the unceasing struggle of ths law, to
gain absolute dominion user ths consciences, ths
oucksts, and persons of tbq many. For this purpoes,ststuies are sometimes so written and framed
that the multitude cannot understand them. The
ILwmu emperor silopted the plan of having the
laws written in small letters and placed on a pillar
so high up that the common people could not read
them Our lawmakers effected the same object by
a different method ui framing (he tariff' act of 1449.
They concealed their ideas, their meaning, with
words, and covered them up with technical terms so

effectually that the masses cannot understand their
import. Minimum and specific duties constitute a

part of the machutsry cunningly devised for that
purpose.What is a minimum duty? It means the smallest
amount posaible.and is adopted in the tariff act
of 1449 as a false valuation, used for deceptive and
mischievous purposes, ^t is mode to apply to cottonfabrics and yarns in the following class of cases,
to wii: 90, .'<0, and 36 cents, are the roinimums us

applied to those which are cotton fabrica in whole
or in pan; '>0 and 75 are the two iinriimumu applied
by that act to cotton yarns. That law provides that
all cotton cloths, costing less than 20 cents per
square yard, shall be assumed to have cost 20 cents
a yard, and a duty of 30 per cent, ad valorem is
levied accordingly. Take a coarse article of cotton
goods, costing 4 cents per yard ui England, and the
ux imposed on it is precisely the same an thai levied
on the fine article costing SO cents per yard, thus
making the coarse article pay five times as much
tax in proportion to Its value aa the fine urlicle.
so on tne minimum* winch apply to coilon yam*.The ilutie* are alike unjust; and a tax ranging from
30 to 150 per cent, ad valorem ia imposed under the
disguise* ol that act. 1 give you the following exposeprepared by on able hand:
"On sli nsautacturst of cotton.or of which cotton u s

component psrt. nv dyed, colored, printed, or itnined, not
Mi-train* in value JO ovati per aqusrv* yard, eball be valued
el M cruie per ) aid and ou thst ssinrued value a duty ol
30|>erccnt i> impoied, wtiich sniounti to 6 cents on every
tquarv yard

On all labric* of the aame description, if dyed, colored,
printed, or stained, in whole or In part, net emreeding in
value JO cents. tball be ruined a/ 30 rrnts the square yard,'and on that assumed value a duty of 3D per cent, is imposed
wbicn amount* to 9 cents on every square yard.
" On vetsrtr. cnrds, moleskins, fustians, IniSdo cloths, of

which cotton It a component part, or goods manu<sotured
by uapuing or raising, cuiung or shearuif, nat ef eedtng iu
rslue 33 cents per square yard, tball be valued at 11' eeule ,H
and on that assumed value a duty ol 3D percent is imposed,which amounts to 10 cents b mills per squats J ard
Cotton teriit, yarn, and thread, unbleached and uncolored.

resting less than 60 ceu's per pound, eball be valued ol til
rule per pound and on that sssuaird value a duty ol 30
per cent. (18 cents per pound) is impoaed.On the same articles, bleached or colored, resting leee
than 70 cents and ovtr 60 cents per pound, tball be ruined ul
70 sals per pound ; and on that insaid vnlu a duly of
30 per cent (33 cents 3 mills per pound) is imposed.The duties actually paid on impoitationa under the minimumain thepresant tariS, reduced to real ad valorem duties
rsngsftam 00 to 143 per cent es appears by the report of
the Committee of Wiji and Means of the House of Kepresentsitives,during the 1st session ol the 38th Congress, beingdocument 306.

Now let us examine the tptc{fic duly incorporatedin thai act.
Where the name amount of tax is imposed upontil articled of the tame kind, per gallon, bushel,yard, or ton, without reference to the value or cosi

thereof, that is a specific duly. For instance, silk
fabrics, used for dresses, pay $12 50 per pound,whether they lie coarse or fine, cheap or dear; tliua
the coarse silk dress pays as much duty as the fine
one costing five times as much. The same remarkapplies to brown and loaf sugar and molasses,on which a fixed and invariable specific duty
ia laid without reference to their real cost or value.
Is this just, or is it right? Again, the tariff act of
1842, discriminates in favor of the rich and against
the poor. Here 1 will give a few instances. The
farmers pay from 30 to 150 per cent, on their iron
and implements made of iron, about 100 per cent,
on coarse flannel, from 65 to 190 percent, on sugar,35 to 170 per cent, on molasses, and from 106 to 170
on salt; while fine flannel is taxed about 40 per
cent., rich silk for dresses 22 per cent., gold watches,diamonds and gems, 7J per cent. Tfie reason assignedfor the low tax on jewelry is the facility with
which it can be smuggled into the country.It was charged from the first, that the odious tariff
of 1842 was framed by a delegation of manufacturers,who visited Washington and hung about the
Capitol till they secured its success; and there are,
indeed, strong inherent marks in the bill itself to
prove that such was the fact, for its discriminations
and its leanings are against the farmer.
Take the following articles, for instance: All berries,nuts, and vegetables used in dying; all dye-

woods, barilla, Brazil wood, kelp, lac dye, madder,
madder-root, crude saltpetre, shellac, sumach, and
turmerics, are tiHmitteil itiilu froc heenna* it I
and encourages the manufacturer.
Further to encourage the manufacturer, and to

prejudice the aheep-grower in this country, the cheappri:edwool which comes in competition with our J
wool, is admitted at a duty of 5 per cent, ad valo-
rem, flax is admitted at about 8 per cent., when leducedto ad valorem rates, raw hides at 5 per cent.
ad valorem, linseed 5 per cent. All theao articles.
wool, flax, raw hides, and linseed.come in compe- ,tilion with those which the farmer produces for mar-
ket. If it were deemed necessary, this catalogue of jdiscriminations for the beneflt of the manufacturer,and against the farmer, might be multiplied to an indefiniteextent; but the instances enumerated aufli- i

ciently prove and establish the fact that the tariff of *

1842 is emphatically the manufacturers' bill.taxing Jother industrial interests for their benefit.and t
should, therefore, be repealed. «
So odious and hideous is this protective policy in

its naked condition, before it has been arrayed in its frich drapery, that its friends seek to give it a popu- dlar but false name, to cover up its deformity. Tlio
principle itself is the personification of the veiled '

prophet, and is permitted to pass through the world jonly when it is masked. gThe distinguished Kentucky statesman [Mr. <
Clay) zealously and ably supported the tariff of 1
1824, and sought, in the course of his remarks, to
baptise it as the American policy; and \lr. Webster,of Massnchusctta, who was then opposed to that tar-
iff bill, liidignaiuly repudiated the effort. In his
speech on the tariff of 1821, Mr. Webster, in
reply to Mr. Clay, who was then speaker of the jHouse, said: j
"And allow me, sir, in the first place, to state my regret,if indeed 1 ought not express a warmer sentiment, at the

names, or designations, which Mr. fipeuker has seen tit to 1
adopt, for the purpose oi detcritiing the a Ivocates and the 3
opposers of the proaent hill It is a question, l>0 says, bv S
tween the fiienas ofkan American policy,'sad those ol a
loreign policy.' This, sir, is an assumption which t ikethe liberty most directly to deny ."

s

"Indeed, sir, it is a little astonishing, ifit seemed convene '
ent to Mr. Speaker, for the purposes ol distinction, to make
use ol the terms American policy, an t 'foreign policy, 1
that he should not hare applied them in e manner precisely '

the reverse of that in which he has in fact used tlrem II *
names are thought necessaiy.it would be well enoughone would think, thht the name should he, in some measure, 1
descriptive ol Ilia thing, and since Mr. Speaker denomi
titles the policy which lie recommends 'n new policy in this
country;'since he speaks oi the present measure as a new f
era in our legislation; since he proleiset to invite us to dr
pirt from our eccntetomed course to instruct ourselves hj c
the wisdom of others, and to adopt the policy of the most
distinguished foreign ilain. one Is a little curious to knuw
w ith whst propriety ot speech this Imitation ol other na
tlons is denominated aa 'American policy,' whilo, on th» c

contrary, a preference lot our own established system, es it
nowactually exists, and always has existed, it called a t

'foreign policy.'".(See lint volume Webster's speeches, p rkW and inn. r

Here I may be permuted to remark, that although jI ahall have ocooaton to quote frequently from the
apeechee of M r. WcatTca, on thia subject. it i« '
with no view to disparage him, but to establish facts jand elucidate principles on which his great mindhas »Ked so mucit light. Thills, it will be seen, that <

1
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Mr. WassTta 10 a few wordsexposed the deception K<
winch the filend* of the protective policy aimed to j([impose on the country, by giving their favorite
measure a false name. So far from being American,
the prohibitory policy wos resulted to by the inost
ignorant and unenlightened nations of the world,
centuries ago.us, for instance, China, Japan, and
others.while the protective policy has been adopted "jfor centuries, by England, Prance, and most of the
crowned heads of Europe.
Prom the early ages of that monarchy. Englandhas fostered her woollen manufactures. There are *

provisions in "bluck-letterod statutes," passed duringthe reigns of the Edwards snd the Henrys, designed
to aid and support them. They went so far as to
m.tke it the law of tits land that each coffin should
be lined with woollen, and thut each person ahould b<
be buried in a woollen shroud, not for the purposeof keeping him warm in the dark, cold grave, to *

which h« was consigned.not to prevent the to
worm* iruwi "keeping their revele" upon the corjwe, '
but for the purpose of collecting a lax for the benefit
of the woollen manufacturer. e,Nor la line all: the clergy were required to read tu
the act of paiaa and penaltn a to their cougregatioii
as part of the service; and they, under the corruptunion of church and Stale in that country, shared in
the apoile, growing out of the violations of the law.
This is the system, air, that is fraudulently called
the "American policy."

Setting out with a fraudulent name, we eltall sen
ay we progress if the whole schema is not conceived
la fraud.
The friends of protection seem to understand the

"magic of a name," and, throughout its whole progress,they have selected household words with
which to try and eride-r the ey.tein to the people."Encourage and protect American labor end industry".theseare mere catch-words designed to deceive.The moat of the manufacturing cslabliahmcntaare incorporated as our hanks are; they are

generally owned by wealthy capitaliata, and the
etocka are sold daily in the Boston market as bank,
rnilroud, or other stocks are. Now there is nothing
to prevent the England capitalist from owning as

many shares as hs chooses. He may have part or all
of theae factories, and he may send over British t*
money to defray expenses end British operatives to
do the work. Even the paupers may be taken from
die factories in London, brought to this country, uipl tu
be placed in the Lowell factories in less than twentydays' time; yet this is American labor, and must be
encouraged, to the prejudice of the native-born ctiiZenhere, who, with his own hands, ploughs his com, w
cultivates his fields, and attends to and takes care of <h
his slock. Out upon all such humbuggery! it is Jf,
s fraud upon the people. What says Mr. Webster j.
upon this subject'

rt
"I will now proceed, sir, to state tome objection* which rh

I feci, oi a more general nature, to the course of Mr. Spea*.- f0*r'i observations.
"He i««mi to im to argue the question a* if all domestic o*

industry were c^alotd to the production oi asennfisotated
articles; a« it the employment of our owu capital, and our p«own labor, in tha occunatious of commerce and navigation o<
were not as emphatically domestic industry as any other oc- u-i
cupation Home other gentlemen, in the course of the de* mi
bale, hare spoken of the price paid lor every foreign menu- l»
factored article, as so much given for the encouragement of p.foreign labor, to the prejudice ol our own but u not cvr ul
ry such article the pvodh il ol our own labor as truly as if we
had manufactured it ourselvesf Our labor has trn*<l it, nu
and paid the price lor it It is so much added to the stock thof national wealth. If the commodity were dollars, nobody
would d«»ubt the truth olthis remark; and it is precisely as uu
correct in its application as any other commodity ms to ail- ai<
ver. One man makes a yard ol cloth at home; another raises is
agricultural products, and buys a yard of imported cloth, l'i
both these are equally the earnings of domestic Industry, tu
und the only questions that arise inthecaseare two: the obfirst is. which is the best mode, under all the circunni
ces, of obtaining the article, tbe second Is, how farlhit firtt Ar
t/uattion is yroyrr tuba dacidad by tocai nmanf, and '-aw Jar if fit
tanioperfobe left to individual di\crel»»>n.". (See first vol. ©fWebster's speeches, p. *289 and S99. I tb<
Thus it will lie seen that Mr. Wass-rem exposed ^9this fallacy.thia falsa cr y about American labor.

l imcti u» u^auibi u»c p.tuper moor 01 oreal
Briuin." This fallacy I propose to refute next.

I maintain there in but little difference be-'go
tween the wasjfi paid to the lat>orer in the New *ti
lvigland and the Uritteh factory, and that coUon (

goods can be made cheaper here than there, aa the
I'icta of the case will thow. Here let me slate a fact bV
perhaps not generally known. Our machiney in Ar
equal, if not mrperior, to that across the Atlantic. j

Indeed, it is the fact that most of the machinery used Cn
at this time in the British factories is of Yankee invention.|'j»t
Thus stands the account: We have the machin- sui

ery, we raise the cotton, and have less taxes to pay B[JThey purchase the cotton here to take it to £»g-
land, and pay freights and taxes upon it; have it *

manufactured, and then pay freight on it back liorc, "*7
besides commissions, insurance, and other inciden- i»
tal expenses. Thus it is most palj>able that wc can M*1
undersell the British goods cotton in this market, un- ,®|aided by a tariff. 1 will here present a detailed state- 0lM
rnent, wtuch.hasalready been spread before the public,
and which most fully proves the fact that not only
in our market, but also m foreign markets, can ours jJJ
successfully compete with the British manufac- tac
turera: I
"Now lh- fact»« that there jg hut very little difference in tb«?

wages paid to thu British operative and those paid to the
American. They differ but little in nominal amount; and, d

when wc take into consideration the fact that ihu American
operative toils more hours, and: produces more cloth,
yarn, or whatever it may be, than the British, the balance
will incline in favor of the British operative, and against the
American.against the British manufacturer, and in favor of
the American. Int

"I will now reler to facts to sustain my assertions. The int
following ure the rates of wages per week paid to the ope- (Jo
ratives in the Lancashire cotton lactones in tin land, a« Co
drawn up by the chamber of commerce at Manchester, and Co
are nearly an average for the whole kingdom, viz:

Occupations. Sterling Equivalent in
currency. federal money. ^°'

s. d. s. d.
Spinners.mail, 2(1 to '20 $4 80 to $6 00 1

Do women, 10 to lb 2 40 to 3 00 nie
stretchers, 2ft to 20 0 00 to 6 24 Dr.
Piercers, (hoys and girls,) 4 7 to 7 1 10 to 1 68 ain
In the card room.tur

Men, 14 0 to 17 3 48 to 4 08 in t
Voting women, 0 to 0 6 2 16 to 2 28 IS
children, 6 to 7 44 to 1 0.4 wc

rhrostle-spinners, ft to 9 0 1 20 to 1 28 dor
Heelers, 7 to 9 1 08 to 2 10 All
Weavers by power. arti

Men,13 to 10 10 3 12 to 4 (Hi %
Women, 8 to 12 1 92 to 2 70 mai
Weavers by power.28 i

Dresse s, (men,) 28 to 30 6 72 to 7 20 the
Winders and warpers, 8 to 11 1 92 to 2 04 out
Mechanics, 24 to 20 ft 70 to 6 24 \
Promiseuons occupations.unl

Machine makers, (men,) 20 to 30 0 24 to 7 20 the
ton founders, do 28 to 30 6 72 to 7 20 X
Bailors, do 18 to 20 4 32 to 4 K() had
Shoemakers, do 1ft to 18 3 00 to 4 31 don
Whitesmiths, do 22 to 24 ft 28 to ft 70 .V
lawyers, do 24 to 28 ft 70 to 6 72 cur
arpenters, do 20 to 2ft I 80 to 6 (H) hav
3rfcklayers, do 17 to 20 4 08 to 4 80 T
In 8iMftMd. the great seat of the maniifactnre ofcutlery, sue

vagesWry from ifts. I'M*) to 3fts. ($8 40) per week; and in t
vorknien in the skilled departments get 40s. ($0 00) per mei
veek. The authority on which I rely in the statement of tor
vages which huve given above, is Symon's Art* and Ar- Th«
isHiis, pp 2 and 3. Bee, also. Wade's History of the Middle eve
md Working classes, pp. 070-4; and Ure'* Philosophy of the
danufactures. p. 4?6V qua
So far, I have cite British authors only, f will now re* T

erto a few American authorities, and to one which will ba fabi
teemed reliable by the friends of the protective system. lion
n a document sriil to the Senate on the 12th day of Janua- lead
y, 1842, by the Hon Daniel Wcrstem, then Secretary of woe
lUte, communicating certain consular returns, find h full at a
tatemerit of wages paid to operative* and artisans in (Has- drw
jow, Scotland; a few of which I extract. In order to show Bior
ln'ir innwrul rniiriirriMicf witii the cities i/ivcii from the T
Iritiih author* to whoso works have tifcrrod. can

Occupations. Sterling currency. Federal money.
lontmakers, 10 to '41 f3 04 to $6 01 |{L,
look hinder*, '40 to 41 4 N) to 0 lit tt,
bain and anchor makers, 46 to :I0 H no to 7 *40
flutter*, 3h to 4.i « 40 to 10 80
rnllora, 13 to 40 3 60 to 4 81) r

,Iricklayera, '40 to -43 4 80 to A Mi rcc

Jottuu spinners, It) to 41 .1 hi to 7ii
'owci loom weavers, 7 to f> I 63 to *4 10 ||
Carpet weavers, 16 to 16 6 3 60 to 3 00 lorj
In the consular return* communicate .1 to the House of witl

ftepreeentative* l.y Mr.tCalhoun, Secretary of State. March shoi
I, 1846, the following rales of wages arc given for l«on* blei
Ion.vU: pel
leaver hatmak< rs *7 66 to $7 40 average per week f*Vl
loot and hoemakers, 4 HO to 7 40 11 whl

iilk weavers, plain woik, 'J 83 to I 84 " M on*'

fancy work, 8 60 to ft 04 " "'

Iricklayers, 06 to I 40 per day
dillwrights fc machinists, I 40 to 1 6b " "

dasous, 40 to 1 64 " " K0*"
Ihipw right*. I 40 to 1 44 lmI
Imlths, 1 44 M *l*01
Veavers andwi ers 74 to 4 40 11i

railors. 14 per hour
This will suffice for the rate* of wages in Knzland. .AP
We hear much of the distress and suffering of the inanw

i. turing lasses mi Kngland Th*-V are never distn-l'h
xcept when they are thrown out of employment by gr««' m
:ommoreial revulsions. Then, from their littONrt i M|M)heir waul of means. «hey sulfer immensely. In a few
fenerations w»» shall w itness the same scenes of distress and ""t
differing in the Urge manufacturing communities of this bill'
ountry, hut not so long « the oppressed workingman ha* ket
krap n<r hind to fleo to, on which he cen plant himself and
ecome independent- which land the government should ,

nake ttW rhmprr A luxurious growth of iwen an Wu
nen.of independent freemen.is far more valuable to the ciiil
itate than a peltry revenue, gleaned from the sales of its
lomains But, to return
In tlila country the <far* in relation to these facta are not f®

a copious and full as in Lngland; yet I have sprae
vhlg authority to show the amount paid to the eporattves f
n the Ufflted States. 1 have before ma an extract from a
etter written by the Hon. Robert C. Wlnthrop. member©!
ongresa from Sostoa, dated August 8, 1844, Hi which be w"

f1
u LIB L

WA8HIN(i'l

itoa the lolluwiug Hllu lull wt|ri paid to firla artei
tying (heir board," (31 lb) in Uie following lactone! in
iiw Flauipihlre. to wit:
Jackeon ompeny, May, KM I *1 (»0 per week.
Naaewu
himiin| " " a 03 i
lark Milla » "... I 33jThin letter of Mr. Winihrop »u wiitten for electioneer- li

( purpoaet and therefore it it to be prelum*!, lie meile
it ee lair a rue tor the factor; propriatori u the truthoulil warrant.
I bare, tram auothei and mure authentic aeurce the re- k
rib uf the laclortca theiuaelrea the average wage# prr a
ei k paid to the operatives at Lowell (luring the yearn33 mid 1*44, which are sa follow., »u. ,

IH33. Iail. Decreaae.
Wngen of lenialea, f t 00 31 76 *J6 ceola.

nialaa. T utl 0 70 no »t
The wager of the lenialea ate clear o! hoard. The male. "
lard Ihemaclvne. Deducting the pilce cheiged in Lowell v
r the boarding men, (31 7&J and their wagea per week t,ould be 34 W>.
In making a compel taou betweeu the wagea paid to fac-
ry eperatlvea ui thia country and Luglaud, utile i encum »
ancea ale alio to be taken in coiuideratiou In Kugland (operative# are re<iaired to work but 00 houre each week. I
t Low oil Ifeaur are required to work 7-4 bout*, ami at Man
it-ktar, N. If., 7tf| hours, aa appears by the following 11
ble: O

HOURS or LABOR AT LOWELL- O
lu January U kourt 44 uunuu. 0Tn rkbrury 1* *

In March . II 4» tri
In April IS " B1 44lJ
la May - U 44 U a
lu J una II M 41 Mc
lu Xplr II N IS 14

in August . I'i '

ll INHRMV 19 41 P
In October 14 44 l« **.plu November 11 44 46 44n
la December II 14 '44 44

HOURS or LABOR MANCHESTER
In January -II hours 30 minutes. ri

lu February . 11 44P
In March 1*4 44n
In April 13 44 30 44

cIn .vfay 13 44

In June . 13 440
lu JtUy 14 44

In August u b
In September IS 41j.lu October 13 44

In November - It 44r
In December IB 44"

lu this couutry the teiuale operatives lend more looms I'
an the same »lass of operatives do in Kngland Those |«
0 cou«l(lenmuiii«~vii: the greater number of the hoers plabor and leu ling more loom* much more than counter-
inner tin- nominal .brt. rem c iu the rates of wages in the "

'u count;it s, which is r.ot more thaa 10 pel cent. u
Thus it appears that cheapness uj labor it at tually on the tl
is #/ the Amanran manufaeiwor. A
have beeu copious in my facts touching thu point, be

u*e I desired to put at rent tuir\rr the falsehood that the I1
fee ol labor are much, if auy lower iu Kualand thau in
is count!) and that a high pruhibitoi) laiift h necessary, ti
oidcr to protect the American manufacturer against his L
val iu Lugland -in the catch phrase of the day, the " pan
ir" labor of Europe. c
I shall now proceed to show thai the Amtru n manufaclu- g
r can product all the coat >«> descriptions of fabric a chtopes ij
an (he British manufacturer can eraWare them, and that the
rmer does undsrs'll the latter in lit' markets oj the world.
The advantages which the American manufacturer has
'er hit British rival are as follows, via: t<
1 in freight "It co its the British manufacturer, as ap- (J
ais hy Hunt's Magazine, October. lB4a itlll #oe
nt. per pound for freight upon his cotton from New Orsuior Mobile to Liverpool while it costs the American 1
uniitactliter less than half a cent for freight from New dp N
sus or Mobile lo New York or Bostou. This u equal to 0 tt
r cent, on the raw material in favor of the American man
actorer. Hupnosing the cotton to be worth eight cents
r pound, on the 4(H),oon bales consumed by the American M
mulactururs they save at least $800,000 in freight, which n
eir British rivals have to pay.
J 1 ha American manufacturer generally buys his cotton
mediately from the producer, and thus >«» '« a comma- £
>n tn the cotton importer, which the British manufacturer "
compelled to pay, and which ia equal t# '» per cent more, g
ins, on the item of cotton alone, the American manufsc- u
rer saves at least 11 per cent , which his British rival is
ligedtopay. c
h In the cost of flour, used in bleaching and siting The h
nencsn cotton manufacturers use about 30.000 barrels of n
iur per annum in bleaching and siting. In consequence
the high duties on flour, tee nam# quantity would cost
a British manufacturer about f>3 more per barrel than it *
sts the American manufacturer. Here is aaothei item ol ll
0.000 in favor of the latter on that quantity of flour ft
1. In the greater cheapness of water power used by the
uericaii manufacturer, as compared with steam, used by
i British rival. o
i. The American manufacturer has not yet been troubled k
much with combinations and turn outs among the oper
vet as the British niannfacturer kas been.
) in the greater cheapness of provisions in this country, C'

compared with their prices in Knglaud To show the P1
vantage which the American manufacturer has over his k
itish rival iu this particular, again copy from flyraon's
ts and ArtUaus, page 70:
Articles of provisions Pi Ice. FeiTI money

1,1

sad, 46 pound* weight 5 shillings j-1 '40

latoea. per bushel 2 shillings48
a or coffee per pound ft ahillings 1 90
gar, per pound # pence16
tier, " ... Is. 3d. 3d
ecse, " 9 pence18
Jnder this head may alto be clasted the greater cheap'
is of luel, oil, and randies.

The heavy taxation to which the British manufacturer
lubject, arid from which the American is exempt. In adionto the in avy taxes on hu buihUugs, fixtures, kc the
itish manufacturer is dbliged to pay u stamp-tax on every
I, receipt, promissory note, and other paper which he
ly give in the transaction of his business.
Ill these elrttUBftmen Operate greatly in favor of thl
isrican manufacturer, and give him great advantage over
British rival, enabling him beyond all question to pro- >><

c« his fabrics at a much less cost than the British manu- tc
lurer can posaihly produce his.
have before me the estimate of an American manufac*
er, (a Mr. Kempton,) furnished a few years since to the n

omit tee of the British Parliament appointed to investi- V
te the factory system of that country, (for which see V
etorjr Commission Report, Part 1 .Evidence by Central
ard. pages 38, 34.) showing conclusively that the Anieriimanufacturer can produce his fabrics at a cheaper late
in the British. It follows:

nited Stales. England,
ere.st on dressing machine, £3 lis. £1 13s* V
erest on 13 power looms, 8 H410
it per annum of one-home power, 4 10 13 10 q
st of dressing 3,780 pieces, 33 948 18
st of weaving, 136 41 56 in

£163 00 £23*3 00
it of manufacturing in America per piece, Mid. ^" England per piece, ls.43{d. ^will show, by extracts from letters written by hnglishn,residing at different places abroad, which I copy from
Ure's History of the Cotton Manufacture of Great Brit,that, even so far hack as 1884, the American manufacersuccessfully competed with the British manufacturer \u
he markets of the world. ^Ir. George Wilson, of Rio Janeno, writes: "We fear that
shall tie under the necessity of reshipping to Rio all the
nestles we brought down with us, as the market of Port

ejjre is completely overdrawn by the Americans in this

Ir. W. P. Patoo reports that there were in the Manilla
rket "36/340 pieces of 36 inches wide, and 7,000 pieces of Cl
nches wide, grey, of American manufacture; while of hll
British manufacture, for the same period, there were
y 1.832 pieces."
Ir Gibson, of Aux Cayes, writes, in 1884, "That in the 'rc
ileached domestics, a class of goods of great importance, ha
Americans were cutting out the British " fu(

Ir. John Heugh.of Malta, writes "That the Americans
I, in a great measure, driven the British article (cotton fe,
softies) from the market."
Ir. Atkinson, of Smyrna, writes: "Domestics area very mc
rent article of consumption, but almost 30,000 pieces
e arrived, principally from America."
hug ten years ago the American manufacturer was h J"'1cessful rival of the British in the markets of the world bn
he article of domontic cottons. Aud at the present mo- in
it he is still more so. He undersell* his British eompeti j-_rin all the markets of Asia as well as of South America.
fabrics of the Stark mills, in Manchester, N. II., have

n been exported to England, and sold at a lower rate than the
Urifi h manufacturer could sell the same urtnle of like w<
lily for at his own door. m_he fact is, the American manufacturer can produce his
*ics cheaper than they can be produced in any other por- n"

of the world. And I hnve it from the best authority.a lilt
ling manufacturer of New England-that the American M>,|
illen manufacturer produces a better article of cloth, and
cheaper rate, than the MntiOi except m the item of
sing and finishing, in which the latter excels the for* "lr

net
0 sustain the asseition, that the American manufacturer '

successfully compete with his British rival in the mar-
Of the v. orld. have the est pOfltjhlg wHIg* authority.
jug no less than the editor of the New York Tribune "ei

. l.
l|U

rwo or throe of tlm Lowell compai>i«>« which maJ«- good &tu
d«n«li la«t year Nmed them altogether by mumifiirhi- |mi
lor fnrtign market*. where their product* came in di*
competition with the cheap fabrics of Luglnrid ." ,n

[TuOnre.JJtig 14. 'Hi

ow idle, then, is it to talk of the nuce«iity of a prohibit or!
r tariff to piotect a class of men who are able to compete
l the whole world in their peculiar business ! And pin
uld such men he favored with "protection," whbh mm- ||1(
them to monopolize the home fnurket. and thtis to corntheircountrymen to pay for the aarne article of manu nrV
ure 100 per cent, more than the people of hnglaml pay, till

1. III. y Mlt the tame to foreigners Ior H little more th;in 8pf
halt of what they charge their own countrymen.' vln
re laws which favor such practices founded upon the
it and unchanging principle" of truth, justice, and equi ,

And it auch legislation to he tolerated in a republican
eminent, which lOpudiatefl the idea of favored clnsse?. infi
exclusive privileges? Let the American people te*

nrt. CC
t is true that Qrcnt Britain can beat us in manu- he
Luring paupers, but it ia not true that she, can un- tail
anil us in cotton fabrics in tbe American market, hia
e tnriflf, therefore, on cotton fabric* work* badly dej
wo respect*: it irritates Great Britain that we .N

mid shut her out of the market by prohibitory **

iea, and it enables the manufacturers here to comeand demand high prices, because, the whole mar- the
i* in their own handa.
f the pauper labor of England were ao desirable
re is no difficulty in the world (such are the fa- .'f
lies of the steamships) of bringing them from ami
tds, Birmingham, Manchester, and other mann- cor

luring towns, and placing them in the ahops in

well. .l,n
lot this cry is deceptive, and without just cause Th
>uM we desire native American pauper labor, it »P<

1 be manufactured to our hands by theas lord- £
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ings whu own the factories, and out of the opeivea whu conduct liiem. What legrade* hum
>eing« more than to have them dependent for th
aily bread upon a wealthy employer? If you cc
ml a man's bread you control his will; and thuti
'uu may not call hint a vassal, a serf, or slave, )
le is governed by hut employer.What la the effect of this system upon the f
ex. Thousands of these girls are taken from th
lomes and families and pent up in these shops, a
te classed and denominated "factory girls." Wl
ould be more manifestly contrary to the designs'ro vide nee, or to the true inureeis of our wit
pread country, than to have a large proportionhe It males of this land confined through lilclo shti
I'd factories?.doomed to be old maids, and to li
rithout an object or an aim beyond tbtir mere a
is wants?
Another view may be taken of this pauper lab'

f it were true, us alleged by the manufacture
which ij not the fact,) that the goods producedEngland by pauper labor would be brought ht
nd sold to us for a leas prica than the makers
or fabrics would sell them to us for, then the presition would be to ail who are not uianuladuM
o tax themselves for the benefit of the manufactui
ere.to pass a law imposing high duuea on goo
lie product of pauper labor, so aa to pravanl 01
elves by law from buying where we cart bi
heapeet, and thereby co:.,p# ng us to buy at hoi
t higher prices. Stripped of Ms mask, this is t
reposition. Do you, whit,are sot manufacture
ay those of us wLo ere, two prices for our gou
rum pure feelings of patriotism. This modest
uest is now unblushmgly msde, and a clamor
sised if it is not complied with. While a nau
losseasing paupers bears all the edium of havi
lade them so, other countries Iradim; there are U
find by that puuper labor in the greater cheapntf price of the manufactured article.
"Protect your infant manufacture*." Thia h

i«en th* cry for the laat thirty yean, and what th<
ilfants naked aa a boon in JB16 * demanded at
ight in 1846. Three infante, it would seem, «
ever to become of age and coiuinenc* houaeket
tig on their own hook. The age of twenty-one h
>ng since passed over their heads, and yet they
v upon the plru of infancy and insist upon govei
lent patronage and protection. A say with au
nfunts; they should be turned out to take care
liemselvea. A home market is another one of t
elusive promises held out by the advocates of I
rotective policy, and which is who.ly fanciful.
To reconcile .the farmers to thia monstrous d<

rine of paying two dollars when they should p
ut one for an article, they promise to purchase t
orn, wheat, beef, pork, Ac., &c ., of the farmt
iving good pricea and thereby producing go
imes. This promise is sa fulse aa the protect!obey is' unjust.
A moment's reflection and examination in rega

j the agricultural products of the country will prohut the promise is preposterous upon its very fat
nd of necessity is made but to be broken. Tl
he manufacturing establishments in the easte
hates are beneficial to the farmer on a small sea
nd to those who have gardens and raise vegetabli
)r such estsbliehmenls, is doubt.es* true; but tin
te mainly supplied by the agriculturists in the ii
icdiate vicinity, and the amount they consume
carctly perceived 111 the great provision-growing
ions of the country like a drop in the ocean,ifluence is unseen and unfelt. A few figures whow the absurdity of this promise of a home nu
et beyond all question. In the west one hand w
ultivale 25 acres of land in corn, which, at a ve
>w estimate, will yield thirty bushels per acre
taking 750 bushels. In Europe the estimate
bout five bushele of grain to the man per year; b
a we feed better in this country, allow ten to »
end, and one man would produce sufficient co
ir 75 persons. So that 74 out of every 75 wou
avr to abandon farming, and go to manufacture
r something else in order to give ua a home mi
et.
1 will here present anolher view of this questiixhibited by facts and figures prepared by a coi

etent band, which totally explrWes this home-ma
et humbug,
Number of persona engaged in the four leadii

lanufactures: . w
Iron manufacture - 30.349
Hardware arid cutlery manufacture 5,492
Woollen manufacture 21,342
Cotton manufacture - - 7a,111)

129.000
In 1839 there, were raised in the middle StalesWheat- - - 84,823,272 bushe
Corn - - - 377,531,875 "

It ye - - - 18,<>45,567 "

No. of neat cattle - 14.971,586 "

Swine - - - 26.301,293 "

Allowing for the consumption of each person s
uahels of wheal and six of corn and rye, (which
early twice us much as each person consumes,) ai
each family two swine and one beef, (whichiur.h"more than they actually consume,) and tl
sqlt is as follows :

yhole number of bushels of wheat - 84,823,3'
if hole quantity consumed by the manufacturer.... 4,653,0'

Surplus.... 80,170,31
('hole number of bushels of corn and
rye - - - 396,176,4'
uantity consumed ... 4,653,0"

Surplus.... 391,323,3:
fholc number of swine - - 26,301,21.
umber consumed - 258,5(

Surplus- - - - 26,042.78
rholc number of neat cattle - 14,971,56
umber consumed - - - 129,25

Surplus 14,842,33
Thus 1 think it is shown by factsand figures mot
isrly that the promise of a home market is an id!
mbug.
This whole land from the Atlantic to tho Pncifii
im the St. Lawrence to the Rio Qrande, woul
ve to present unbroken lines of workshops an
torics before their inmates could consume th
110 und other provisions raised by the farmer.
This preposterous argument in fnvor of a horn
irket may be exposed in another way. It is ei
luted that there are fourteen times as many pet
ts engaged in ngriculture as in the protectei
inches of manufacture, to wit: 3,719,607 person
agriculture, and 284,351 in the protected manu

luring and mechanic classes.
Now, before a home market rould be furnished
! whole business pursuits of life in this countr
luld have to be reversed, and ftiurteen times a

iny people would have to embark in manufacture
were engaged in agriculture, a thing totally out o
s rpiestion. These fanciful promises and fin
nn theories of the manufacturer are hollow am

leless, nnd the farmer should no longer nermi
nsclfto he taxed to support any branch of busi
is that will not support itself.
The next humbug to be noticed, and per
ps it is one of the most barefaced and impu
111 connected wilh this prottive policy, i
it "high duties produce low prires." Th
ry of the miller and his toll, fwhieh origi
tcil iii Illinois, and went the rounds of the paper
1RI4, shows up this heresy in its true light. It ii
s: A democratic miller enlarged his toll dish, ant

applying it to the grain of hs whig customeri
;cn to him to be ground, some of them com
ined, and he produced whig speeches to prove t<
m that the higher the duty the lower the prire
I consequently the greater the toll taken by tin
ller the more meal the customer would get. I
leches from their own partiaans would not eon
ice them of the truth of such a monstrous nbsur
y of course nothing else would.
I"bis whole absurd theory of high duties prodne
low prices hna been so completely exploded b]
venerable member from Massachusetts, [Mr. J
Adams,] that I cannot forbear introducing wha
lias said; and I may add that he doubtless enter
ns the same opinions still, for I never heard o

changing or retracting them in th« slightec
pes;
|r. Adam« from the Committee on Mannficturea, Ms;
IS3g. uiarte the report Iron which these extract ar
en.
The doctrine that dn'ies of import cheapen the prleeo
HI tides upon which thejr are levied, teems to coaltr
h the hut dictates of common aense. But its supporter
t appeal with coufidrnce Ao the fact, that moat of the ai

i upon which additional duties were lesied by the taeii
ST*. have slnee that time fallen conviderahly in prior
then they argue that it must be so by the excitement c

npetition in the market It is cer alnly contrary to th
ural roarer at thlnza tbst an addition to the coat ahoul
reiiurtion to the prire of an article. True it ia that th

y ftvee a spur tn the production ol the article at hnm
o puce of any article in the market mue« always depen
>u the relative condition of tbe demand and anpply at th
ir and plaee of sale But wary slight t-arlatfona of time o

ice aftect often ton vary groat extent the relative propc

-VUuo
TcnoN."
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ra- Uon of (he demand awl (he tuppiy awl coiiaequentiy, tlx «uprice ul lite milicie. No aale cuuciuaioa cenbe diawn from lrvlb« lacl that >uba' <ju>-«( to tin) land of IttJtt, tbr pruei of ,
'

r lb» article* Upon m (m il tbo dtiliea wale then increased have "u'
lallcu. uuleae frnm thr eircumaleneee U can bo abnwn thai eh<

(t> the iucroMoo of tha duly wo Ike cauae of the fall in price, nMnor will U (Ml turn lent to pioae to atiaugu a paradox to accountfor it bv the excitement of competition Whatever
there ia a profitable market there will be competition. Had "f

nr thu tariff of lore uuvur been euaulod. the competition la our Olli
eir uiarketa would ham been »> grral. and would have beau aa u
mj effectual, to reduce the pricet, aa it ha* been with the eggtavutiouof dutiea.if "In that competition our own manufactures might not ""
of indeed hate iharud, but it would bam eaiated in all ita Jul
Jo- force betweeu thoae who turuiabed the supply, and could we
ur no* have failed to reduce the pricea to the level of llie n

moderate profit ueceaaary to the eaieteuce oi the trade."!f Again:
v® "The incidental effect of competition in the market, ex- w"
III- cited on tho part oflhu doaaealio menu far lure r by thaaggia- I gration of duty upon the corresponding article Imported 8UIfrom abroad to reduce the price of the article muat he Iran-

aieut aud momentary The general and per inaneut effort u *
r*i muat he to htcreaaa the prica of the article lo the extent of Kill
III tin additional duly, and It la then paid by Iba ooneaiuet, ti me
>re II will uol ao if the general effect ol adding to a duty were ....

f to make the price of the article upon which it ia levied
tree the convene of tha propotltion would aiao We true *'

>P* and Ibr uperalion for iucrwaaiug thu prica of the domestic pat
!rl aruole would be to repeal the Jutv uiaan the aaine article vua
Tr imported an rxperimeul which the frionda of out internalindustry will not be dcalrous of making "

At further proof that the duty entera into their" price of an article, and that it is, at t (jenertl rule, 1
paid by (ha consumer, I may bt permitted te quote *re

7J* from tne apeechea of Mr. Clay:The exporter of an article, if he investa He proceed* in
re. t foreign market, tekva cere to make tbe investment in awch wh
alt merchandise aa, when broright huiue ha can aell with a Yei
rfan profit, and. collier]neuti y the ronruenr wauId vau tht
| orij/inal co»t, and char&t». and pronit " [Vol u. if! 'Life

and K|»eerht!« of Henry Clay, published by Oreeley Ic Mo lii
on KJnsCh, #44 1*4
"S A sain:
:n- "If th«*r« it any truth in political economjr, it cannot lis
as that leiuM wilt agree Willi (lie prediction, fur km sr* in>

tlruelad hp all ejpt liana a that the comumption ofsujr article
i« in propurtlou to the reduction of It* price, and that, in
general It n>*7 he taken a* a rule that Ida duly on an article amM forma a porliaaaa) Ua prica.".Same volume, |>«gc 144. I' * It ii moat true that the price of many manufac- theLre tured arttclea ha* fallen eince the passage of the bej!P" tarilTact of 1P451; and it ia alao true that the price of mtt08 article* not protected haa fallen. Thia ia owing to tore" many very potential cauaea unconnected with and f*r
independent of the tariff. The improvements in |* machinery, ihe fall in the price of raw cotton, reductionin the price of wagea, and a scarcity of g5]h® money, each end all contribute to cheapen the price wh
of ihe cotton fcbnes; and it is idle io aay that the ao|
luriff haa done it, for ne opinion could be more er- ejt|)c" roneous. Our legislation should be so shaped on >)r(

»y thia subject aa to equalize the burdens on the people by
aa far aa possible, and to open to ue the markets of ex(

er> other countries, in order that we might tall tektrt tea |
muld ull dearMl, and buy tehrt tea could buy chraprtl a si

ve The general rule in political economy, with but few of
exceptions, is, that the consumer here pays the ejgwhole of the duty levied upon articles not produced wt

"e in thia country.aa, for instance, a duty of 35 or l50 wh
"* per cent, on French ailks and wines not manufac- molat lured here, or on (ea, coffee, and apicea, would all gig',n be paid by the consumer, and would go into the for'e> treasury in the shape of revenue. live
-*> When the duty is so high as io exclude the for- ke«
ey eign article altogether.as, for instance, 150 per wil
n" cent, on coarse domestics.it ia not pretended tnai for
18 ihe duty enters into Ihe price of the article, hut the Th

market ia thereby wholly secured to domestic man- the
"* ufacturea; and the only hope which the purchaser hea

haa of getting the article at e fair price is in the her
V" home competition in its production. can

When the duty is not sufficiently high to exclude plery the foreign article, as in the case of iron, eugar, fine ton
. prima and cloths, the consumer pays the whole of era
18 the duty on the imported article; or if he purchase gar

ua rival, the domestic article, then he paya in the en- broh® hanced price to the manufacturer an amount equiv- (he
rn alent to the duty. ach

To illuatrate we |>ay on brown sugar cenia the
"K per pound specific duty, and we do uot grow suffi- 1
,r" cient for consumption by 115,664,640pounds, which to 1

last amount we imported in 1645. Say that we que011 wish to pui chase one hundred dollara worth of an is*
n" article of sugar on which the duty is 40 per cent.: onl
r* there are two houses; one selling the foreign article, purand the other the domestic article. If we buy the <ip«"8 foreign article, $40 of the |100 will go into the all

treasury aa the duty. If wa buy the domestic arti- 'rev
cle, the sugar plantar gets ihe $40 in the increased 1
price aa encouragement to hie industry, and ihe stei
treasury does not in the latter instance receive any- Ho
thing. But in both cases the farmer pays $100 for
the same number of pounds of sugar which he could stro
have purchased for $60 hut for the duty. That I c°u.

- may not mislead you, or be misunderstood myself, | 8

>s- 1 would state that the average of dunes under the ..{
tarifl" law of 1643, is something over 31 per cent., /
ihqreby making you pay the enormous sum of $31 "i
out of every $100 for the goods you purchase either
to the importer or manufacturer, as the case may
be. rsmA few moments may be well spent in examining **!
the article of iron, which has an enormous duly,18 and yet we do not make sufficient to supply the
noiiie ueiuniiu. vve imporieu lasi year 2,IK>4,4D1 iom

cwt., and manufactured in this country a'stiil 4t$0,- wl"
000 tons of iron; thus proving clearly that the con- M
turner is tuxed, whether he purchase the home or the cjlB
foreign urlicle. Mr. Web»tk«, in the speech above telli
referred to, at pages 299 and 300 speaks thus of that
branch of business : JJJJJ
"Tin* true reason, sir. why it is not our policy to compel py.'

our cititens to intDutacture our own Iron, is, thai they are n
12 for better employed. It is an unproductive business, and
12 are not poor euough to be obliged to follow it. If wehd-f more of poverty, more of misery, and something of ser- tho<

vitude.If we had an Ignorant, idle, starving population .we W1H[y might set up for iton makers agsinst the world." JWhen any given branch of business cannot sup- to t' port itself, it should be abandoned at once; other- ffotjwise it becomes a charge, not upon a county or ]
. State, but upon the general government.a burden heir

uponthe whole people, and all the other industrial pur- "'".J1
,g suits. Not being able to live without taxing it* c

neighbors for its support, the manufacturing busi- tbeness is the personification of a pauper or vagrant; rja_
I- and having no visible means of subsistence, il

should be dealt with accordingly. Suppose that the a|)-j
|( people of the west should take it into their heads to pjjn1 enter largely into the culture of tea, of sugar, and br08of coffee, by aid of hot-houses and other forced and jyja(unnatural appliances, ayid should go to the manufac- #'i lurers and say to them, Protect us against the pau- ja||jr
. per labor of Chins, Java, Cuba, and other countries whj(' producing these article*; give us two prices for our .pc products for the "encouragement of American in- cnuIdustry," and to prevent us from paying tribute to fj<! other nation*. Would lltoy consent to do it? "Could wbj(I* they screw their courage to ths slicking point?" Or un(|would they bring their liberality to the paying bo0(point? All of them would answer in the negative; ws and yet the principle i* the same as that contended jfor by the manufacturers; and it applies with un- tberringtruth and certainty to every kind of bnsi- |j'' ness which does not support itself. If the case put maJ[^ shove exposes live deformity of the principle, and j" illustralcs its injustice, it will do so in all otheri l|Bta
- cases, though in different degrees, when "protection wb|(for. protection's sake" is sought to be enforced by ..

1 'BW' J- v» ^ CTfSNation after nation has tried in vain to stimulate, (j#rj|by artificial means, the culture of crops unsuited to wj(btheir climate, and the manufacture of articles not badapted to the tastes, habits, or interests of their B I
people, out li m in vain; though they have greatly
mutilated the face of nature, yet they have not been j1able to reverse her laws. Spain not only exhausted
her ingenuity, but her treasury and the energies ut
her people, in devising laws of prohibition, of re- .

striction, and of government monopolies. I will
again invoke the. aid of .Mr. Wkbiter to show the ' "

fallacy of governinenta! interference with the pur-
ol

suits of men. On pages 291 and 292, same volume "t.rvi
.

1 ° ' orse
as sbove, he says: tavfta
"Mr. 9i»mkir hii nferrtd to the late Kmperor Napoleon, ^x:_s

mm having attempted to uaturvllzc th« manufacture of cotton
in prance, fie did hot elite* morn extravagant paft of the 000
projects of that ruler- that i« tils attempt to naturalize the ofrlei
growth of that plant itself in Km ore; whereas, wo have un- |an(|
derstood that considerable districts in the south of Krancn.
and in Italy of ii< h atsi! productive land*. ^
withdrawn from pfrrA^abV uv#s. and devoted to raising, at phor

- grrnt exponas, a little bad cotton. Not hive w« been re tWrt
ttompts, undor ths some system, to make an-

gar and coffee from common culinary vegetables: sftrmp^a
which served to All the print shops of Ktirope, and to show '

us how easy is the transition from what «oma think aublimt. clfix*
- to that which all admit to be ridiculous The folly ef po*ei
f some of these projects has not been surpassed, nor ha rill) Xo a
. equalled, unlets it be by the philosopher in one of the »a*

ire* of Swift* who so long labored to extract sdohrams from "mm

cucumbers " Pirlj
J He soya: 184(5

"The firvt man «aw waa ofa meagre sapact with Booty 'M
.f hand* and face Hie hair and heard long, ragged, anil aingad ming
t in aerersl places Ilia rlolhsa, ahirt. ami akin, wore all of urea

a the name color. He had hern eight Jreara upon a project were

p. foreatractlns «ual|r.am« Uut otcucumhara. » h'ch were to ke ticles
It nal lato phials hsraieUcall) seaVd. and lei onl to warm Ike *"d li

alt tn raw a«A Itwfemgm tuvrnnSVs He told me he did not >m«di
,f .louht, In eight yeara more h>-ehonhl he .ilde to auppljr the Inthi
e gnvsrnor'a gardens with aa'nakiiA at a reajnnahle rate, hut paaae
d Ini usapkifci 1 Hut hli tf > 7"T 1~~ "|*~rf.yr I. l<> tend.
( give him eomething aa an eecouragemerit t« iugeru^tr, ea feel
a prrially as this had been a draraeaaon for cucumber*. tresis
A This is production hoee

Retaliation wse another argument of the protsr- ticlau
|r ironists.that is, because Great Britain taxed her have

It.
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bjecta who purchaaed (he producta of (hie ooui
we luuet lax our citixene who purthaae the pr

eU of that country. If A wliijie hie wife,
luld eo home and whip his aUu, this ie the argi
ml. Now, if Great Britain tould ux our cilixei
in it would he retaliation for u> to lax her eubjeclnoeuch power exiate in either government; ea<
o ie confined in the taxing power to lie own peoplit rightfully ehould be.
I'hie argument of retaliation, however apeciou
low awept away. Great Britain has reduced it
ly on all the coniniodiliee except tobacco, whtc
oeiid to that country, and we should pursue

e liberal and enlightened policy. Mr. Jeffersc
a of opinion that, eo soon as a single oetui
uld tender to us free trade, we should accept i
ive his words. In a report made by Mr. Jelfe
t on the ]4th of December, 1793, he used the fo
ring language: "Would eveu a single nation b
with the United States this system of free con

rce, it would be advisable to begin it with thi
ion, since it is one by one only that it can I
tended to all. When the circumstances of eitlu
rty render it expedient to levy u revenue b
y of impost on commerce, its freedom might I
dified in that particular, by mutual and eauivi
t measures preserving it entire in all others.
FVurteen-flftieths of the |>enpte of this countr
and must continue to be farmers and planterir-ftfths of the whole exports, which avera;>ut one hundred million are agricultural productich will appear from the following tabic;

ir whole tmount of Of which were the pr
esporta ilueta of egrkoiituraII, flllJMMM

I,100.MU.TXI ua.747.M7t.IM.Me.DM T3.0W.lli
I, (tt montha) 77.7W.7K3 S4.iW7.ITt
4, (lest returaa) M7I\I7» 7tt.S30.4lu

MW.770,*I4 D304.078.US0Hence it is shown that the agricultural is the pa
ouot interest hi this country. It is the strongeiihe ballot-box by. mere than ten to one; it hi
power in its own hands, and yet it has bee

;ged and coaxed, not to say cheated and dupei
j the support of manufacturers, when the mone
do it with was taken out of the [rockets of it
marain1645 there was exported from ihu countr
1,516,371 lbs. of cotton, which were sold fa
1,739,643: something like five-sixths of tl
iota crop of cotton is exported, and most of
d to Great Britain. At least one-half of the who
;>oria from thia country is its cotton; and yet tl
sent tariff cripples the sale in foreign countrn
taxing anormously high the articles received
change for it.
How is it with the great staples of the west! N
ogle article produced in Illinois receives one cei
benefit from the protective tariff, and yet the fo
n market is almost closed to us, because we hat
II nigh taxed those nations out of our mark?
o would otherwise gladly exchange their con
dities for ours. Thus we not only, by thia ahor
hied policy, compel ourselves to pay two pricithe articles made here, but by restrictive, protei), and, in some instances, prohibitory duties, w

ipoutof our markets those nations who sou
lingly give us their salt, iron, sugar, and clot tin
our cotton, corn, wheat, beef, pork, &,c., A

a south has hitherto complained most bitterly
se protective tariffs, but their hand is laid mo
ivily upon the weel. The south can alwnys se
raw cotton at some price, because Great Britai
no: obtain it elsewhere. Not so with our sti
i. She can be supplied at high prices from tl:
tinent of Europe with her provisions. A ne
has dawned upon the agricultural Slates in n
d to this question. They now present an ut
ken phalanx against the protective policy, an
y have only to will its destruction in order
jevc it. "Let us alone," is the only petiuou thi
fsrmer and planter need send to the governmeniVhen Alexander the Great called upon Diogent
mow what he could do for him, Diogenes r
isted Alexander to stand out of his sunshine,
o with the agriculturist. If the government wi
y let them alone.not tinker with the indtvidu;'- - L... I I
ouim vi men| uui leave every oranen oj uu«ine?
in to honorable competition.deal out justicoand favors to none, then we should avoid the*
ulsions and panica growing out of tariff laws,
will here give two short extracts from Mr Wei
'i speech in regard to free trade, delivered in ih
use of Representatives April, 1824:
In short, sir, Ihs general seusa of this ag<* sets, with
ng current, in favor of freedom of commercial inta
rse and unrestrained individual action. Men yield t
r notions of monopoly and restriction, as tb«y yie>ther prejudices, slowly an.l reluctantly, but they cawithstand the general tide of opinion ,l

Ifiifli
Mr. Chairman, the be»t apology for law * of prnhibitioilaws of monopoly. Will be found in that state ofsociet
only unenlightened but sluggish, in which they- ai
t generally established. Private industry, in those dayired strong provocatives, which government* wei
Ling to administer by these means Something w<ited to actuate and stimulate men, and the prospectsI* profits as would, in our times, excite unbounded cor
tion, would hardlv move the sloth of former ages.
e instances, no doubt these laws produced an eflsc
ch, in that period, would uot have taken place wither
n. But our age is wholly of a different character; an
agislation take* a different turn. Society is full of e:
inent; competition cornea in place of monopoly; and i
igenceaud industry ask only for fair play and an opeI. Profits, indeed, in Much a state of things, willII, but they will be extensively diffused, prices will 1
and the great body of the people prosperous and ha]

!"he following beautiful sentiment, so fraught wit
nd philosophy and liberal philanthropy, nas no
ugh uttered centuries since, by one of England'
est monarchs, been properly heeded or sufficieni
lursued, either by that or this country. He sai
he commissiouer who was charged with the ne
alion of a treaty Willi Naples, that,The earth heing the common mother of us all. what oa
lore ileairahle or praiseworthy than, hy means of coir
:e, to communicate her various productions to all hefren.".Anchus, p 313
'he Chinese will exchange hia silks and teas.
Portuguese the rich wine* of Oporto and Made
-the Frenchman the silka of Provence.the Mn
the spices of Banda and Amboyna, of Ternati
Tidore.the Arab the coffee of Mocha.thi
doo the muslins of Dacca.the Englishman thi
idcloth, the cotton goods, and cutlery of Leed*
cheater, and Birmingham.the Spaniard hi.ir,grown in Cuba.the Portuguese his Turk',
id salt, for articles of traffic and of commerct
ih wc have to spare.
he Creator of the universe, in giving to various
tries various climates and various susceptihiliintheir productions, has furnished bonds by:h to draw man to man nnd nation to nation,unite them together hy ties of brotheri.He is no philosopher or statesman who
Id throw a Chinese wall around each na'ion
compel each one to grow or manufacture every{that it consumed. Trade and commerce, like
ion, should b« left free nnd unfettered Ivy hu
laws. -'The wind bloweth wheie it listeth,"
commerce, equally free, should be wafted hy il
xed and uncontrolled, to any port on earth to
sh it is invited by the best market. The tide ol
e opinion in this enlightened a?e sets stronelv
or of free trade. Tttke Great Britain : Bluntson in Irrelative restrictions, she, in common
Spain, France, and Portugal, forbade, under
y penalties the export of gold and silver from
tingdom. In 1350 she passed an act fixing the
s of labor; at another time she granted
corporations the exclusive privilege of
lg, not only the woollen goods of the
n, but also the very necessaries of life,
thcr mode of interference with her sub
was the law of apprenticeships, by which eveiewas prohibited making cloth, unless he had

ed as an apprentice to the business for the term
ven years Yet another mode of legislative inrenceis found in the British corn laws, now in
:ence overtwo hundred years, by which 28 000

ofpeople are compelled to eat dear bread In
r to swell the rent-rolls of landlords. The
of England is owned by an aristo-raey of thirvothousand persons, who have it cultivated hy
tenants, and who have managed for the last
centuries to keep up the corn tax for their peculenefit. Great Britain now sees the folly of
tystem of legislative tinkering in favor of one
of her subjects over another; and she is diadto retrace her steps slowly, hut certainly,ustain this position, I will here give an extract
the speech of Mr. Gou'burn in the Rritit^i
iament, published in the Economist of May 30,
r Oonlhtirn the* pasted to s general review or trimtinof the experience of the emintivnn all the maa*
which haS hew introduced since l"4-i In l«4t. du'tet
reduced or repealed on die Auttdrstf end r (ify-'tre gr

ij in IS4X. on acten art islet, in S44 oh four articles
it IMS twenty-res articles were reduced and on/wed end/er'f-eifM arlielea the dnttes were repealed
s preeeot peer, the mrattirca which have alreadyd the House of ( omtnona reduce'th° duties on ewe
*.d end ftes/rc articles, and tepeal the dntlea on (Iflgtrtsrlesfn the whole perkxl in nticstlan in the hrr
ma beginning with UM3. and ending with the pre*,the dntiee on srran Aundird and ttrsfity-ssrsn articlca
hern rrtbteed, and those on.lfts S*tedr*d and aee arihava been entirely rrpealied articles, tost which
early aH, though some to a leaser and others tn a

irNUi defies ijaillf U*a c«n tlMa* ul Ik* fias' mn* <MiUpMrla. althea 1a (k«ii loud or cWOnof at in
of ibuaa IiMl rlayl* article* of raw aieterial » InchsMMUallu lb* a»a«>um^, end ( m^ikuiI; m the m
iaatry o4 iki ceoetry .'Conaidariiai lh« irval ikIucIuw Ibii* l|uuie In tUv VW
torn* and malMdulwa, Mr I .ouibun, waa nuiuui to »b«w
that lha r«|xriniciiU wh|cb lb* auitiuar >'l bar madam
ana wiaa ami enlightened eoArae of financial legWatiou, bywhich cowmen* aud induatrybad boon ao much tenableJ,bad not Hi any degree lin**iivd the gvurrai aula ul unir biiancri, or added lu Ilia |>«riaau«ut del i ul tha iihuiIh
Da lha coulrary, the eucoaas of lha** free trade *\fteriuicut*had bacD ao Kraal thai, nolvrfchataodinf the great re.tiu,
liuna, every leal which ciiubi be lahea ul lha hitaucaai conditionof the country ahuwed thai il had mlbt r been liu
proved than iapairad "

. A further proof i* also found ui (lie repeal ol the.
Ufiuah corn-laws. »
Take another inatance of tha injuiioua effect* of" the reairictive, and the tendency ba a I tlx* n pony," which ui found in the lanulaciuie of atlliwhich, bytho-by, ia wholly artificial in Ureal ttrtl" ain, and waa commenced aa early a* the leigu ofEdward 111. Various lawa ware from Uine to Urno N* enacted for the prouciiun of Una branch of indue'try, and in 1765 the importation of ailk foods uiso'ufactured in other couulriaa waa anurely amlslricllypiohibiled, winch gave to the manufacturers of (his* article the exclusive control of the home marital.lr Oils syateia cooUuued ull I»!i4, at which lima It,n wholly changed, and lha high duly of four" shillings per pound on raw allk waa reduced 10 three1,1 pence, and ine enormous duty of fourteen shillingsand sight pence per pound udoii thrown silk < » *

" reduced to seven shillings and' un pence. It tutiy1" appear strange, but it Hiiolaan strange than it ur,that for (he next twelve years succeeding this rape" id reduction in duty the quantity of raw and thrownailk uaed by the manufacturere wee increteed over,l one hundred per cent.; which to acouunled for in* the epur with which ooaepatiuon was driven tencr ward, and the ceiaeequant reduction of price, whichy enabled ibe common people to wear silk rood#* which had before been uaed only by the wealth y .' (8ee let vol. Porter a ProJrose, |«ge 35J )The then chancellor of the exchequer, (Mr. Hobyinaon,) on the Aid of February, 1H34, in pressing"> ibis meaaure, delivered a apeerb from which 1 wiltI* make a very few extrada. 11# aaid
*t "Ker lows yean |«>t there hes certaloly prevaitad intkia country smsag its aMrU lUlnarn su.l uui uM»t iniD-leint wrtlsis-1 >b<>uU say. indeed. among all man of

and raOectiett.a dec mart eeurtctiea thai lha maintenanceof Ihu probibttery sysUei la aacaediugly liupvlilicAgain, he say a:
'"Hirr* usvsr was so fovorabls an oppoitueity as the

Air carry leg oer pnaeipiea lale affaci oral lur milling lurergs powera to act la accorilanca with Uism l.-i
us Torits (ham Lu join with ns iu cutting lha cords that Uaituwn ooeimerca to lha serth, that il may soar aiuft uncon*

- Aiiad and unrestricted, (lieer, hear "I
nl And Main:

"I therefore hope that the House will think it lull ltou>
to tlnow down this hollow. Xlldai 1. sod distorted idol d

in unaginary protection: to hurlit (ruin iu baae and to silihI tab on the aama foundation the wollproportleued alalua of
y commercial Uborty. (Hear, hear, brer "I

By turning to the debelee in the British Parlia-
merit, to May, 1830, it will be found that Lord

y Lanadowne, Lord Ellenborough, and Lord Liver>rpool deplore their eytteni ofcommercial ^prohibitions' and reatrictions, and greatly deatred n gradual roilturn to free-trade, to commercial emanci|>ati«n.le Lord Lanadowne expreeeed thie beautiful senilismen!:
ce "No asiotn wu more true than Ihia thai il was by grewtng what the territory of a country could grow most

cheaply, sod by rwealvlag Irani othar countries what ItOould aol produce cacopt at loo grsot an aapanaa. thai liradl greatest degree of happiness was to bocommuuxaied to tiro
111 (rrttaat rxtont of popuIaUoo "

r- Need I say to you that aven Maaaachuaetts, now
'e go abused ol her aigtara for her protective and plunt,dering proponsiuea, waa originally opposed to the
ii- system, because her interest was round in the eliip'ping, conwasurcial. and Jlahtng amployments, und

that aha warned lite friends of protection and pnvt>ledge against it# eviW
1 here give the reaolutione of the Boston meeting,It! with an extract of Mr. Wmnt' remarks u(>oit>g them:

C- TrttOAT, October 3. I*.').
,f ok:nkral mkkti.no.

Yesterday an adjourned meeting «»ii Ui« ulject ol th«
proposed tariff waa held at Kaneud llall, Hon William
Grey, chairman, end William Foet«u,jr.. secretaryin A long and interesting repert was r< a ii .n,

.. ble committee appoint ad it a former meeting which con^eluded with the following reeolvee:
lit. Asse/ccd. That we hare regarded with pleasm** th«

establishment mod success of menufactum anions ua. ami
8* ronntkr thwr|roaU, whan natural and apoutancou-., ami
l- not the pCm«ii eyetorn ofbounties and protection, di an
(] evidence of general wraith and pro«parity3d That, rely lag on the ingctraity. enbrprUa, and aklll uf

our fellow-f-ituana, we beliere thai all manufactures adaptH ed to our charactese and circumstances will b«? iutiodm it
t. and eitended a« aoon and a« fast a* will promote the public
,a Interest, without any further protection than they now receive.

3d. That no ohjoctian ought ever to l>e made to
It amount of taxea equally apportioned, and impo ?d«..r
II Jpurpoiie of raising revenue necessary foi lha SUM QJt ..1 *<

eminent, hut that taaes imposed on the people for the'benefit of any one claai of men are equally incouaisU t 51* 'with the principles ol our constitution and with HQ I
;o 'policy.
,e 4th. That the supposition that, until the proposed land %

or some similar measure be adopted, we are, and shall
he, dependent on foreigners for the means of subsistenceand defence Is, In our opi.nou, altogether fallscmon

ie and fanciful, and derogatory to the chaiucter of the nation.
6th That high bounties on such domestic manufacture:!* as are principally benefited by thnt tariff t.tvnr great capirtalists rather than personal industry, or the owners of sins If

[IJ capitals, and therefore that we do not perceivo iu tuudonryld to promote national industry.
11 6th That we are equally incapable of dincorenng itsbeneficial effects on agriculture, since the obvious consequenceof its adoption would be that the tanner must giveii, more than he now does for all he bu> s, and ivct.ive leas for
), all he sells

7th That the imposition ol dutn-s which HI* enoimous.
I, and deemed by a larfo portion of the people 10 be unequale and uuiust, is dangerous, as it eucountges the practice of
is smuggling.>f 8tn That, in our oniniou, the proposed taiift, and the
i- principles on which it is avowedly founded, would, if
n adopted, have a tendency, howaeer rtiflfaront mav be thewot,tious of those who recommend them. t<> diminish the indue-
»v iry, impeua tue prosperity, and corrupt the moral* of thoid people. A
* Jamet T. Austin, esq., and the Hon. Daniel Webster ad

drem<ed their fpllow-cili/enn in favor of the and re
n moIthh in s|>eech«a which were distinguished lor closeness
>< of argument, variety of illustrations, and abundance ot
e fact.
[»- The report was then accepted, and the resolrea recom- 'lmended by the committee unanimously passed.
^ A vote of thanlu to the Hon. Mr. Otis, of tlie Senate, and

to those members from this State in the House of Reprebsentatives of the United States who opposed the new tariff*,s was unanimously agreed to.
t- The report constituting the preamble to the above reso(jlotions is too long for insertion this day, forming twe.utythreemanuscript pages. It is to be printed in a pamphlet

Here is wholesome truth plainly and cogently
n spoken, ft reads strangely by the side of tho rocentLawrence letters and the subsequent speeches
r and votes of Mr. Webster.

But let us see on what grounds these free-trade
resolutions were then commended to the unanimous ;judgment of the good people of Boston. Here is a
passage from the argument of the master spirit ofJ the occasion. In addressing that Faneuil Hall meet;ing on the 2d October, 1820, Mr. Webster said :

44 Thare it a power in name*: and those who had prettiedthe tariff' on Congress, and on the country, had representedit as immediately, and almost exclusively, connected withdomestic industry and national independence. In his spin5ion, no measure could profit morn injurious to the industry ofthe country, and nothing was more fanciful than thr opinionthat national independence rendered such a measure DSees
sary. He certainty thought it SlIggM H Mirtf irhrfi' ,- (On- Jgrass would not hs acting somewhat kgninsf the spirit and intc.n,lion of the constitution in exercising a power to control risen*
Holly the pursuit* and occupations of individual* in their
private concerns ; a power to force great and sudden ichanges, both of oocuputipnand property, upon individuals.
not as incidental to the exfirdise of any other power, bu' as a
substantial and direct power. If such changes were wrought
incidentally Only, and laere the necessary consequence of such
impost as Congress, for the leadingpurpon of revenue, should jenact, then they couid not be complained of. hut he doubted
whether Congress fairly possessed the power of turning the !n,cident into the principali and Instead of leaving manufacture* |to the protection of such law* a* should be p*M#4 with ft
primary togand to revenue, of enacting law* with toe avowed
object of fivin/( a preference to particular manufactures, with

r an entire disregard to all the considerations of revenue; and
instead of lisylng filch impost* a* would best answer the purposeof raisind ratenue,with tho least burden on the public, |carrying the impost on certain Articles to a burdensome excasa,with a full knowledge that the increase ot duty will
diminish the amount of revenue raised,"

If further proof were desired on this point, it in |found in the speech of Mr. Wf.b§tbr on the tarifT
of 1828. He aayr.
"New Kngiand, *ir, ha* not been a leader in this poller.

On the contrary, she held back herself, jind tried to hold J
to l/p !o l*J4 nht wm acctlfed of ftini«t< r nntl Rulftili
lesion*. h*ru'iat dincountcmnerd the program of hin policy".VolI. |»*g« 307, W«biter'np«cchci.

Afciin, in hit celebrated epeech on Footed resolution*,an. 20th, ikk), 1m nay*:
"Sir, »! « Iraee lo «ay in regard to the ea«l. that Ilia

original policy of the UrilT i« not here whether II !> w i»n
or unwise. Now Kngland la not ita author pag» 3(1*,
aamr volume.

All pretext for an argument founded on retaliationla ewept away by the reduction to a nominal, of
the duty on all of our exporta aent to Great Britain,
except tobacco. I propound to anbinu a la|ilaof miportaand exporta, showing that the UnUnce of trido
is in our faror, and that she purchaser tn ire of ua
than we do of her:

Out ht as look a moment to facta ami aee how thu
balance of trade practically operate*. I inri, on recurring
to Hunt"* Mwuiiw for Septamber. page M4. * tabli
eahibiting the balance fhr ahd agelblt n* with *11 conntrie*;fVom whtrh <ju«te the balance* again*! n«, *nd in fa
eorof Spain, Bratll, and China, far the yean lata, 1st*, and
1444, viz:

Ml.
Voar IS ]|^ j|p Total

«®
^

a J

lat-j a.ata Jtxl y»,M7.xt« pa.tati ite Jtianoaja
ISO ft ma) s.OM.sin S IM.SJf l.twt.ms 7.1H7*»
phi T.twa.so f.saa.sM i.t74.su mam too

Sia.sa.74aa sa.Mtt.ste Ss.Ml.t7S siTi i«U40
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