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FIFTH PRECINUT.

This isthe great “Liberai’’ sirong-
lrold, and it was to be expected that
they would poll a heavy majority ln
it. At 11:45 the total vote was 511
of which the *Liberals” clalmed
375, conceding to the People’s Party
only 135.

At four o’clock’ the total vole was
795, of which the *Ltberul’’ tally-
kewpers gave the People’s Party
orly 210, claiming n majority of
87a.

THE TWO GREAT PATIES OF
THE DAY.

l'o the Bditor of the News:

Your issue of July 3, under the
above heading, said:

““The line of demarcation between
the two great political partics of the
unation, so fur as political doctrine
goes, is quite thim and rather in-
defluite, The twoorganizations are
as hostilo ag ever. But each has
absorbed theories that were held by
the other, nnd there are few essen-
tinl differences of opinlon belween
thewm,

““There nre Republican free trad-
ers and Democratic protectionists,
And neither party would now advo-
cate a complete policy on eitber
principle.

*“\What they fight about[sthe man-
ner in which the commeon end shall
be renched, and the articles~which
should be relieved or protected.

“So In regard to the doctrine of
local self-government — an essen-
tially Democratic doctrine. The
party that has preached it for a cen-
tury has gone back on ft as it relates
to the Territories, ndoptiog the ex-
tremae Republican notion of the su-
preme power of Cougress and other
anti-Democratic ideas. !

Perhaps s brief statement of the
main differcnces and resemblances
belween Lhe two parties may be of
tnterest to your readers. -

The writer of this is not a Demo-
orat because he thinks the Demo-
cratic party a model of conslstency,
or purity, nor does he think there is
mo virtue in Republicanism., He
believes, however, that there are
rather greater differences between
the ‘two parties than the above
quotations seem to {udieate. Bome
differences are as follows.

TIE TARIFF.

The line of demarcation between
the two great parties has become
very decided and definite on the
tariffl witbin the last two years.
Never before, in my judgment, has
the line been moredefinitely drawn.
President Cleveland’s famous mes-
sage declared the existence of a dan-
gerous surplus revenue, showed that
it should bLe reduced by lightening
the taxes on feod, clothing and other
common necessities of life, and
urged immediate relief from ““a con-
dition and not a theory that con-
Ironts us,”?

The Republican party declared
that o surplus was hetter than a de-
fieit, aud that *‘rather than surren-
der any part of our protective sys-
tem, wo favor the entlre rcpeal of
internal taxes.”” Here, then, s one
hroad difference; the Democratid

ciple, the Mills Bill was framed.

luxuries, and leave necessities un-
taxed; the Republiecan party would
levy taxes on necessities and leave
luxuries (i. e., whisky aud tobacco,
the internal revenus article) free
from taxation. Cheap food and
clothing versus cheap whisky and
tobiacco, is a decided contrast.

It 1s no answer to this public
avowal and subsequent actual prac-
tice of each party, to say that re-
publicans llke Knute Nelson
said tbey preferred ‘‘cheap
lumber, salt and clothes™ to
cheap whbisky, or that Demo-
crats, like Mr. Dana, believe in the
doctrine of protcection. Because
some ‘Liberals” favor low taxes,
andsome People’s Parly men favor
high taxes, does not show that
there is no differeuce bLetween the
parties. Some ¢ Liberals’’ are op-
posed to disfranchising the majority
here, and some of the majority are

apathetic on the guestion; bub that |

does not proveany identity between
the two parties, one of which is
working to accomplish the disfran-
chisément, the other to defeat it. In
pursnance of - the democratic prin.
It
reduced the rate of taxation from an
average of 47 per cent toan avernge
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equality before the law, and under
wliose rule ‘‘combinations, mono:
polis and nggregations of capital
were avoided or sternly regulated
and restrained.”?

Jar. G. Blalne snid that “trusts
are largely private affairs, with
which neither Congress nor Presi-
dent Cieveland himself has any
right to interfere.’?

President Harrison eald it was
not the length of the step towards
free trnde made by the Mills bill,
that alarmed all good republieans,
but the direction of it. Accordingly,

of 42 per cent,and provided that raw |

wool, raw flax, hemp and jute,
lumber, salt, tinplate and certain
chemicals shounld be added to the
free list. This bill, it was estimaled,
would reduce the revenue ubgut
$60,000,000 a year.

In pursuance of the Republican
poliey, the McKinley bill has been
framed. It increases the rate of
tax to 52.8 per cent. as it passed the
House, and to 51.97 per cent. as
amended by the Benate. This bill,
as shown by the report of the Benate
finance committe, will increase the
revenue $45,000,000 ayear. and this,
too, under a measure entitled,
bill to reduce the revenuea,”’

The average war duties in 1553
were 47.56 per cent.; the highest
war dutlies ever reached were an
average of $48.63 per cent. in 1868.

The Republican party is the party
of war taxes; the Democratic party
would rednce the tariffto a revenue
basis.

The Ohie Democratic platform
says, “We demand such judicious
reduction of the present burden.
some tariff as shall result in produc-
ing & revenue sufficient only to
meet the expenses of an economiecal
administration of government.*

Tlhe Ohio
sAYS, ““We are iu favor of a protec-
tive tariff, and we denocunce the

Ohio democratic platform of a tarlil’

for revenue only.?’

Tariff for revenue only, is free
trade. Free trnde Faogland collects
over $100,000,000 yearly from her
taxes on imports, chielly luxuries;
profected Uncle Ham collects $161,-
(00,000 yearly on imports, chiefly
common necessarles, That is the
difference, and the only difference,
hetween the so-calied *‘frec trade®
and theso-called “protection.”? Ex-
cept on a few articles, there is no
sueh thing as absolute free trade or
nbeoclute protection,

TRUSI 8.
President Oloveland commended

party would levy taxes mainly on | the zeal of qur futhers to preserve

hizs party has canlmed its constitu-

ents by talidng a step in the opposite
direction—towards higher taxes.
Democrats  ¢laim  that taxatlon
Is n  necessary evil, which
should  be  kept  within  the
nnrrowest pussible limits. Republl-

cabs claim that tnxes may be made &
wealth produeing factor if applied to
tlie payment of hounties to manufac-
turing corporatiens, ov if so levied
as to give the mauufacturer o moh-
opoly ef the home marker. To this
Fresidenf Cleveland replied, “He
mocks the people who proposes that
the government shall protcet the
rich, and that they, in turn, will
care for the Inboring poor.”” He re-
marks that when the govcrnment
cuters gratuitiously into partneship
with thege favorites, it destroys
equality befors the law.

THE SURPLUS,

should be reduced by spending it.
Democrats believe the surplus should
be reduced by decreasing the taxa-
tion.

Tho last year of Democratietaxa-
tion left a lurge surplus in the trea-
3ury; the present year of Republican
wdministrution will cause a deficit
aples the McKiuley bill shall be-
come a law.

The Damocratie party helieves tco
much mouney is alrendy paid in pen-
sions; the Republican party belleves
in nniversal pengioning to soldicre.
The pensijns paid lnst yearamount-
2d to $37,000,000; and this year, it i8
suspoaed, will reach over $100,000,-
000—a sum greater than that paid
for the maintenence of the im-
mense standing army of Germany.

STXTE RIGILTS,

Sociul self-government is a funda-

mental principle of the Demoeratic

republican- platiorm |

paity, and the writer knows of no
| commmunity that hns. yet lLeen de-

ived of that rizht through laws
made by Democratic mnjorities.
Many Democrats once Lelieved 8
BState might lawfully secede from
the Unijon. The utmoest liberty of
the State consistent with the presei-
{ vation of the Union ia now the doc-
| trine of all Democrats. .

The Republican *party is takiog
long strides toward the centraliza-
tion of power in the bands of the
federal geverument. The Blailr
educational bill, the Lodge electiol
bill, the Thomas Bdmunds bill, and
others ave familiar examples.

The republican parly has del.)rlvetl
certain communities of local self-
government in the past, and proposes
to do so with anclher in the immed!-
ate future. By means of the Lodge
election bHJ, 1t proposes, in Mr.
Read’s-wouds, 'to do [ts own regle-
tration, its own counting, s oWl

Republicans believe the surplus



