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- NS AND!during the whole debate, whioch was|be firmly established that tbey oould
DEBATE BETWEEN RAWLINS Bﬂ”rﬁy free from aupport {hemaelvea without ald from

CANNON.

e anxiously awajted and much
tul'rkgd of public politloal debate be-
tweén Hon, Frank J. (Cannon, of O~
den, the Republican nuvminee for Dele-
gate to Congrees, and Hon., J. L. Raw-
fios of Salt Liake, ocandidate for the
eame honors on the Demooratio tloket,
oocurred In the Ogden Opera bouse
fast night, before the largest and most
represeptative political guthoring of
Its kind in the history of this Territory.
Upwards of 2000 people occupied seats
in the body of the house, in the boxes
and galleries, while between 200 and
300 more eat either upon the stage or
atood behind the winge, The occasion
was enlivened by the stralns of
stirring and patriotio musle,

The stage was pset with &
beautiful forest and mouutain scene.
On the right, near the footllghts, were
Iife-sized pioctures of Cleveland snd
Jefferson snd !mmediately opposite
were the llkeneeses of Harrison and
QOsannon, Messrs, Rawlins snd Qan-
non ocoupled reats nesr the front of the
stage, and immediately surrounding
them were such leaders of the two
great national parties g Utsh a8 were
not in other parts of the Territory pro-
claiming the principles of their re.
apective partles.

When the ourisin went up at 8
o’élook cheer after cheer was glven,
and for several minutes the hurrahs
for Cannon and Rawlins were deafen-
jog. H. W, 8mith took the floor and
after repeated eflorts silenced the
mighty audlence, He informed them
that jt bad been specifically agreed
wpon by the Territorlul commit.
tees of the two parties under
whose suspices the debate wns to
be conduocted that the Bpeakerd were
notto be interrupted by applause or
cheers, but that they he allowad to pro-
cead with their arguments to the end.
He trusted that all Democrats present
would respeot that agreement; he
doubted npot that {be Republicans
would do go.

Judge Leonard, for the Republicans,
made a similar explauation and re-
¢ uest,

According to the rules of the dlis.
cuegion HKewline mude the opening
speech, which lasted one bour. Can-
non then followed for An hour and a

balf, Rawlins olosing in thirty
minutes,
The utmost dignity prevalled

'gononnl alluslons
and insinusations. he officlal aten-
ographioc report of the «isoussion oon-

taine about 33,000 words, ([rom whieh’

It willbe seen that the following s
neécessarlly a condensed acoount.
H. W. Smith introduced

MR, RAWLINS,
who epoke substantially as followa:

A protective tarift is s Republioan
device. The Republlocans esy it Is &
system whereby they compel the for-
eigner to pay our taxes. My eloquent
Young friend will tell you, doubtlees,
how thla is acoomplished. Major Mc-
Einley in hie foresight and wisdom did
nut provide that the foreigner should
pay¥ our local s well as nativnal ex-
penses.

All of the continental countries ex-
cept Belgium and Great Britaln have
proteotive tarlffa,

It would be quite a draft upon the
royal iamilfes, who we are given Lo
understand are the rich and the well
born and who aure Indeed the fax
ooneuming saristooraoy. Demoorats
are opposed to the operations
of the Repuhlicane’ pelfshnoss,
which purporta to make the for.
elgner pay our taxes. I might
quote to you a long et of artioles the
teriff on which under the MoKinley
lnw aotually exoeeds the original cost
of production 100 per cont. This excess
amounts to many millione of dollars
apnually, and the Amerlcan peopls
bave to pay it aud not the forelyner, I
expeot my young friend will tell, or
try totell you, bow the forelzner paya
our taxep, Under the MoK!nley mon.
strusity, Vanderbilt, with his {ncoms
of many milllons & year, paye but little
if any more tariit than his stableman .
Why? Because this tariff ia levied
princlpaliy upon the necessities and
not the luxurles of llfe. (Vociferous
applause.) I hope my friends will be
kind enough to obey the behosts of the
chairman and maintaln order,

A protective tarii! {n our country
orlginated with Alexander Hamlltovn,
the patron saint of Republicanism,.
Qur industrles were merely lilliputians
then, but woon these infantile enter-
prises of sieel and iron became power-
ful giants snipplug their products to
Great Britain aud elsewhers and were
amply able to support themeelves
with per.tection, which growe upon
what it feeds. Republieans originally
aaid they nlm?ly wanted the protect-
ive tarlit until infant industriea could

any outside source. But Republicans
in their enlightened seifishness fuil to
recognize suoh a time.

Our iron apd steel industries have
been oarried on for more than a hun.
dred yeara, Woolen and cotton goods
have been manufaotmred during the
moat of our exlstence ae n natlon and
ptill they survive aud huave survived
and prespered,

The Republlionn ocsmpaign book sets
forth that our exports have been great-
ly increased pince the eusotment of the
MoKinley hill. It is not true. Proteo.
tion oreates monopolles, monopolies
form trusts and trusts limlt production
and thereby inereases tbe price to the
consumer. Itoperates always in favor
of tbe rich manufacturer and againet
the poor tradesman. Where is the
pauper labor of which we hear ro
much? The Rerublicans will probably
tell you tbat It isln free trade England,
but that country pays better wageas
than her proteoted npeighbors. ‘The
Demoorate in their platform declared
that Republicen protection was fraud,
and so it 8.

Io Counneotlont the operatives in the
woolen mllle are pald higher wages
than labarers are for slmilar service in
the South and in Utah, If Qonnecti-
out can suoveesfully compete witn the
Houth and Utah, why can ashe not
do tbe same with England?
The labor ocost Iin KEnglaud, stat-
Uisties show, is greater in
proportion to its produclog oa-
pacity than in the United Btates,
We are told that English laborers get
lower wages than our own. This is
true, but it 1a also lrue that they yget
less 8till in protected Uermuny, Why
should we not pa¥ higher wages in the
United #tates than 18 pald In aoy
other part of the world? We have a
country that ls incaloulably rich im ite
varled ressurces. For centurice hidden
treasures have been garnered within
our borders by nature. We huve n
people possersed of marveloua ndapta-
bility and industrious hablts, The ro-
sult, so far as we Are eoncerned, of
paying higher wages than other eoun-
tries could not be otherwise, The only
way to oompare the merita of free
trade s to do sc by referring
to oountries slmllarly sltusted, Two
such countrles exist iu New Soputh
Wales nnd Vietoria, The latter was
the more promising of the two. 8he
adopted the proteotive system and her
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