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Hf ;rtIAT,"' askedj (Mr. Trudge,
HI 35 "would you say was tho pfln- -

H) cipal object of a tariff?"
B "Revenue and tho protection of
M American industries," replied Mr.

H Budge.
Ik "Did you ever think of the tariff
B as a form of preparedness?" Mr.
Hll Trudge inquired.
Hf "Well, no."

"Our free trade friends," pursued
Mr. Trudge, "say that a high tariff

l! turns American money and "business
I- energy into tho manufacture o things
H that would otherwise be unprofitable.

But suppose we dependedi on impor--

tatlons of these articles. What should
H' we do in tiine of war?"
H ' 'Mr. Budge said we should have to
H; start making them.
H "When we have neither the spare
Hi capital nor energy for that task!" Mr.
H Trudge objected.
B "Well, it we had tho largest navy
H we cbuld never ibe 'blockaded, any
H more than England," Mr. Budge as- -

H! serted.
"If," repeated Mr. Trudge signifi-H- '

cantly. Then he went on:
"Even Great Britain's fleet has not

H; been able to prevent a considerable
H attrition of merchant tonnage by BUb-H- i

marines. Wliereas the tariff protect-- H

ed industries of Germany cannot be
H sunk vithout warning. They exist,
Hi they go forward; Germany suffers
H, only in respect of those raw pro-
ds' ucts which her limited area does not
H contain or cannot be made to pro- -

' duce."
B "Starvation," Mr. Budge asserted,
H "is the foe. But we could not be
H starved by a blockade."
B "No, wo have tho necessary soil to
B feed us indeilnitely. But possession
Hi of the largest fleet might have saved
B- Germany. She prepared her Indus- -

B tries under shield of her tariffs, ibut

B overlooked the other item of prepar- -

B edness. You are a Democrat, I be- -

B Move."

B Mr. Budge gave a qualified assent.
B "And do you believe in a tariff for
B revenue?"
B "Primarily, yes," said Mr. Budge.

B: "I had not thought of this considcr- -

B 'ation of national defence."
B "The present tariff brings in about
B, one-hal- f the Bum raised by internal
B revenue and about one-fift- h of the en- -

B tire income of the government. If
B' your party 'believes in a tariff for
B revenue purposes why does It not
B enact a tariff that will 'bring in some
B revenue worth mentioning?"
Bi But Mr. Budge, without definitely
B answering, Indicated that the conver- -

Bj sation had become distasteful to him.
B-- New York Sun.

H LESSON FROM B URNS

Bf "jHE birthday of Robert Burns oc- -

m V--' curred on January 25, and imany

P admirers of the poet did honor to his
B memory on that occasion. This
H: makes it fitting to reproduce a lesson
H! from his life, which Helen Keim has
Hr presented in The Public, of New York
Hj City.

B

The story of the Ayreshire Plow-
man is gripping enough to ho well
known. His skimped existence as a
peasant farmer's son, his unavailing
struggle to rise above drudgery that
yielded 'but an insufficient pittance,
his constant labor to provide for his
own family, and 'finally, spirit and
body broken, his passing away in
what should have 'been the prime of
his manhood, this Is the Ibleak out-

line of Burns' life. His genius, flash-
ing meteor-like- , would have glowed
for many more years, if it had not
been suppressed by the unnatural law
of poverty. And after he was gone,
each man 'blamed his richer neighbor
because he had not lightened the bur-
den so that tho great .poet might have
lived and sung on.

Yet, Burns would have refused
charity. Keener visioned than his
compatriots, he sighted the canker in
the social system, although he did
not, perhaps, perceive its remedy.
Referring to a farmer, a mutual ac-

quaintance of himself and Mrs. Dun-lo-

ho wrote to her September 24,
1792:

I cannot say that I give him
joy of his life as a farmer. 'TIs,
as a farmer paying a dear, un-

conscionable rent, a 6ursed life!
As to a laird farming his own
property, sowing his own corn in
hope, and reaping it in spite of
brittle weather, in gladness;
knowing that none can say unto
him, "What dost thou?" Fatten-
ing his herds, shearing his flocks;
. . . 'tis a heavenly life! but
devil take the life of reaping tho
fruits that another .must eat.
Today, over a century later, we are

still trying to gloss over poverty 'by

charity, instead of removing its cause
and dragging it out by the roots. Each
man, laying the blame upon his richer
brother, soothes his conscience, and
poverty continues to thrive.

RETORT COURTEOUS

The proprietors of two rival livery
stables, situated alongside each other
in a ibusy street, have been having a
lively advertising duel lately.

Tho other week one of them, stuck
up on his office window a long strip
of paper, bearing the words:

"Our horses need no whip to make
them go."

This bit of sarcasm naturally caus-

ed some amusement at the expense
of the rival proprietor, but in less
than an hour he neatly turned the
tables by pasting the following retort
on his own "window:

"True. The wind blows them
along! " mit-Bit-s.

THE POVERTY OF POE

(Continued from Page 12.)

"Everybody says that if I lecture
again and put the tickets at 50 cts., I
will clear $100. . . ."

Then, again, on September 18th:
"On rriving here last night from

Norfo .. T received 'both your letters.
I lectured at Norfolk, on Monday and
cleared enough to settle my board hill
here at the Madison House with $2

over Next (Monday I lecture again
here and expect to have a large audi-
ence. On Tuesday I start for Philadelphia."

Again, in a fragment of a .letter,
the probable date of which was Sep-

tember 25th:
,fMy poor, poor 'Muddy, I am still

unable to send you even one dollar."
St. Louis Mirror.

SUMMONS.

In the Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, State of "Utah.

Hattio B. Brillinger, plaintiff, vs.
J. W. Brillinger, defendant. Sum-
mons.
The State qf Utah to the said Defend-

ant.
You are hereby summoned to ap-

pear within twenty days after the ser-
vice of this summons upon you, if
served within the county in which
this action is ibrought; otherwise,
within thirty days after service, and
defend the above entitled action; and
in case of your failure so to do, judg-
ment will be rendered against you ac-
cording to tho demand of the com-
plaint, which has heen filed with the
clerk of said court. This action is
brought to dissolve the marriage con-
tract now and heretofore existing be-

tween yourself and the plaintiff in this
action.

J. M. HAMILTON,
Attorney for Plaintiff.

Hattie B. Brillinger, Plaintiff.
P. O. Address No. 428 D. F. Walker

Bldg., Salt Lake City, Utah.

SUMMONS.

In the Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, State of Utah.

Flora E. Hawkins, plaintiff vs. John
M. Hawkins, defendant. Summons:

The State of Utah, to the said De-

fendant:
You are hereby summoned to ap-

pear within twenty days after the
service of this summons upon you, if
served within the county in which
Ihis action is brought, otherwise, with-
in thirty days after service, and de-

fend the above entitled action; and in
case of your failure so to do, judg-
ment will be rendered against you ac-

cording to the demand of the com-
plaint, which has been filed with the
clerk of said court

This action is brought to dissolve
the bonds of matrimony existing be-

tween the plaintiff and tho, defend-
ant.

WILLIAM J. COWAN,
Attorney for Plaintiff.

FLORA E. HAWKINS,
Plaintiff.

P. O. Address, 705 Walker Bank
Bldg., Salt Lake City, Utah.

NOTICE OF SPECIAL MEETING OF
STOCKHOLDERS.

Notice is hereby given that in pur-
suance of an order of the Board of
Directors, a special meeting of the
stockholders of the Logger Mining
Company, a corporation of Utah, will
be held at 125 South Main street, Salt
Lake City, on the 28th day of March,
1917, at 4 o'clock p. m. of said day,
to consider and take action upon the
question of amending Article 11 61
the Articles of Incorporation of said
company, increasing Its capital stock
from Five Hundred Thousand (500,-00-

shares of the par value of one
cent per share, to One Million (1,000,-000- )

shares of the par value of one
cent per share.

D. JOHN BLOEM,
Secretary.

SUMMONS.

In the Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, State of Utah.

John William Hillier, plaintiff, vs.
Edith Emma Hillier, defendant-Summ- ons.

"The State of Utah, to the said De-

fendant:
You are hereby summoned to ap- - j

pear within twenty days after the ser-
vice of this summons upon you, if
served within the county in which
this action is brought, otherwise,
within thirty days after service, and
defend the above entitled action; and
in case of your failure so to do, judg-
ment will Ibe rendered against you ac- - I

cording to the demand of tho com-
plaint, which has been filed with tho
clerk of said court

This action is brought to recover
a judgment dissolving tho marriago
contract heretofore existing between "

you and the said plaintiff.
SKEEN & SKEEN,
Attornoy for Plaintiff.

John William Hillier, Plaintiff.
, P. O. Address, 712-1- 6 Walker Bank
Bldg., Salt Lake City, Utah.

PROBATE NOTICE.

In the District Court, Probate Di-
vision, in and for Salt Lake County,
State of Utah.

In the matter of the estate of Wil-
liam G. Westwood, deceased.

The petition of Annie H. Westwood,
administratrix of the estate of Wil- - ' j

Ham G. Westwood, deceased, praying j

for the settlement of final account of
said administratrix and for the distri-
bution of the residue of the estate to
the persons entitled and for discharge j

of administratrix, has been set for
hearing on Friday, the 30th day of
March, A. D. 1917, at 2 o'clock p. m., j

at the county court house, in tho court
room of said court in Salt Lake City, .

I

Salt Lake county, Utah.
Witness the clerk of said court, with

the seal thereof affixed this 2nd day
of March, 1917.

(Seal) THOS. HOMER, Clerk,
By J. E. CLARK, j

Deputy Clerk.
MARTIN S. LINDSAY,

Attorney for Petitioner.
.i ... -

SUMMONS.

In tho Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, State of Utah.

George N. A. Wright, plaintiff vs. i

Rebecca Ann Wright, defendant.
Summons: '

The State of Utah, to tho said De- -

fendant:
You are hereby summoned to ap-

pear within twenty days after tho
service of this summons upon you, if
served within the county in which this '

action is brought, otherwise, within
thirty days after service, and defend
tho above entitled action; and in case
of your failure so to do, judgment
will be rendered against you accord-
ing to the demand of the complaint,
which has been filed with the clerk of
said court.

This action is brought to dissolve
the bonds of matrimony existing be-
tween the plaintiff and the defend- - j

ant.
WILLIAM J. COWAN,

Attorney for Plaintiff.
GEORGE N. A. WRIGHT,

Plaintiff.
P. O. Address, 705 Walker Bank

Bldg., Salt Lake City, Utah.

SUMMONS.

In the Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, State of Utah.

Leroy Allen, Plaintiff, vs. ElBie I. Al-

len, Defendant. Summons.
The State of Utah to the said Defend-

ant: '
You are hereby sumomned to ap-

pear within twenty days after the ser- -

vice of this summons upon you, if
served within tho county in which
this action is brought, otherwise with-
in thirty days after service, and de-

fend the above entitled action; and in
j

j


