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poor neglected little one, giving a
description of the mother. of the
man who prodused her fall, and
stating tiie alleged fauct of his de-
parture for other parts. ‘The writ-
ing even went go far as to delineate
the socinl standing of the grand-
parents of the deserted llttle chap.

~ All of this array of falsehood was
not only wicked, but absolutely
ridiculous  Who is so thiu brained
as to take a8 genuive a. description
given under such conditions of
persona whose chief ohject is to pre-
venta disclosureof their identity.
This part of the note was only
equalled by the following:

**The parties interested are entirely
ignorant of its whereabouts, 8o you
can rest assured that your oclaim will
never be inwerfered with. "

Of course there was no idea that
the finding of a fonndling on a
doorslep in a city where such In-
¢idents rarely oceur would become o
subject of popular knvwledge and
comnient. and that the Paul Prys
of the press would get hold of the
details; coneequently how could
there be any possible opportunity
for the parti~s interested te get to
kuow where the waif was plaved?

The fact is eriminals «f this class
are not over-burdened with brains,
and in carrying out a gume of de-
veption they generally cover it with
figuralive mosquito muxlin.

It is pnot imyprobable that inei-
dents of the kin | under considera-
tion, so evommon elsew Lere. will
inerease as he voldme of population
swells by reason of fresh influxes
frotn obher quarters.  The poor little
feltow left in the lender care of ¢, ra.
Adkins may be iooked upouas a
probzble product of the boom.

’ CHAMPIONS OF FREE TRADE,

Your issue of " Satarday, March
20th contained, under the hoading
¢ Discussing the Tariff.?* some ex-
cellent general remarks about the
respongibitity of speakeis. We con-
cur in the views expresged in the
Arst part of the article naraed; Lt
later on there uvecur some remarks
thnt canse us to think the writer
either misapprehended the argu-
ment of the fee-trader-. or he was
misiuformed in regard toit. Hence.
we arkied that the portions of our
atatistics to which the writer refera
be given space in your valunble
columne.

The article snys:

"The epeakers n the afirmative laid be-
fore the audience statistics. or alleged
statistics, jo support of free rade, which
werc obviously beyond the power of any
haman l'eing Lo check, that 18 te rustain or
refnte by sound Jjogic based upon smrc
premisds, and the defenders of o procective
tarff did the &'me thing. -mopg these
atatiati s, tor exumple, were figures which
purported to réprerent the national wesllh
of thia country at different periods prior to
1850. The champions of free trade had n
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a’lot of flgures which went to show that
the country prospered mest under a low
tariff. andthe advocaies of protection had
a lot of figures covering the same periods of
time, which went tq show that the country
prespered most under a protective tariff.

Now these fivares were worthlesa, They
were mostly fictitious.

1. No st tistice purporting to rep-
resent the wealth of this country
prior to 1850 were presented by the
champions of free trade.

2. The fizures presented by us
were faken from the tenth census of
the United States, and are thercfuore
neither worthless nor figtitious.

For example, Mr. Paul’s figures
on this point were:

“The increase in the value of our
farms between 1850 and 1880, the
free-trade era of low tariff, wasas
follows:

£ 1 Do aaaomaoone o $3,271.000,000
1860.. ... ....oo.e. crrieaieaeas 6,845.000,000
Total increase, 10 years........ $3,374,000,000

Year!y increase 103 per cent.
Contrast that increass with the
past 20 years of high tariff:
§ 664,000,000

10,197,000,000

Total increase, 20 yeurs....... § $,552,000,000
Yearly increase, 2}; per cont.

L ten yeurs of low tariff our

farms doubled fu value; in twenty
vears of high tariff, they have in-
creased only 54 per cent.

The eensus figures are;

Faive of Farms.

§ 3.271,575,426
6,645,045,007
97262 808,861

10,197, 96,776

(Compendium of the Teuth Cen-
sus of the Upited Btates, 1880, I*art
I, page 658.)

On manufactures Mr. Paul’s fig-
urers were a8 followa:

The increase in the capital invest-
ed in manufactures has

ee11:

8 pur cent.
1860, . 0cveennenn. N --$1,008,800,000
1804 u e et eaeas e e 2,790,000.000
Yearly increase, 84 per cent.
That is, manufacturing capital
grew taster under a fow than under a
high tariff.
The cenrus figures are:
Capital invested in manufactures:

Year.

Amount.

§ 533,248,351
.« 1,009855.715
.. 1,884.567015

. 2.7180,272.806

(Tenth Census of th United States. Yol,
I1, Stuidstics of manatactures, page X1 of
remarks 1

Mr, Eliiots statistics on the Anap-
cial growth of the United States
8ince,l850 were: 1850, $7,000,000,000;
1860, '£16,000,000,000; 1870, $30,000,-
600,000, 1880, $43,000,000,000; show-
ing that the national wealth more
than doubled between 1850 and
1860, and increased only 42 per cent
butween 1870 und 1880. Mr. Elljott
expluined that the fgures for 1850
and 18680 are for taxeid property ouly;
while those for 1870 an' 1880 are for
all property, taxed and uantaxed
(see Compenrlium, 9th census, page
836).

The oetrus  flgures ape: 1850,
37,135,760,228; 1860. $16,159,815.068,
1870. $30.068,518.507; 1880. 345,642, -
009 000. (Compendiun: 9th census,
pages 638-9; and 10th census,)

Asau introduction to Mr. Bar-
rows’ figures, his words should be
quoted;

“Manufacturers say they cannob
manufacture eertain articles in this
country unilessa fariff keeps out the
produets of European pauper labor.

he protective tax 18 Jevied so
that the manufacturer ean afford to
make the game goods as are made in
KEurope, and yet pay his men A mer-
ican wages.

‘““The protection on pig iron is $6.-
72 a ton. Pig iron eells in this
couniry at $17 per ton; the price of
foreign iron before the duty is paid
on it. is $10.26 per ton, That is, the
tariff of $6.72 per ton enables the
home producer to charge $6.72 more
per on for his iron than iron is sold
for in o¢ther countries, aud he
charges that inuch more for it. We
therefore pay to the iron master $6.-

72 on each ton of irun that he mages,

in order that he may be able to
make iron and alsu pay his men
fair wages. According to the re-
turns of the last census, the tolal
iahor costof making each ton of pig
Iron is$3 235, But we pay the man-
ufacturer $6.72 per ton for making
the iron. and e pays only $3.35 in
wages for each ton made. He there-
fore steals $3.37 on each ton of iron
he makes, besides getting hia labor
free of all cost. We pay this$6.72 to
the Iron master, soleiy in order that
he may pay good wages; no ol ever
heard of a protectivetax levied for
the purchase of landa, maechinery,
or materials for the m.nufacturer,
hutonly for the pay nent of wages.
“The census of 1880 shows that for
pig iron .
The value of prodnct was.,......
The total wages paid was

Tone of pig ron made. ... -
That ia, 1abor cost per ton, $5.35.

{Tenth censua of the United States, 1880,
vol. ii, pages 12 and 1% of the H,e;)qrt. oh the
Manufacture of Iron and Steel

““The iron master pays $3.35 on
each ton in 3,741,021 tons, and steals
from the money intrusted to him to
pay wages $3.37 on each ton in 3,-
781,021 tons. The amount thus
stolen in 1880 was $12,680,703.

The article says of the svygar fig-
ures: :

$£0,315,669
12,680,703
3,781,021

Now they mean that the labor which pro-
duces $242 worth of sugnr is paid only $4.
Thie is preposterons; $ would not pry lor
the laker emplored to haul the sugar canc
from the ficid.

tie declared the figurcs were iaken from
theUnited States censug, and was undonbt-
edly honest in the enthusinam with which
he poioted out and denounced the wronga
of a protective tariff. Bni ne such figures
wore ever contained ina government pub-
licatien.

The compendium of the Tenth
Ceusus of the United States, part 2,
pages 240-1, gives for refined sngar,
and molasges:

Valne of prodact, 1880.......,....F155 484 918
Total Wages Pald,.coeverireeninn. 2,875,032
That is the labor that refines (not
‘“mroduces’ ) $242 worth ot sugar is
pail only $4. C

The article alas says ¢ Froro these
figures it would appear that the
manufacturers pay their employes
%4, while stealing 342 from theni.??
Yes, such iathe ease; the manufac.
turers withhold $42 out of every %46
entrusted to them to pay wagee.

The number of pounds of sugnar
refiged in 1880 was 1,987,613,758;

e



