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ber 1, 1927, Marquette Hotel, St Louis

I am glad to speak on this occa-
sion to this representative group of
farm leaders because you are getting
together for the purpose of operat-
ing in a unified way in' solving the
big farm problems of America. If
an American stahdard of living is to
be enjoyed by farmers in this coun-
try of ours, American farmers must
act in a unified way to secure a fair
share of the national income. The
past seven years have brought much
of disaster to American farmers, sav-

v ings of years have been wiped out

and living standards have been de-
pressed.

The hlstory of agricultural depres-
sion shows one common result, a
lowering of the status of farmers
and a blighting of the rural people.
‘In England toward the close of the
17th century — after seventy-five
years of successful colonization = in
.America— the: proportion of farm-
ers 'who owned their farms was about
as great as in the United States. in
1900. Two centuries later landown-
ing farmers in England were almost
obliterated. The ownership of farms
had passed into the hands of those
who had made fortunes in industry
and. commerce. A history of the
struggle of English farmers to hold
their position as owners ‘of the soil,
shows that the periods of agucultur-
al depression were periods of freat
decline in farm ownership.  In fact
it-would seem that the decline in
landownership on the part of farm-
ers in England was brought to pass
largely by a series of de pressions
which brought them down like apples
from a shaken tree.

Becausge of this close relation be-
tween agricultural depressions = and
unfavorable changes which deter-
mine the economic position of farm-

~ers and their standard of living and

because I feel that it is only through
uniting the forces of agriculture in=
to a closely knit organization which
can . work -effectively to protect the
interest of farmers, I desire todey

to center my discussion upon the pre=

sent agricultural situation and  the
means: of setting things rlght

There are those who believe noth-
ing can be done for the farmer in
the depression and who feel the thing
to do is to treat him like a cancer
patient; cheer him up but not tell
him the truth about the disease that

is destroying him. ‘I want to talk to

you about the agricultural situation
and to point out the things which
CAN BE DONE.

I have been told by the pessimist
that, “Farmers will continue to farm
as they have—regardless of costs and
prices.. They will continue to vote
as they have—regardless of broken
promises; political gestures; speci-
fic acts to keep farmers from bene-
fitting from legislation; and specific
acts which further increase the prices
paid for things farmers buy.”  These
things I do not believe to be true in
general of American farmers. To
the extent that these things are. true
there may be some ground for the
statements made by those people
who' say, “The country folk of the
United States are fast becoming a
peasantry.” Peasantry-is a state of
mind. When farmers cease to re-
sent unfair treatment, = when they
take what comes* to them and  are
cofitent with a low standard of liv-
ing, when they cower before the poli-
tical leaders who rob them. they-ARE
peasants.

But I ‘am not willing to believe
things are true very generally in the
I believe American
farmers will be alert to: know the
truth and knowing the truth:act to-
gether to improve their conditions.

There is so much that the farmers
can: do. to help themselves: in this
period ' of 'agricultural  depression,
that it is a privilege to meet with a
group of farmers who are striving
to help themselves. In the course of
what I shall have to say I shall hope
to make clear that there are many
things farmers need to do for them-
selves besides improving their' farm-
ing. " They have political responsibil-
ities which have not been given ade-
quate attention. The economic prob-
lems of the farmer consist; first, of
what might be called farm econom-
ics, which deals with efficiency in
farm management; second, market-

ing economics, which deals with the|

problems of efficient marketing of
farm products with special reference
to co-operation; and third, political
economics, which deals with the leg-
islation that influences the share of
agriculture in the national income.

[}

The Share of Agriculture in the Na-
tional Income

For the five years prior to the
World War agriculture secured 20.7
per cent of the national income. Dur-
ing the past 5 years agriculture has
received but 10. per cent of the to-
tal national income. In 1926 the
share of agricu]ture was 9.6 per cent.
Note this.is a decline of one-half in
the percentage share of agriculture
in the national income. This reduec-
tion in the share of agriculture in the
national income. is due in part to the
rapid strides which have taken place
in the industrialization of the United
States. During the past seven years
the agricultural population has de-
clined about 3,000,000 while the non-
agricultural populatlon has increased
between 10 ,000,000 and 12,000, 000.
The increase in the proportion of the
population of the United States liv-
ing in cxtles, towns and villages and
the decline’ in the ‘proportion living
on farms may account for about half
of the decline in the share of agricul-
ture in the national
counse; it must be borne in mind that
this decline in the tarm population
has in a large measure beén due. to
the agricultural depressmn In the,
light of this decline in farm popula-
tion the question®' may- be asked—
will not the smaller share received
by agriculture provide as large a per
capita share for the agricultural pop-
ulation in the national income as was
received before the war? = The. an-
swer to this question is that = the
share of agriculture in the national
income would need to be about 15
per cent mstead of 10 per cent at
this time in order that those depend-
ent upon, agrlculture might share in
the national income in the same pro-
portion as they did before the war.

Efforts have been made to discred-

it the facts with regard to the agri-

cultural,depression by ‘quoting statis-
ties of: £Toss income: for the pre-war
period in comparison with 1926 in-
cluding in the ﬁgures of gross income
the total value of farm crops ‘and
the total value of livestock products,
even though a large proportion of
the crops were consumed by the live
stock which were sold or which pro-
duced the livestock products.  Fur-
thermore, the fact that expenses of
production have enormously increas-
ed, ~‘and ' the fact that the mone-
tary unit in terms of which the val-
ues of the latter period are expressed
has been greatly inflated' has been
ignored. The fact of the mastter. is
that the net income of agriculture
for the 5 years following the begin-
ning of the depression had a pur-
chasing power = when expended for
consumption goods at retail prices of
only about 70 per cent of the pur-
¢hasing power of the net income of
agriculture for the: 5 years before
the war. Thus farming has not only
failed to share in. that  prosperity
which has led to such great content-
ment on the part of those employed
in city occupations, but its power to
command food, clothing,  shelter,
education ' and other = consumption
goods essential to an American stan-
dard of living has  been absolutely
reduced far below the pre-war level.
This has not been due to lack of ef-
ficiency or effort or actual produc-
tion on the part of farmers but to an
unbalanced distribution of the = an-
nual wealth ‘of the .nation’ among
those who contributed to its.produc-
tion.,.

This srtuatlon arises ' out ' of the
fact the purchasing power of farm
products has been on a much lower
plane than before the war. In the
late months of 1926 and on the av-
erage for the past five years the pur-
chasing power of farm products was
about 80 per cent of what it was be-
fore the war.  In other words, farm-
ers had to send 5 carloads of products
to the city to pay for the same qual-
ity of city products they received in
exchange for 4 carloads before the
war.  For the benefit of those may
wonder how the purchasing power of
the net income of agriculture was
,only 70 per cent while the purchas-
ing power per unit quantity of farm
pr'oducts was 80 per cent attention
is called to the fact that higher costs
for supplies classed as business  ex-
-penses and taxes greatly increased
and this increase had to be paid out
of - what would otherwise have been
net income. In recent months price
ratios have improved. So did' they
improve for a period in 1924 and
1925 when they rose as high as 93
per cent; but by :the latter part of

n e

| Notice of Annual Meeting

,“The annual meeting of the policyholders of the Farmers Union
Mutual Insurance Company of Kansas and the Farmers Union Mutual
Hail Insurance Company of Kansas will be held,in the office of the
company at Salina, Kansas, January 5, 1927, at 10 o ‘clock a..m., for

. the purpose of electing 5 directors and the transaction of any other
buginess that should come before the meeting. ;

C. E. BRASTED, Plesndent
CHAS. A. ‘BROOM, Secretary,
i ; A ; ) ]

o

income.  Of] ¢

1926 the purchasing power had again
fallen as low as 80 per cent.: Even
if the present improvement in price
ratiod should prove more permanent
and F certainly hope it may, the tre-

during the. past 7 years leave vast
.numbers of them under’a staggering
load of debt which it will take the
best of a lifetime to pay off and
during which time the farm children
of the nation must suffer from this
blighting influence. In the settle-
ment of these debts should not at
least as much humanity be shown as
in our foreign financial relations?.

All branches of farming have not
sufferéd equally nor has the depres-
sion hit them - all in the same sea-
son. In 1920 sheep and. wool were
hardest hit. The sheep men and
their bankers in the northwest were
insolvent. '‘An increase in the wool
tariff and, what was more important
at the time, the control of the sur-
plus stock of wool held by the United
States governnient restored the sheep
and wool industry to a profitable bas-
is.' Cotton next fell into-a decline,
followed by wheat and corn. During
these early stages of the depression
the dairy industry suffered relative-
ly little. - In 1921 the purchasing
power of thirty farm products aver-
aged 69 per cent of what it was be-
fore the war. This meant that the
farmers had. to deliver 145 carloads
of products to the city in exthange
for the same amount of goods they
‘secured before the war for 100 car-
loads. ‘Fortunately for the dairy in-
dustry, dairy products ‘did. not suf-
fer so much in 1921. The purchas-
ing power of dairy products in that
‘year was 89 per cent of pre-war. In
‘other words 112 pounds of dairy pro-
ducts would buy. as much non-agri-
cultural products as * 100 pounds
bought before the war and far more
agricultural ' products. Thus ° the
dairy farmer was relatively. well off
compared with other farmers at the
begmnmg of the agricultural depres-
sion.

This superior posxtlon of the dairy
industry lasted three years.  But by

products: fell to the level of other
farm products. © During the years
1924, 1925 and 1926 the purchasing
power of dairy products. was below
the average of 30 farm  products.
Farmers have had to produce °and
deliver six cans of milk to pay for
the same goods they could pay for
before the war = with five cans of

very well up to and including 1923
but since that-year my farm income
has been very unsatisfactory.:

A study of the causes’of the agri-
cultural depression: leads back to
many things which happenéd during
the war and after the war to unbal-
ance the economic life of the nation.

Unbalanced Production

It has been estimated that 40,000,-
000 acres of additional - crop © land
were brought into use during the
war as a result of the special stimuli
that were brought to bear upon far-
mers as war measures. - Of the var-
ious methods that were used to stim-
ulate agricultural production during
the war the appeal to patriotism was
most widely. used, and it is believed
wielded the largest influence. = As-
sociated with the appeal te: patriotism
was the guarantee 'of a minimum
price for wheat which in administra-
tion became a fixed price. In.the
case of pork, statements were made

as being a guarantee of a price for
hogs that would sustain a certain ra-
tio to ‘the price of corn. These pro-
posals to sustain. the price of wheat
and pork were supplemented by stat-
istical statements issued by the food
administration. ‘which, while  appar-
ently without adequate foundation in
fact, may have been justifiable as
war measures to influence farmers
to expand production.

The important thing to bear in
mind with regard to the expansxon
of agriculture for war purposes is
that it came at the behest of the Gov-
ernment, and that the expahsion was
in the same lines of production as
are characteristic of peacetime agri-
culture, so that an adequate expan-
sion for war purposes meant over-ex-
pansion on the basis of peacetime
demand.: When we turn to the manu-
facturing industries, it becomes a
matter of common knowledge that
the' major war industries were de-
voted to the production of ' special
war supplies of kinds not demanded
in peacetime. Furthermore, many
of the peacetime activities in the city

during the war, thus when the war
was, over agriculture was over-ex-
panded and peacetime city industries
were - under rather than overde-
weloped. |

The wartime city industries were,
however, without a market for their
products at the close of the war. This

ter to the city industries as the over-
expansion of agriculture has proved
to farmers, had not the Government
borne the expense of dismantling the
city war industries thus providing the
capital for making the necessary re-
ad;ustmenta to peacetime conditions.

‘In agﬁculture the dismantling pro-

!cess has gone on under the bhght-

mendous losses sustained by farmers| :

1924 the purchasing power of. dairy’

milk. As a Wisconsin: farmer I did

which were interpreted by farmers|

industries were in part suspended|

might have proved as great a disas-|

Neighborhood Notes ::

AN INTERESTING MEETING AT
ELMWOOD

A. M. Kinney was host and chauf-
feur to the editor:Saturday on a trip
from Kansas City to Elmdale, where
we attended the county meeting of the
Chase' Co. Farmens Union, We left
Kansas City rath r early. finding a
threat of storm in the air. For abeut
a hundred miles we made fine tlme,
but for the remainder of the trip ice
on the windshield made it nearly as
hard for us to see roads in Kansas as
it is for the K. C. Star. A punctured
tire and an empty gas tank added t-
the pleasure of the hour, and a de
ae il ratuis to an estimate of
40 below zero kept us from getting
heat up over it; We arrived about 2
p. m. and found a fine orchestra of
young people ready to play (and’ they
were capable, too), and.a small group
of farmens who had braved the weath-
er to attend.  They had the reports
for the year just closing and arrang-
ed to meet next time with the 3t iaar
local. = After some discussion the
present’ officens — Pres. Manderly,
Vice-Pres. Dawson, Secretary Woods
and Lecturer Wells—were re-elected.
A quiet but deep determination to set
the work of the Union forward during
1928 was apparent. Four locals were
represented in. the gathering. After
the neaking and some good music a
lunch was served by the ladies. Kin-
ney and I had done without dinner pur- |
‘posely for this occaslon, and I believe
they thought we had missed several
meals in succession. It was a profit-
able meeting, and these good folks are
facing forward for the New ' Year.
While 1 was walking around the room
trying to warm up Kinney secured the
promise of several cars of corn for the
Jobbing Association. . He works like
compound interest—quietly, but “with
cumulative effect.

MARSHALL COUNTY HAS GOOD
MEETING

The annual meeting of the Mar shal]
County Farmens Union was held in
Blue Rapids Tuesday, Dec, 6 ,with 10
locals and 40 delegates answering roll
call, besides a large number of visit-
ing membens. After a splendid dinner,
the meeting was openel by prayer by
Rev. Alsbury. A short musical ' pro-
gram was then given by . Mr. and
Mrs. Mayr.ard which was very appro-
priate. The regular order of business
was then taken up. It was decided to
put on 'a membership drive between
now and the second Tuesday in March.
Cash prizes are offered for the locals
securing the most new members, rang-
ing from $15.00 for first prize, $10 00
for second prize, $9.00 for third and
so on down to $1.00. Eleven prizes in
all so all secretaries get busy. The
election . of officers followed and the
following officers were elected: H. A.
Watters, president; A. J, Wempe, vice
president; Richard H. Mackey, secre-
tary-treasurer; John Frost, lecturer
Mr. Crome, John Stqlz, A. D. Fitch
and H. L. Travelute assistant lectur-
er. Wm. Fincham Jr., conductor; :Os-
car Levine, doorkeeper.. Mr. Crome,
Otto Levine and H. L. Travelute, exe-
c.tive committee; . Brother Simpson
of our Farmers Union Insurance Com-
pany was present and gave us a splen-

"did talk.  ‘Brother Chase on the good

of the order, gave -a s-lendid talk. He
stressed on the principle of our pre-
amble. Justice ,Equity and the apol'-
cation“of the golden rule. Then fol-
lowed the debate betw.en R. H. Haw-
kins and John Frost, which was en-
joyed by all, but as it was growing
late their time was limited, so they
only got started good on: their sub-
ject when they had to stop.  No decis-
ion was rendered, but we hope to hear
more from them again at someé futuve
date. President Watters annointed 2
few committees for the Marysville
meeting which will be' the ‘' second
Tuesday in March. ' The meeting then
adjourned.

Richard H. Mackey, secretary-treas-
ufrer.

CRAWFORD COUNTY
The Crawford ‘Co. Farmers . Union
No. 25 will meet on the la:t Tuesday,
the 27th in Strickler hall at 1 p. m.
This is our annual meeting. Election
of officers and other important busi-
ness. A full delegation is desired.
This is your meeting. Come.
Georee W. Hamm, Pres.
G. W. Thompson, Sec y-Treas

FARMERS UNION TUNT

The Cargy Local No. 2136 @ held
their annaal hunt last Friday, Dec.

9. A lar ‘e crowd was out bringing

in a total of 441 yrabbits. Ernest
Tutcher havin- the most, 41 in all.
The rabbits werc sold at a good price
$1.50 per dozen or a total of $51 00.

- Dinner was served at the R. E. Tut-
che1 oars 'e Ly the ' lies. Everyone
enjoyed the day nd the proceeds will
be used far suppers during the winter.

The rabbits were sold to Fred Gleed
of Lawrence, who has bought them
the last sevsral years we have hunt-

ed. i ] :
: R. E. Tutcher, Sec’y.

H.AWKINS LOCAL NO. 1615

Hawkir, Local No. 1615 met at the
school house Dec. 13 with 16 members
present. - A’ splendid report of . the
s»ate convention was given by Mrs. J.

. Youn~ a’ter which election of of-
f:cers for 1928 was in order and wers
as follows:

President, D. E Beck; vice-presi-
dent, H. L. Morgan; secretary-treas-
uver, Mrs. H. L. Morgan; conductor,
W. H. Fiher; doorkeeper, W. L.
Barton; lecturer, My J. H. Young;
executlve committee, E. S. Monroe; E.
f Twining, L. H. Perkin-: '\legates

the County Uni.n, H. L. Morgan,

W. H. Fisher, Mrs J. H. Young, W.
L. Barton. S. Monroe. Next T eete

ing and installation of officers will
ke Jan 10, 1928. Everybody come.
Mrs. L. C. Rice,
Retiring Sec-Treas.

CORN HUSKING

The old Fu.mers Union Spirit was
again demonstrated when Cargy Loc-
al No. 2123 alon * with other relatives,
neighbors and friends met at the
home of Mrs. Louise Reilly, Dec¢. 6, to

{'aish her corn husking for the sea-
son.

About 20 wagon . were on the job
c¢arly in t' ¢ 1ornin~ and everyone
worked untii thetwhole harvest was
in the crib.

There were about 50 men, making
two or three to tlie wagon, all joy-
ful to think they could help some one
of their community who, by the ex-
pressnon <1 hexr face, could not tell
in words her apprecxatlon of the kind
deed.

Dinner was furnished by th  ladies
and you can bet that nothing was left
out, Just the kind of eats that corn-
huskers dream about, and g1l you
wanted. Even a chance to comé back
aft-= the huskin~ was over that eve-
ning.

Forty acres of corn were husked
making in all something over 1500
bushels.  One field was thought to
make abor* 75 bushels per :cre. It
.was all -nut in the crib in go-~1 time
that evening.

Those present were, A. M. Rundle,
Elmer Dodds, Ralph . Selby, Lloyd
Coffman, Sherman Woods, Ed Flory,
Marvin ‘Forth, ' Arthur Hase, Cliff
O’Byrm,  Robert Smith, HerSchel
Talley, Randle Tutcher, D. L. Talley,
Roy Dodder, Edgar Finley, Clarence
Hoover, John Desque Joe Baldwin,
Delbert Cve- ficld. Ben Tutcher, Hen-
ry Desque, Wesley -Israel, Frasier
Butler, Jennings Price, Chester Bry-
son, Frank Lemberger, Homer Wright,
Tom Tutcher, John Dodder, Ed Hard-
tarfer, _(‘harles Butterfield, ~ Irvin
Dodder, . Jim Baker, Chas. Simmons,
Ro-- English, Will Fawl, Ernest Tut-
cher, Lloyd Bachelor, Lorine’ Rundle,
Olin Powell,  Chas. Forth, Clifford
F wl; George Fawl, E. B. Ingle, W. C.
Tull, - Klaus Powell, Etta Hartman,
I'a Walker, Emma Dodder, Mary
‘Rundle, Myrtle Coffman, Katie ZZase,
Rebecca Flory, Mary Tutcher, Eva

™atcher, Alta Finley, Myrtle Bache-
lor, Nellie Desdue, Austa Forth; Leo
Fort* Maudie Butler, Atha Baldwin,
Pear] Dodder, Bitha Dodder, = Lottie
Selby, Jennie Powsell, m Powell,
:.lice Dolds  Tlenor. Desque Myrtle
TIsrael, and the qwner of the  corn;
Louxse Renl]y

BROWN COUNTY MEETING

Brown Co. Farmers Union  No. 42
held the fourth quarterly meeting in
the court: house at Hlawatha Satur-
day, Dec. 10th.

Meeting called to order by President
Wm. Hinton, G. N. Gephart, C. R. P.
Kinnel and John F. Oltjen were ap-
pointed a committee on resolutions.

Hon. Milo Reno and A. O. Jones
were the speakers.

The resolutions committee present-
ed the following resolutlons which
were adopted:

1st. We, the committee on resolu-
tions Resolved: That we., are not ‘in
favor of turning all -the automobile
and gasoline tax money to the state
road commission. : g

We favor a certain per cent to go
to the county commissioners and 'a
certain per cent to the township
boards for use on the roads that ben-
efit the farmers most.’

2nd. We are in favor that the In-
dustries Oil* and other underground
minerals be taxed in accordance with
the wealth produced as well as the
ground above. U

Resolved: That ' the organization
keenly express their loss 'of Brother
Kenver. He was 'a. faithful member.
May we ever remember his mname.
May we have more like him. ;

G. N. Gephart, *
' C. R. P. Kinnel,
*John F. Oltjen,
oS g Committée.

The following officers were elect-
ed for the coming year:

Wm. Hinton, President.

C. R. P. Kinnel, Vice-President.

Clyde Royer, Secretary-Treasurer

John F. Altjen, Conductor.

John Kopp, Doorkeeper.

W. P. Lambertson, Lecturer.

and Wm. Heimlich, Executive Com-
‘mitte. i
_Clyde Royer, Sec’y-Treas.

SEVERAL FROM SALINA = AT-
TENDED FUNERAL OF MRS.
- M. O. GLESSNER AT
LA CROSSE

The- funeral of Mrs. M. O. Gles-
sner was held in LaCrosse, her for-
mer home, on Saturday, Dec. 17th.

Three cars, carrying twelve peo-

ple drove from Salina to attend the
funeral

Mrs, Chas. Broom fook Mrs. Chas.
Simpson, Mrs. Loretta Rittgers, M.
C. E. Brasted and Rev. C. E., Huff in
her car. Mr. and Mrs. Z. A, Mills took
Mr and Mys.-M. L. Amos and Pauline
Cowger with them. And Mr. and

‘| Mrs. C. S. Neeley drove their car.

The party left Salina at about nine
o’clock in the morning and arrlved
at LaCrosse at 1:30.

Our president, Rev. C. E. Huff,
preached the funeral sermon. There
were ‘many beautiful flowers.

It is needless to say that the frlends
that Mrs. Glessner has made in 'Sa-
Iina will miss her, for anyone who
has ever known her will understand
‘how - thoroughly she made. her way
into the hearts of all with _whom she
came in contact..
pressing our. sympaty to Mr. Glessner
and Muriel, and only hope that we can
‘be the kmd of friends.who will com-

fort nnd help as the time goes on.

Chas. A. Babbitt, G. N. Gephart]

‘We all join in ex-|

ing influence of depression. . It has
carried with it untold loss and suf-
fering. 31,000,000 acres of land
went out of use between 1920 and
1925, largely through bankruptcy.
This has reduced the crop acreage
about 15,000,000 acres. Millions of
the farm population have moved to
towns and cities but less than half
of them have found a footing. The
others have drifted back to the farm.
The net result was a reduction of
2,000,000 in the farm population be-
tween January 1, 1920 and January
1, 1925, during which time the popu-
lation of the United States increased
nearly 9,000,000. In the next two
years the farm population shrank a
million more. Thus American agri-
culture is being dismantled at untold
human cost.

Have We Too Much Agriculture 72—
The Tariff

But why should agriculture be dis-
mantled? Have we too much agri-
culture? The amount of agriculture
a nation' should have as a basis of
maxjmum national well-being de-
pends upon the relative abundance
of the natural resources available as
a basis for agriculture and for other
industries. = When judged on this
basis we probably do not have too
much agriculture ' in. the United
States at the preesnt time. But we
have too much to be profitable un-
der our present tariff laws. The fact
is that with Russia largely out of the
European market the United States
has been able to sell more farm pro-
ducts .abroad since the war than be-
fore the war, and at better. prices.
The major difficulty would appear to
be neither that we have, too much
agriculture in the United States nor
that the foreign markets are too
weak to absorb our agrlculture sur-
plus at satisfactory prices. - The real
difficulty is that the prices farmers
pay for what they buy in the United
States are on an abnormally high
basis relative to prices in world mar-
‘kets in which the farmers sell their
surpluses, and which ‘determine the
pnces of our staples sold at home.
This is the result of effective group
action to limit competition through
trade rules and an abnormally high
protective tariff on. mdustr1a1 pro-
ducts.

When 'the principle of the protec-
tive tariffs was injected into our: na-
tional 'life, it was thought that stim-
‘ulation by means of a tariff on cer-
tain products, which would otherwise
be less profitable to produce . than
the unprotected products, would ul-
timately enable these industries. to
stand without the tariff crutch. ' It
was believed that in due time the na-
I'tion as & whole would"be more:pros-

 perous-as a result of developing new,

industries, although in the meantime
the total annual production of the
nation would be ‘somewhat reduced
by the tariff. The purpose of the

protective tarifff was to elevate the:

‘prices of “certain products and  thus
enable the producers ¢f those prod-
ucts to conipete in the domestic lab-
or market and money market for the
labor and capital essential to the in-
dustry. - This policy was initiated at
a time when agriculture was predom-
inant. ~ Had the representatives of
agriculture' than = taken :‘a narrow
class interest point of view we prob-
ably 'would not have had the protec-
tive policy established. But the lead-
ers of those days were statesmen;
‘they wanted a well balanced econo-
mic basis for our national life,  Now
that = city ' industries: have grown
strong relative to: agriculture can we
not still have that tyne of statesmen-
ship or must we expect-that the class
interest of the city groups will stand
ready to sacrific agriculture and thus
weaken an -essential part of the
foundation of a permanent natlonal
life?

Many false ideas with regard to
the purpose of the protective tariff
have gained currency in recent years.
President Coolidge is quoted as say-
ing, “The Republican Party supports
the policy of protection as a broad
principle, good alike for producer
and consumer, because it knows that
no other means to prevent the low-
ering of the standards of pay and
hvmg f01 the Amerlcan wage earner

vails abroad has ever been devised.”
If this statement is intended to
imply that the tariff is essential to
maintain generally a higher standard
of living in the United States than
in foreign countries no economist of
standing would for a minute endorse
the idea. Economists know that the
higher standard of living in the Um-
ted States is possible because of the
greater abundance of capital and na-
tural resources per capitd in this
country than in other countrxes.

If by the above quotatxon is meant
that the protective tariff is a factor
in enabling certain groups tempor-
arily to secure a higher standard of
living in this country at the expense
of other groups than they would. oth-
erwise receive, economists ~ would
agree with the statement.

holding the benefits of these greater
resources in the United States for
ourselves, but the tariff does not en-

The tariff reduces our general stan-

.dard insofar,as it directs labor and

capital into less profitable lines of
production than they would take in
the absence of the tariff. The pro-
tective tariff as it is now in force
has been a major factor in reducing
the standard of living of the Amer-
ican farmer during the past five
years. This is true because it bene-
fits certain other classes at the ex-
pense of farmers to which the bene-
fits' have not been generally ex-
tended. 7

Tariff Reform Needed

At the close of the World War
owing to condmons gtated above ag-
riculture was in a weak posmon. City
industries were in a strong position,
and thus better able to compete with

industries: for the necessary labor
and capital. Under those . con-di-
tions the tariff should have been re-
duced on manyfactured products or
made effective on the staple agricul-
tural products. Yet at that time the
protective tariff was increased with
the effect of further lifting the prices

mestic market, just when unprotect-
ed, farm products ‘were suffering
from low pnces.
the effect of increasing maladjust-
ment of prlce ratios at a time when
a reduction in the tariff on manufac-
tured products or a means of making
the tariff effective on farm products
was needed and would have had the
effect of helping to restore price ra-
tios.' The maintenance of price ra-
tios’would not have tended to expand
agriculture but to mamtam on :a res
latively profitabie’ bas % ﬁ
portion of - the agricu ture t?

the life of the nation but too long a
time for the individual to suffer de-
pression without ' permanent damage
ot the .quality of farm people and
the basis of our national life. '
With the present -tariff schedules
American agriculture will'need to:be
dismantled far below its 1914 level

ing power of farm products ‘and put
it ‘on the basis of equality with'other
industries unless the" tariff is ‘made
effective for staple agriculture pro-
ducts of which we produce asurplus.
What ls sound national policy in this
.regard is a matter which should be
definitely worked. out as a ‘basis of
government action. If agrxculture is
to be forced to dismantle in order
that other industries may enjoy un-
told temporary prosperity, should the
burden fall entirely upon the' farm-
ers who find themselves in an unhap-

past and present national policy?
This is a problem which should come
mand the attention of statesmen who
seek the welfare of all and the perm-
anent prosperity ‘of the natiom and
not be left afootball grappley by
'private interests struggling for 'im-
mediate gain.

If this problem is not dealt w1th
in a statesmanlike manner grave re-
sults will certainly follow.: ;

The first economist  to make. a

(Contmued on ,page 2)
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¢« - How far to Bethlehem"
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That strange new star in the Judean

To seek and find the new is to be wise,
And wisdom is: a sacred quest with

me,—
How far to Bethlehem ?

O far, too far to find it, Pilgrim Soul,
As far as east: from we.t or po]e

#

For I would be among the first to

kneel

* bring
And bid Him use
and heal,—

trace

er's face!

Bemg(e the Little Christ, the Cradled
My gold all that I prize, I humbly = :

my glfts to help

How far to Bethlehem"
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How far to Bethlehem ? ; :

For I would be among the fir