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» ~States, the most

o curs, Citizenship, with us,

&. Spéech of Hon. J. B. Sullivan, Democratic Candidate for Governor,

at Denison, Saturday, September 12--Opening Address

My Fellow Citizens: In what more

“moble task can a citizen engage than
" in presenting to his neighbors his con-
wictions upon political questions or
upon legislation which his government

" 'may be about to enact?

.+ While it may be true that the pros-
perity of our country does not depend
entirely upon statutory enactment, yet,

" {t goes without dispute that a great

deal of the misery and unhappiness ot
& people can be traced to injudicious
legislation.

It has been frequently stated that
we have too much law, and it may
indeed be true. The less the citizen
18 governed the more apt he is to be
_matural and just! yet, the peace, dig-
“nity and good ortler of society demana
that Iaws be enacted and enforced for
the good of the common weal. Society
made up of all classes and conditions,
would not lomg exist and soclal order
would soon pass away if man were not
‘veatrained in some way and form, and
m‘,.. efore organized soclety is a neces-

»}}ﬁq;blchut duty of ‘a common-
wealth Is to promote as far as in its
power lies the happiness and pros-
perity of the people. The greatest

~ duty a citizen owes the state is to

- obey its mandates, be true to its {nsti-
tutions and laws, and worthy of the
mantle it throws around about him.
These rules and regulations are ap-
proved by all and meet the hearty

~-eudorsement of the citizen himself.

. These are not questions of debate.
Political parties do not divide on such
wholesome doctrine. It is after society

», 18 organized and questlons are pre-

* mentéd that Vitally affect the advance.

" ‘ment of the country that political
* organizations participate, and the citi-

. zen discusses the real province of
. governmental powers.
The splendld {institutions of our

. country today are the outgrowth ot

* this discussion of questions vitally

. affecting the development of our coun-
. try. When a people cease to take an
- Interest-in public matters, when they

- refuse to discuss with one another the
. Important issues affecting their inter-
. est, then indeed are we passing away
‘from' the fundamental idea of a free
- government and we are then permit
" ting those who have not the interest

* " of the body politic to govern and rule.

When the citizens of the United
sturdy and herolc
ever produced, the most honest and

g . intelligent today known, who love

" thelr country and her interests as they
du their own life, who gave to the wel-

. fare of our nation all that men could

| give—when they cease to be interest.
ed In afairs vitally affecting theilr

~ own welfare then indeed may the
. friends of humanity the world over

hpve cause for alarm.

2 Citizenship the Foundation of Liberty.

' | The citizenship of this country, in
one hundred years of national exist-

- ence, have proven that they are the
foundation of human liberty. This

was gained, not by permitting others

to do their thinking—not blindly fol-

lowing the dictates of any party,but by

Jeach citizen himself, becoming and
remaining part of an organized force

and belng true to his convictions upon

* the 1ssue about to be enacted into law.
It is indeed an honor to be a citizen

of a republic formed and governed as

means
_Boverelgnty, and the sovereignty of
the' American people is and must re-

main .unquestioned. The men at the

" head of affairs in & republican form
of government must at all times re-

. spond to the wishes of the people. The
kings of the American republic are be-
fore me at this hour. They are worthy
‘of every tribute that can be given.
The honesty and iutelligence that at

all times beam in their countenances
18 not for the advancement of selfish
interest, not for the promotion ot
some object that would be to their
individual gain and a detriment to
their fellowmen, but for the promotion

Commanding Attention,

Liberty Loving People,

and welfare of those policies that
bring. happiness, contentment and
prosperity to all the people of the en-
tire country.

The citizenship of the United States
is the foundation of liberty the world
over. When it fails to hold the relns
of gosernment, when it permits men
of selfish ideas,—when it permits
trusts organized for selfish purposes
to guide the ship of state, then indeed
dees liberty throughout the world
quiver and free men hesitate and won-
der what the future will bring.

Basis of Political Party Divislon.

In our own government two schools
of thought have at all times been In
oxistence. One, holding that the peo-
ple are unable to grasp the reins of
government and guide the destinies of
this magnificent nation. The other,
that the people themslyes, are the
true source of all power and the basis
of all prosperity. In the one school of
thought I find the motto of equal
rights to all and special privileges to
none. I find a constitution as the
gulding star and true Democracy as
the anchor of hope.

In the other I witness as the key-
stone a centralized government, domi-
nated by force. I am taught to believe
by its teaching, that the people are
not the supreme source of power; that
the electorate is not the place to set-
tle questions of public policy, that
government must be a guardian of the
people; that it is a legitimate function
of government to levy tribute on one
citizen for the benefit of another, that
the use of government may be for the
acvancement of one at the cost of an-
other. .

These schools cannot be united. You
and I belong to one or the other. If
you belleve in equal rights for all and
special privileges to none, you believe
that all source of. power rests with the
people. You belleve in competition in
trade. You believe in giving to the
individual the greatest latitule and
freedom possible in organized soclety.
You believe in a trade that has the
world as a market. You believe in
the Jevying of taxes only for payment
of public expenditure. You are op-
posed to tribute in any form.

If you are a disciple of the other
school you believe it proper for a gov-
ercient to aid you at my expense.
You believe that great organizations
cf wealth and power have the right of
levying tribute upon the citizenship of
our country for their special benefit.
You Lelleve not only that a sufficient
tax should be levied to pay legitimate
public expendlture, but in addition the
same law should indirectly be the in-
strument of collectitg from you that
for which you do not receive any com-
pensation.

These schools cannot be united, any
more than can oil and water. You
have the right in this day to know ot
every wan who comes before you ask-
ing jour suffrage, which school he at-
tends. It is not a question of political
power. It is one of common interest.
It is the right of the citizen to know
for whom, for what purpose, and by
what measures he shall be goverened
It is not a guestien of party, but of
policy; not men, but measures, and 1
wish as an bumble citizen of this mag-
nificent state of ours, to discuss with
you a few of the matters that I be-
lieve vitally affect your interest and
mine. and in the end I hope to assist
you In arriving at a correct conclu-
sion.

I ask not how your vote may be
cast, for whom or what party, so long
ag it comes from a heart that places
country alove party, and the welfare
of our nation above the success of an
individual. Such a vote will be in the
futerest of that party that promotes
and cairies out the policles you be-
ieve.

Party platforms are meaningless un-
less intended to be woven into law for
the benefit of our people. Principles
and measures should govern and can-

didates are but the representatives of
the policles and measures sought to
Le enacted into law.

“Taxation In Any Form a Hardship.”

I challenge the justness of the Re-
publicans on the question of federat
taxation, I believe it is in the interest
of a small but powerful class of our
citizenship. I believe its success
means the upbuilding of caste ‘and
class in this country such as was never
before known and it remains for the
people to place the seal of condemna~
tion or approbation upon this specles
of legislation.

One of the questions always upper-
most and always serious and alwaya
within the thought of the American
people {8 that of taxation.

The magnificent government we
now enjoy had its orikinal plan based
upon the proposition of equal rights.
Our fathers believed that taxation
without representation, was not only
odious but tyrannous. In order that
tLey themselves might have a voice 1n
fixing the amount of taxes to be levied,
and collected, they insisted upon rep-
resentation in the British parliament.
It was denied them, and thus the Rev
olutionary war, the brightest' star
humanity beheld, since the birth of
cur Sayiour, was witnessed, and equal-
ity was made a successful issue.

President Arthur said in one of his
ruessages that taxation in any form
was a hardship, and only such sum
should be collected as a beneficent
govercment, economically adminis-
tered, required. We observe at the
present time, a system of laws for the
collection of federal taxes that is not
in accordance with equality and right.
The burden necessary should be equit-
ably distributed and those the least
able to pay should not bear most of
the load. The wealth of our country
should gustain as much of the burden
as should labor. What the laboring
mwan eats and wears should mnot be
taxed to death that luxuries may go
free.

Taxation in any form is a burden
and each citizen must bear his share
for the support of his government. The
system now in vogue is not alone for
the purpese of raising revenue, but it
takes from the pocket of ome man a
dollar aad gives it to another without
any compensation therefor. This 1s
ot one of the purposes for which gov-
ernments were instituted. It {ll Dbe-
comes a republic founded on equality
to require one citizen to pay tribute
to another. This is one of the stuares
of the school that I described to you
in the beginning in which the people
arae students. It is not a theory. It is
a fact.

They say to you at this hour that
you are prosperous,, that you are ob-
taining good prices, and why do you
wish a change? You wish it because
the present rule makes the rich richer.
without corresponding benefit to the

consumer. There can be no such thing

as permanent prosperity if in the di-
vision of profits one of the partners
retains all the benefit.

People Are Interested in Taxation.

My friends, the question of taxation
and what you shall pay to the support
of your government, is one in which
every clitizen, irrespective of party, is
‘nterested. Why should there be a
question of party between you and me,
residents of the great state of Iowa,
engaged chiefly in agriculture, upon
the proposition of equal taxation? But
the question whether I shail support
you is an entirely different proposition.
The question whether the government
shall lend its ald to assist industries
to thrive at the expense of the general
public is one so fraught with evil that
it is only partnership and partnership
in the benefits of the policy that In-
duces’ men to refuse to discuss it. A
party unwilling to submit to the people
at any time the question of approving
or of disapproving such policy, wheth-
er before or after a presidential elec-

o Deals With the National Issues Now

 The Protective Tariff, Trusts and Combines; the Republican Asset Currency Scheme;
el the Strenuous Government at Home and Imperialism Abroad--Democracy
the Steadfast Defender of Liberty and Champion of a

tion, is not sure of its position, and is
unworthy of support.

The tariff policy of the United States
is a selfish one. Its promoters are
men who believe in upbuilding thetr
own fortunes. They are not looking
after the interests of the farming and
producing class, although nearly sev-
enty per cent of the export trade ot
the United States is the product of
agriculture.

All tariff laws should be enacted on
a strictly revenue basis. Any other
theory of levying taxation s contrary
to the letter of the constitution and
to the spirit of free institutions. Con
gress is and ought to be, without pow-
er to tax you for my benefit.
Protection a Tribute Supports Wealth.

Protection is but a tribute levied
upon thrift and industry to supporl
and maintain in wealth and idleness.

Why should I pay a higher price in
order to enable another to make a
larger profit? I might as well pay yow
$1.20 for an article worth $1.00 that
you may continue in business. A pro-
tective tariff is a tax upon consumption
and it is unworthy of any nation that
bases its right to legislate upon the
great truth that all men are equal.
The consumer is not benefited by a
protective tariff, he is injured by it.

Analyze for a single moment the
effect of the protective tariff upon one
single industry. It Increases pricas
rether than reduces. It restricts the
narket and limits the fleld.

The Tariff Duty on Lumber.

I take that of lumber; this, an im-
portant item that enters into the wel-
fare of every home in this great lana.
Today we are confronted with the
proposition of the exhaustion of our
pineries. You have but to read the
report of the Secretary of Agriculture.
You have but to go to one of our lum-
ber yards and there ascertain tne fact
that the great pine forests of our
country are almost exhausted. What
is the effect of having a duty upon
lumber and who does it benefit? It
the farmer of Ilowa was producing
lumber, the same as corn, and the
hcme demand was as great as for
corn, I grant you that a law restricting
the importation of lumber would be
of some assistance, for it would per-
mit you to monopolize the home mar-
ket and thereby make the price for
your product.

The pedple of the state of Iowa
would be compelled as a matter of
course, to purchase of you, and there-
by controlling the supply and the out-
put, you would profit thereby. This
is the very use of protection to assist
the manufacturer by compelling those
within the prescribed territory to pur-
chase of him alone.

It never has been denfed that the
consumer pays the tax. It can not be
denfed. When the fire occurred in
Maine, years ago, members of con-
gress from that state were instrumen-
tal In introducing a bill to have the
lumber relleved of this burden. If it
was a tax paid by the Importer why
the necessity of relieving the article
of the duty? The original thought
and idea of a tariff policy, by its pro-
moters, was that of ralsing revenue
for governmental purposes and inci-
dentally to place the American manu-
facturer in a position where he could
compete with the so-called cheaper
labor of his foreign neighbor; but the
idea and thought of eliminating com-
petition and placing the consumer at
the mercy of the tariff beneficlary
never entered the minds of our fathers.
Ragard was had for the law of supply
and demand, and the first tariff acts
were supposed to be short lived. But,
as time advamced, and selfishness and
greed became a political asset of a
great party, and opportunity presented
itself to command the aid of corpora-
tions and trusts, the protective party
of today, marked under the name Re-
publican, became a fact. The teach-
ing of Hamilton and Clay was forgot-
ten, and the Morrill tariff act was the

ecntering wedge that gave to the sys-
tem of protection as now on our stat-
ute books, the flavor of age. In that
day the revenue thus obtained by law
was for the purpose ‘of maintaining
the government, today its principal
object is to maintain the trusts. It
may be true that all tarift dutles are
not for the benefit of trusts, but every
tiust is sustained by some tariff act,
restraining importation and prevent-
ing competition.
In 1897 when the Dingley law was
cnacted, a Republican congress and a
Republican president placed a duty on
every form of wood that came into the
United States. It placed upon while
wood, sycamore and bass wood, a duty
of one dollar per thousand feet, on
sawed lumber two dollars per thou-
sand feet, and if planed upon one side,
fifty cents additional, and planed on
both sides, one dollar additional.
It placed a duty of thirty cents per
thousand on lath; placed a duty ot
thirty cents per thousand on shingles;
it placed a duty upon all boxes and
barrels containing oranges and lemons
from foreign countries, of thirty per
cent valorem. It placed a duty on
kindling wood, clapboards, hubs for
wheels, leaving not a possible contin-
gency wherein a single article of wood
could be shipped into the United
States that was not required to pay a
daty.
Revenue Distinguished from Protection
It was not a revenue, but a protective
duty, because it was almost prohibi-
tcry. Understand, there is a differ-
enxce between protective and revenue
duties. A strictly revenue duty 1s a
tariff on an article of which ourcoun-
try doss not produce sufficient for
home consumption, and the revenue
thus derived is paid into the treasury
of the United States. It may inciaen.-
tally afford some protection but that
is pot its prime object. A protective
duty is one on articles which we-man-
ufacture in quantities sufficient for
Lkome consumption but the dury f{s
piaced so high as to preyent importa-
tion and thereby competition is elimi-
nated. ’t enables the home manufac-
tvrers to not only monopolize the
home 11arket but by reason of the
high price recelved at home he is able
to undersell the foreigner in his own
field, as we witness in the iron and
steel and petroleum trade. *
In its original inception it was not
intended to stifie competition or o
aid In controlling prices. Alexander
Hamilton and Henry Clay would turn
in their graves if they knew the Ding-
ley act was the natural outgrowth ot
thelr fdeas of ralsing revenue. These
men were not protectionists in the
sense of the “stand patter” of today.
They 411 not believe in compelling the
common people to pay the campaign
arsessments of a political party by
maintaining trusts. When you depart
from the revenue point, duties become
protective, - that 1{s, competition {s
e.iminated, and therefore no revenue
results.
As an illustration, of the protective
duty :being prohibitory I refer you to
salt, one of the prime necessities of
life. The duty on a barrel of salt at
the esent time is almost as much
as the salt itself is worth, and but

derive a benefit by a tax on coal? The
great state of Iowa produces thou.
sands and thousands of tons of coal

‘We export to foreign countries vast
quantities and yet the beloved states-
man of Iowa wishes to “stand pat”
upon this proposition in order that

he may be true to party and keep out
the vision of tariff reform. and prevent
a possible breaking away from the
eastern protectionists, They offer
you no excuse. The price of coal has
risen constantly, but the benefit which

it brings to you, I wish seme one would
explain.

They say it 1s in the interest of
labor. Of what labor? The only labor
I can see is the labor of the operator
in the energy he uses in conveying the
emoluments thus derived from his
office to a bank. The greatest labor
strike ever known Was in the coal
trade, in the year 1902. One hundred
ard forty-seven thousand mien stood
out for six months, demanding an in-
crease in their wages proportionate
with the increasing cost of living. The
value of coal to the mine owner or
cperator and the increase in the cost
of living to thé laboring man is nearly
forty per cent more than it was prior

to 1897. Tarift upon coal is indefensr-
ble, It is a monopoly and it s no won-
der that the great Republican state of
Massachusetts in the year 1903 enact-
ed such drastic legislation on this sub-
ject. The sop of placing it on the free
list for one year will fool no one. If
it should be on the free list for one
year, it should be for al! time.

Here i{s one of the very important
products of nature. intended for the
use of humanity, cornered by a few
men who reap the entire benefit. When
these few men controlling the coal
and railroads of Pennsylvania can mo-
nopolize and dictate to the people, the
quantity and price of this product of
nature, then, indeed, I say it is time
that the people of this country should
assert their rights with greater force
than mere declaration, they should
strike down this great evil at the bal-
lot box. Every one of these men are
toddy, heart and soul, supporting a
protective tarift policy which is exact-
ing tribute from every home in this
land. It is not in the interest of the
laboring men, for they are refused
even living wages. They refuse to
give the laboring man a single penny
unless wrung from them by the dire
necessity of the times or by order of
a court or arbitration tribunal. Any
one who will read tlhe testimony taken
before the arbitration committee of
the coal strike will turn with horror
and alarm from a policy so detrimental
to human rights and against every
welfare and perpetuity of republican
institutions.

“Stand Patters” and Coal Trust.

Yet, you are appealed to in this haur
by men who even call themselves
Democrats to give support to law that °
shelters monopoly; not an effort has
been made to dissolve this coal trust,
by men gwho love to be named “stand
patters.” The coal trust thrives today
in the atmosphere it loves, surrounded
by men high in the council of the Re-
publican party, and not one eftort is
made to disturb or destroy it. If it

were the last act of my life I woull

little salt {s Imported. In that case
the duty amounts to a prohibition.
This is a protective duty and the pro-
ducer has a monopely of the home
market, at any price he wishes.

Now, who pays the tax on lumber?
Wh¥, the consumer, of course. When
they came to placing a duty on rall-
road ties and telegraph poles the *pro-
tective boosters” weakened. They
knew who it was would primarily pay
the tax in this instance, and they made
the duty in that case twenty per cent
ad valorem, that i{s according to value
I simply call this to your mind as an
fllustration that the tariff dutles as
now imposed on the necessaries of life,
are not only unjust but that they are
a hardship and an imposition upon the
common people. Every man who
voted for the Dingley act, knew that
not a farmer in the land would be
benefited by a duty on luniber, salt,
sugar, iron and steel, or tin, and yet
not an Iowa congressman voted against
the proposition. They have not, yet,
explained to you the necessity of a
duty on lumber. Not one of them has
made any offer to lessen the duty or
to relleve you of the strain at the
rresent time which you feel evecy|
time bullding material is used.

condemn it with all the power possible
and I will to the last moment be op-
posed to a policy that will take from
one man a dollar and give to another
without any sompensation therefor.
Democracy believes in the commer-
clal supremacy of our nation, not in
the interest of a few, but for all. I
challenge the ‘“stand patters” to show
the Iowa farmer how he is benefited
by a tax on coal and lumber. With a
niarket in which he must compete with
the world in everything he produces
why is he not entitled to a similar
market for what he purchases and
especlally for the necessaries of life
which he must buy. The tariff on oats,
wheat, corn and cattle is no reply. Ehe
pauper labor of Europe is not crowd-
ing the Iowa market with corn and
cattle. It would be like an April show-
er to the Iowa farmer if a litlle Cana-
dian luraber could enter into corapeti-
tion with the present lumber trust.
The protective policy hes assisted
in the building up of every trust ana
combinalion today in existence. Every
trust formed toduy is in some manner
ailded and abetted by a protective tar-
iff until finally they have acquired &
complete monopoly. A

Morgan's Steel Trust.

There is not a man within the sound
of my voice who does not know it to
be a fact that when the Dingley act
passed the price of lumber in every!
form was increased from twenty to|
forty per cent. It would be a pleasure'
to the farmers of Iowa to be permitted
to purchase lumber again at the prices
pald prior to 1897. Your representa.
tives In congress do not hesitate to'
vote away the people’s money for ths
Philippine islands and for river ana !
harbor bills. They have not hesitated
to vote in the interest of the eastern
monopolist, but I defy one of them to
explain why he voted for a tax on lum-
Ler, and has since refused to even
ictroduce a bill to remove or reduce it.

Workings of Coal Tariff.

The same act put a duty of sixty-
seven cents per ton on coal, a duty
which a beloved republican statesman
and member of the cabinet said was
placed on the statute books by stealth
and yet it recelved the ald of every
“stand patter” in congress from the
state of Iowa, : \
Will you explain to me where you

{

We have but to examine the steel
trust, the most wonderful combina-
tion man ever knew. Its total capi.
talization of bonds and stock amounts
at this time to nearly $1,400,000,000
and upon that gigantic capital divi-
dends are paid, aggregating from fif-
teen to twenty per cent. Its annual
product is beyond comprehension. It
controls the squrce of supply of the
iron ore of the United States, It con-
trols the transportation of all the iron
of the country. It controls elghty per
cent or more of the iron mills of the
country. One half its capital is water.

A writer in the December Century
Magazine claims the consensus of
opinion to be that its actual value is
not to exceed $700,000,000, and it has
been placed as low as $400,000,000.
Think for a moment what this gigan.
tic institution is doing. You are dl-
rectly interested In the matter of
steel. By reason of our lumber inter-
est falling foreign lumber being pro-
hibited, the manufacture of steel is
entering today more than ever before
into every avenue of life. We see its



